PUBLIC HEARINGS
H. ITEM 5.

l/‘(revard

AGENDA REPORT
April 4, 2019

Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas request a Small Scale Comprehensive
Plan Amendment from RES 1:25 to RES 1. (18PZ00153) (District 1)

SUBJECT:

Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas request a Small Scale Comprehensive Plan
Amendment from RES 1:25 (Residential 1:2.5) to RES 1 (Residential 1). The property is
3.15 acres, located on the southeast corner of County Line Road and Dixie Way. (6705
Dixie Way, Mims) (18PZ200153) (District 1)

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

DEPT/OFFICE:
Planning and Development

REQUESTED ACTION:

Itis requested that the Board of County Commissioners conduct a public hearing to
consider a Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the Future Land Use
designation from RES 1:2.5 (Residential 1:2.5) to RES 1 (Residential 1).

SUMMARY EXPLANATION and BACKGROUND:

This request is seeking a change in Future Land Use (FLU) designation from Residential
1:2.5 (RES 1:2.5) to Residential 1 (RES 1) on a 3.15 acre portion of the total 19.75 acre
parcel. This area of unincorporated Brevard County between Highway 1 (US 1) and the
Indian River is comprised of mainly RES 1, RES 1:2.5 and Agricultural (AGRIC) land use
designations, transitioning from one unit per acre density allowances closest to Highway 1
(US 1), to one unit per five (5) acres closest to the Indian River. To the north of the
property is in Volusia County with a Future Land Use designation of Conservation with a
limitation on Floor Area Ratio to 0.10 and a density of one (1) unit per ten (10) acres.
Most of the subject property retains Residential 1 (RES 1) and the applicants are asking
to have one consistent Future Land Use designation across the entire 19.75 acre parcel,
allowing for development at 1 unit per acre.

A preliminary concurrency analysis does not indicate that the proposed change in FLU
designation would result in any impacts to level of service on the surrounding roadway
network. The applicant has been notified that any future subdivision would need to
provide paved access and internal roadways. Connectivity to County Line Ditch Road at
the Volusia County intersection just north of the subject property will be necessary for



development. Volusia County Traffic Engineering has indicated that the additional trips
resulting from this proposal are not anticipated to result in a Level of Service deficiency on
County Line Ditch Road.

Water and sewer services are not available to the subject property; however, Brevard
County’s Comprehensive Plan does not require water and sewer services for
development at less than four (4) dwelling units per acre or greater. The area is outside
of the septic overlay area, as it is over 3700 feet away from the Indian River Lagoon.

The Board may wish to consider if changing the Future Land Use from Residential 1:25 to
Residential 1 is consistent with the surrounding area. This request is accompanied by a
companion proposal for a change of zoning classification from Agricultural Residential
(AU) to Rural Residential (RR-1).

On February 11, 2019, the Local Planning Agency heard the request and voted 6:2
to approve.

On March 7, 2019, the Board of County Commissioners tabled the request to the April 4,
2019, Commission meeting.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

Administrative Policies

Staff Comments

GIS Maps

School Concurrency

Local Planning Agency Minutes
Public Comment

DD OD DD



ADMINISTRATIVE POLICIES OF THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT

Administrative Policies in the Future Land Use Element establish the expertise of staff with regard to zoning
and land use issues and set forth criteria when considering a rezoning action or request for Conditional Use
Permit, as follows:

Administrative Policy 1

The Brevard County zoning official, planners and the director of the planning and development staff,
however designated, are recognized as expert witnesses for the purposes of Comprehensive Plan amendments as
well as zoning, conditional use, special exception and variance applications.

Administrative Policy 2

Upon Board request, members of the Brevard County planning and development staff shall be
required to present written analysis and a recommendation, which shall constitute an expert opinion, on
all applications for zoning, conditional uses, comprehensive plan appeals, vested rights or other
applications for development approval that come before the Board of County Commissioners for quasi-
judicial review and action. The Board may table an item if additional time is required to obtain the
analysis requested or to hire an expert witness if the Board deems such action appropriate. Staff input
may include the following:

Criteria:
A. Staff shall analyze an application for consistency or compliance with comprehensive
plan policies, zoning approval criteria and other applicable written standards.

B. Staff shall conduct site visits of property which are the subject of analysis and
recommendation. As part of the site visit, the staff shall take a videotape or photographs
where helpful to the analysis and conduct an inventory of surrounding existing uses.
Aerial photographs shall also be used where they would aid in an understanding of the
issues of the case.

C. In cases where staff analysis is required, both the applicant and the staff shall present
proposed findings of fact for consideration by the Board.

D. For re-zoning applications where a specific use has not been proposed, the worst case
adverse impacts of potential uses available under the applicable land use classification
shall be evaluated by the staff.

Administrative Policy 3

Compatibility with existing or proposed land uses shall be a factor in determining where a rezoning or
any application involving a specific proposed use is being considered. Compatibility shall be evaluated by
considering the following factors, at a minimum:

Criteria:
A. Whether the proposed use(s) would have hours of operation, lighting, odor, noise levels, traffic,
or site activity that would significantly diminish the enjoyment of, safety or quality of life in
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existing neighborhoods within the area which could foreseeably be affected by the proposed
use;

Whether the proposed use(s) would cause a material reduction (five per cent or more) in the
value of existing abutting lands or approved development.

Whether the proposed use(s) is/are consistent with an emerging or existing pattern of
surrounding development as determined through an analysis of:

1. historical land use patterns;
2s actual development over the immediately preceding three years; and
3. development approved within the past three years but not yet constructed.

Whether the proposed use(s) would result in a material violation of relevant policies in any
elements of the Comprehensive Plan.

Administrative Policy 4

Character of a neighborhood or area shall be a factor for consideration whenever a rezoning or any
application involving a specific proposed use is reviewed. The character of the area must not be materially or
adversely affected by the proposed rezoning or land use application. In evaluating the character of an area, the
following factors shall be considered:

Criteria:

A.

The proposed use must not materially and adversely impact an established residential
neighborhood by introducing types or intensity of traffic (including but not limited to volume,
time of day of traffic activity, type of vehicles, etc.), parking, trip generation, commercial
activity or industrial activity that is not already present within the identified boundaries of the
neighborhood.

In determining whether an established residential neighborhood exists, the following factors
must be present:

1. The area must have clearly established boundaries, such as roads, open spaces, rivers,
lakes, lagoons, or similar features.

2. Sporadic or occasional neighborhood commercial uses shall not preclude the existence
of an existing residential neighborhood, particularly if the commercial use is non-
conforming or pre-dates the surrounding residential use.

3: An area shall be presumed not to be primarily residential but shall be deemed
transitional where multiple commercial, industrial or other non-residential uses have
been applied for and approved during the previous five (5) years.
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Administrative Policy 5

In addition to the factors specified in Administrative Policies 2, 3, and 4, in reviewing a rezoning,
conditional use permit or other application for development approval, the impact of the proposed use or uses on
transportation facilities either serving the site or impacted by the use(s) shall be considered. In evaluating
whether substantial and adverse transportation impacts are likely to result if an application is approved, the staff
shall consider the following criteria:

Criteria:
A. Whether adopted levels of service will be compromised;
B. Whether the physical quality of the existing road system that will serve the proposed use(s) is

sufficient to support the use(s) without significant deterioration;

C. Whether the surrounding existing road system is of sufficient width and construction quality to
serve the proposed use(s) without the need for substantial public improvements;

D. Whether the surrounding existing road system is of such width and construction quality that the
proposed use(s) would realistically pose a potential for material danger to public safety in the
surrounding area;

E. Whether the proposed use(s) would be likely to result in such a material and adverse change in
traffic capacity of a road or roads in the surrounding area such that either design capacities
would be significantly exceeded or a de facto change in functional classification would result;

F. Whether the proposed use(s) would cause such material and adverse changes in the types of
traffic that would be generated on the surrounding road system, that physical deterioration of
the surrounding road system would be likely;

G. Whether projected traffic impacts of the proposed use(s) would materially and adversely impact
the safety or welfare of residents in existing residential neighborhoods.

Administrative Policy 6

The use(s) proposed under the rezoning, conditional use or other application for development approval
must be consistent with (a) all written land development policies set forth in these administrative policies; and
(b) the future land use element, coastal management element, conservation element, potable water element,
sanitary sewer element, solid waste management element, capital improvements element, recreation and open
space element, surface water element and transportation elements of the comprehensive plan.

Administrative Policy 7

Proposed use(s) shall not cause or substantially aggravate any (a) substantial drainage problem on
surrounding properties; or (b) significant, adverse and unmitigatable impact on significant natural wetlands,
water bodies or habitat for listed species.
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Administrative Policy 8

These policies, the staff analysis based upon these policies and the applicant’s written analysis, if any,
shall be incorporated into the record of every quasi-judicial review application for development approval
presented to the Board including rezoning, conditional use permits and vested rights determinations.”

Section 62-1151 (c) of the Code of Ordinances of Brevard County directs ..... “The planning and zoning board
shall recommend to the board of county commissioners the denial or approval of each application for
amendment to the official zoning maps based upon a consideration of the following factors:

)] The character of the land use of the property surrounding the property being considered.

2) The change in conditions of the land use of the property being considered and the surrounding
property since the establishment of the current applicable zoning classification, special use or
conditional use.

(3) The impact of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use on available and projected
traffic patterns, water and sewer systems, other public facilities and utilities and the established
character of the surrounding property.

)] The compatibility of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use with existing land
use plans for the affected area.

(5) The appropriateness of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use based upon a
consideration of the applicable provisions and conditions contained in this article and other applicable
laws, ordinances and regulations relating to zoning and land use regulations and based upon a
consideration of the public health, safety and welfare.

The minutes of the planning and zoning board shall specify the reasons for the recommendation of approval or
denial of each application.”

CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS (CUPs)

In addition to the specific requirements for each Conditional Use Permit (CUP), Section 62-1901 provides that
the following approval procedure and general standards of review are to be applied to all CUP requests, as
applicable.

(b) Approval procedure. An application for a specific conditional use within the applicable zoning
classification shall be submitted and considered in the same manner and according to the same
procedure as an amendment to the official zoning map as specified in section 62-1151. The approval of
a conditional use shall authorize an additional use for the affected parcel of real property in addition to
those permitted in the applicable zoning classification. The initial burden is on the applicant to
demonstrate that all applicable standards and criteria are met. Applications which do not satisfy this
burden cannot be approved. If the applicant meets its initial burden, then the Board has the burden to
show, by substantial and competent evidence, that the applicant has failed to meet such standards and
the request is adverse to the public interest. As part of the approval of the conditional use permit, the
Board may prescribe appropriate and reasonable conditions and safeguards to reduce the impact of the
proposed use on adjacent and nearby properties or the neighborhood. A nearby property, for the
purpose of this section, is defined as any property which, because of the character of the proposed use,
lies within the area which may be substantially and adversely impacted by such use...
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...In stating grounds in support of an application for a conditional use permit, it is necessary to show
how the request fulfills both the general and specific standards for review. The applicant must show
the effect the granting of the conditional use permit will have on adjacent and nearby properties,
including, but not limited to traffic and pedestrian flow and safety, curb-cuts, off-street loading and
parking, off-street pickup of passengers, odor, glare and noise, particulates, smoke, fumes and other
emissions, refuse and service areas, drainage, screening and buffering for protection of adjacent and
nearby properties, and open space and economic impact on nearby properties. The applicant, at his
discretion, may choose to present expert testimony where necessary to show the effect of granting the
conditional use permit.

(c) General standards of review.

(D

2)

The planning and zoning board and the board of county commissioners shall base the denial or
approval of each application for a conditional use based upon a consideration of the factors
specified in section 62-1151(c) plus a determination that the following general standards are
satisfied. The Board shall make the determination whether an application meets the intent of
this section.

The proposed conditional use will not result in a substantial and adverse impact on adjacent
and nearby properties due to: (1) the number of persons anticipated to be using, residing or
working under the conditional use; (2) noise, odor, particulates, smoke, fumes and other
emissions, or other nuisance activities generated by the conditional use; or (3) the increase of
traffic within the vicinity caused by the proposed conditional use.

The proposed use will be compatible with the character of adjacent and nearby properties with
regard to use, function, operation, hours of operation, type and amount of traffic generated,
building size and setback, and parking availability.

The proposed use will not cause a substantial diminution in value of abutting residential
property. A substantial diminution shall be irrebuttably presumed to have occurred if abutting
property suffers a 15% reduction in value as a result of the proposed conditional use. A
reduction of 10% of the value of abutting property shall create a rebuttable presumption that a
substantial diminution has occurred. The Board of County Commissioners carries the burden to
show, as evidenced by either testimony from or an appraisal conducted by an MAI certified
appraiser, that a substantial diminution in value would occur. The applicant may rebut the
findings with his own expert witnesses.

The following specific standards shall be considered, when applicable, in making a
determination that the general standards specified in subsection (1) of this section are satisfied:

Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures thereon, with particular reference to
automotive and pedestrian safety and convenience, traffic flow and control, and access in case
of fire and catastrophe, shall be: (1) adequate to serve the proposed use without burdening
adjacent and nearby uses, and (2) built to applicable county standards, if any. Burdening
adjacent and nearby uses means increasing existing traffic on the closest collector or arterial
road by more than 20%, or 10% if the new traffic is primarily comprised of heavy vehicles,
except where the affected road is at Level of Service A or B. New traffic generated by the
proposed use shall not cause the adopted level of service for transportation on applicable
roadways, as determined by applicable Brevard County standards, to be exceeded. Where the
design of a public road to be used by the proposed use is physically inadequate to handle the
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numbers, types or weights of vehicles expected to be generated by the proposed use without
damage to the road, the conditional use permit cannot be approved without a commitment to
improve the road to a standard adequate to handle the proposed traffic, or to maintain the road
through a maintenance bond or other means as required by the Board of County
Commissioners.

The noise, glare, odor, particulates, smoke, fumes or other emissions from the conditional use
shall not substantially interfere with the use or enjoyment of the adjacent and nearby property.

Noise levels for a conditional use are governed by section 62-2271.

The proposed conditional use shall not cause the adopted level of service for solid waste
disposal applicable to the property or area covered by such level of service, to be exceeded.

The proposed conditional use shall not cause the adopted level of service for potable water or
wastewater applicable to the property or the area covered by such level of service, to be
exceeded by the proposed use.

The proposed conditional use must have existing or proposed screening or buffering, with
reference to type, dimensions and character to eliminate or reduce substantial, adverse
nuisance, sight, or noise impacts on adjacent and nearby properties containing less intensive
uses.

Proposed signs and exterior lighting shall not cause unreasonable glare or hazard to traffic
safety, or interference with the use or enjoyment of adjacent and nearby properties.

Hours of operation of the proposed use shall be consistent with the use and enjoyment of the
properties in the surrounding residential community, if any. For commercial and industrial uses
adjacent to or near residential uses, the hours of operation shall not adversely affect the use and
enjoyment of the residential character of the area.

The height of the proposed use shall be compatible with the character of the area, and the
maximum height of any habitable structure shall be not more than thirty-five (35) feet higher
than the highest residence within 1000 feet of the property line.

Off-street parking and loading areas, where required, shall not be created or maintained in a
manner which adversely impacts or impairs the use and enjoyment of adjacent and nearby
properties. For existing structures, the applicant shall provide competent, substantial evidence
to demonstrate that actual or anticipated parking shall not be greater than that which is
approved as part of the site plan under applicable county standards.
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FACTORS TO CONSIDER FOR A REZONING REQUEST
Section 62-1151(c) sets forth factors to consider in connection with a rezoning request, as follows:

“...The planning and zoning board shall recommend to the board of county commissioners the denial or
approval of each application for amendment to the official zoning maps based upon a consideration of
the following factors:

(1) The character of the land use of the property surrounding the property being
considered.

(2) The change in conditions of the land use of the property being considered and the
surrounding property since the establishment of the current applicable zoning
classification, special use or conditional use.

3) The impact of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use on available and
projected traffic patterns, water and sewer systems, other public facilities and utilities
and the established character of the surrounding property.

4) The compatibility of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use with existing
land use plans for the affected area.

%) The appropriateness of the proposed zoning classification or conditional use based
upon a consideration of the applicable provisions and conditions contained in this
article and other applicable laws, ordinances and regulations relating to zoning and
land use regulations and based upon a consideration of the public health, safety and
welfare...”

These staff comments contain references to zoning classifications found in the Brevard County Zoning
Regulations, Chapter 62, Article VI, Code of Ordinances of Brevard County. These references include brief
summaries of some of the characteristics of that zoning classification. Reference to each zoning classification
shall be deemed to incorporate the full text of the section or sections defining and regulating that classification
into the Zoning file and Public Record for that item.

These staff comments contain references to sections of the Code of Ordinances of Brevard County. Reference
to each code section shall be deemed to incorporate the section into the Zoning file and Public Record for that
item.

These staff comments contain references to Policies of the Brevard County Brevard County Comprehensive
Plan. Reference to each Policy shall be deemed to incorporate the entire Policy into the Zoning file and Public
Record for that item.

These staff comments refer to previous zoning actions which are part of the Public Records of Brevard County,
Florida. These records will be referred to by reference to the file number. Reference to zoning files are
intended to make the entire contents of the cited file a part of the Zoning file and Public Record for that item.

DEFINITIONS OF CONCURRENCY TERMS
Maximum Acceptable Volume (MAV): Maximum acceptable daily volume that a roadway can carry at the
adopted Level of Service (LOS).

Current Volume: Building permit related trips added to the latest MPO traffic counts.
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Volume with Development (VOL W/DEV.): Equals Current Volume plus trip generation projected for the
proposed development.

Volume/Maximum Acceptable Volume (VOL/MAYV): Equals the ratio of current traffic volume to the
maximum acceptable roadway volume.

Volume/Maximum Acceptable Volume with Development (VOL/MAV W/DEV): Ratio of volume with
development to the Maximum Acceptable Volume.

Acceptable Level of Service (ALOS): Acceptable Level of Service currently adopted by the County.

Current Level of Service (CURRENT LOS): The Level of Service at which a roadway is currently
operating.

Level of Service with Development (LOS W/DEV): The LOS that a proposed development may generate on
a roadway.
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itusvi i - Telephone: (321) 637-2001
Tammy Rowe, Clerk to the Board, 400 South Street « P.O. Box 999, Titusville, Florida 32781-0999 e

Tammy.Rowe@brevardclerk.us

April 5, 2019

MEMORANDUM

TO:  Eden Bentley, County Attorney

RE: ltemH.5andH.6., Findings of Fact for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’ Request for a
Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment from RES 1:25 to RES 1 and Request for
Change of Zoning Classsification from AU to RR-1

The Board of County Commissioners, in regular session on April 4, 2019, directed you to draft

the findings of fact upholding the denial of the request for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’

request for a Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment from RES 1:25 to RES 1 and request

for a change in Zoning Classification from AU to RR-1.

Your continued cooperation is always appreciated.

Sincerely,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SCOTT ELLIS, CLERK

‘)
A . . '_‘__z
\J fJ fNm :;) f“{_}' P,
Tammy Rov;/e, Deputy Clerk
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FUTURE LAND USE MAP SERIES
PLAN AMENDMENT
STAFF COMMENTS

Small Scale Plan Amendment 19S.03 (18PZ00153)
Township 20G, Range 35, Section 39

Property Information

Owner / Applicant: Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas

Adopted Future Land Use Map Designation: Res 1:2.5

Requested Future Land Use Map Designation: Res 1

Acreage: 3.15 acres Tax Account #: 2004879 (a portion of)
Site Location: Southeast corner of County Line Road and Dixie Way

Current Zoning: AU

Requested Zoning: RR-1

Surrounding Land Use Analysis

Existing Land Use Zoning Future Land Use
North Volusia County Vacant C Conservation
South Citrus Grove AU RES 1

Citrus Grove, partially .
East planted AU RES 1:2.5
West Single Family AU RES 1

Background & Purpose

The applicant is seeking to amend the Future Land Use designation from Residential 1:2.5 (RES 1:2.5) to
Residential 1 (RES 1) on a portion of a parcel totaling 3.15 acres of the greater 19.75 acre parcel of land. The
parcel of land has two (2) Future Land Use designations with RES 1 on the 16.6 acres to the west and RES 1:2.5
on the easternmost 3.15 acre portion of the property. The subject parcel is located uniquely at the very northern
end of the County as the parcels northern boundary abuts Volusia County parcels and Unincorporated Brevard
County in the Scottsmoor area, on the southeast corner of the intersection of County Line Road and Dixie Way.

The 3.15 acre portion of the greater parcel abuts a vacant parcel of land in Volusia County to the north, a citrus
grove to the east and south and a 7.5 acre parcel developed with a single-family residence and an undeveloped
2.5 acre parcel, both retaining Agricultural Residential (AU) zoning, to the west in Brevard County.



There are two (2) different Future Land Use designations due to the creation of the County's Comprehensive Plan
in 1988. The original Brevard County Comprehensive Plan included a Future Land Use Map and a Residential
Density Map. On March 19, 1991, the Board of County Commissioners approved a 17,000 acre residential
density change going from RES 1:2.5 to RES 1. The Land Use change was initiated by Brevard County due to
approximately 5,000 lots that were either inconsistent or nonconforming to the Residential Density Map at that
time. The reason for the Future Land Use change was to provide people with an opportunity to utilize their
property rights. The areas along the Indian River Lagoon and the westernmost portion of this property were
reduced from one dwelling unit per acre to one dwelling unit per five acres.

The property is located midway between Highway 1 (US 1) and the Indian River Lagoon. The parcel is
approximately 3,500 west of the Indian River. The Future Land Use in this area is Agricultural (AGRIC) along the
Lagoon and increases in density heading west to RES 1:2.5 to RES 1. To the north is Volusia County
Conservation land. The area is rural with conservation lands, agricultural lands with some developed single-
family residential homes throughout the area.

A companion rezoning application was submitted accompanying this request for a Future Land Use designation
change, proposing to change the Zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU) to Rural Residential (RR-

1),

This area is outside of the 2007 Mims Small Area Study area, which examined the density amongst other things,
on 34,517 acres on a big portion of norther Brevard. The Board of County Commissioners upheld density at
Residential 1 (RES 1) or one unity to the acre, on land as far east of Highway 1 (US 1) as Dixie Way in the area to
the south of the subject parcel.

Environmental Resources
Please refer to comments provided by the Natural Resource Management Department.
Historic Resources

There are no recorded historic or archaeological sites on the project site according to the Master Site File from the
Florida Division of Historic Resources.

Comprehensive Plan Policies/Comprehensive Plan Analysis

Comprehensive Plan Policies are shown in plain text; Staff Findings of Fact are shown in italics

Notice: The Comprehensive Plan establishes the broadest framework for reviewing development applications and
provides the initial level of review in a three layer screening process. The second level of review entails assessment
of the development application’s consistency with Brevard County's zoning regulations. The third layer of review
assesses whether the development application conforms to site planning/land development standards of the
Brevard County Land Development Code. While each of these layers individually affords its own evaluative value,
all three layers must be cumulatively considered when assessing the appropriateness of a specific development
proposal.

Residential 1 (maximum of 1 unit per acre)
Policy 1.9

The Residential 1 (RES 1) land use designation permits low density residential development with a
maximum density of up to one (1) unit per acre, except as otherwise may be provided for within this element. The
Residential 1 (RES 1) land use designation may be considered for lands within the following generalized
locations, unless otherwise limited by this Comprehensive Plan:

Criteria:

A. Areas adjacent to existing Residential 1 (RES 1) land use designation; or



The subject portion of the overall parcel is located adjacent to parcels having a Future Land Use
designation of Volusia County Conservation to the north, RES 1:2.5 to the east and RES 1 to the
south and west.

B. Areas which serve as a transition between existing land uses or land use designations with
density greater than one (1) unit per acre and areas with lesser density; or

There is a transition from an Agriculture (AGRIC) Future Land Use designation closest to the
Indian River to the east, which allow for development of up to one unit per five (5) acres, to a less
dense use of RES 1:2.5 to RES 1 between Dixie Way and US-1. This parcel is uniquely situated
along the north/south transition in the area from having development potential at one unit per 2.5
acres to one unit per acre. The applicants are asking to have one consistent Future Land Use
designation allowing for development at 1 unit per acre across the entire 19.75 acre parcel.

C. Unincorporated areas which are adjacent to incorporated areas and may be considered a logical
transition for Residential 1 (RES 1).

This area along County Line Road is in Unincorporated Volusia County to the north and
Unincorporated Brevard County to the South. This parcel is not adjacent to an incorporated area.

D. Up to a 25% density bonus to permit up to 1.25 dwelling units per acre may be considered with a
Planned Unit Development where deemed compatible by the County with adjacent development,
provided that minimum infrastructure requirements set forth in Policy 1.2 are available. Such
higher densities should be relegated to interior portions of the PUD tract, away from perimeters,
to enhance blending with adjacent areas and to maximize the integration of open space within the
development and promote inter-connectivity with surrounding uses. This density bonus shall not
be utilized by properties with the CHHA.

The 3.15 acre portion of the overall 19.75 parcel does not qualify on its own to be developed as a
PUD however the overall parcel does meet the minimum criteria of ten (10) acres or greater and
is not located within a Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA).

A preliminary concurrency analysis indicates that the proposed change in Future Land Use designation would not
generate traffic that would cause deficiency of adopted roadway levels of service. Today, based upon the 2017
traffic counts, the traffic capacity indicates that this section of Highway 1 (US 1) from Burkho!m Road to Volusia
County is at 9.54% of the maximum acceptable volume (MAV). With this proposal to change the Future Land Use
designation from Residential 1:2.5 (RES 1:2.5) to Residential 1 (RES 1) the MAV would increase to 9.90%.

For Board Consideration

This request is seeking a change in Future Land Use (FLU) designation from Residential 1:2.5 (RES 1:2.5) to
Residential 1 (RES 1) on a 3.15 acre portion of the total 19.75 acre parcel. This area of Unincorporated Brevard
County between Highway 1 (US 1) and the Indian River is comprised of mainly RES 1, RES 1:2.5 and AGRIC
land use designations, transitioning from one unit per acre density allowances closest to Highway 1 (US 1) to one
unit per five (5) acres closest to the Indian River. Most of the subject property retains Residential 1 (RES 1) and
the applicants are asking to have one consistent Future Land Use designation allowing for development at 1 unit
per acre across the entire 19.75 acre parcel.

A preliminary concurrency analysis does not indicate that the proposed change in FLU designation would result in
any impacts to level of service. The applicant has been notified that any future subdivision would need to provide
paved access and internal roadways. Connectivity to County Line Ditch Road at the Volusia County intersection
just north of the subject property will be necessary for development.



Water and sewer services are not available to the subject property; however, Brevard County's Comprehensive

Plan does not require water and sewer services for development at less than four (4) dwelling units per acre or
greater.

This request is accompanied by a companion proposal for a change of Zoning classification from Agricultural
Residential (AU) to Rural Residential (RR-1).



NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
Rezoning Review

SUMMARY
Item #: 18PZ00154 Applicant: Joseph & Nikki Thomas
Zoning Request: AU to RR-1
P&Z Hearing Date: 02/11/19 BCC Hearing Date: 03/07/19

This is a preliminary review based on environmental maps available to the Natural Resources
Management (NRM) Department at the time of this review and does not include a site inspection to
verify the accuracy of this information. This review does not ensure whether or not a proposed use,
specific site design, or development of the property can be permitted under current Federal, State, or
County Regulations. In that this process is not the appropriate venue for site plan review, specific site
designs that may be submitted with the rezoning will be deemed conceptual and any comments or
omissions relative to specific site design do not provide vested rights or waivers from these
regulations, unless specifically requested by the owner and approved by the Board of County
Commissioners. If the owner has any questions regarding this information, he/she is encouraged to
contact NRM prior to submittal of any development or construction plans.

Natural Resource Preliminary Natural Preliminary
Assessment Resource Assessment
Hydric Soils/Wetlands Mapped Coastal N/A
Protection
Aquifer Recharge Soils Mapped Surface N/A
Waters
Floodplains Mapped Wildlife Potential
Comments:

This review relates to the following property: Twp. 20G, Rng. 35, Sec. 39;
Tax ID No. 2004879

The subject parcel contains mapped NWI and SIRWMD wetlands and hydric soils (Pompano
sand - 0 to 2% slopes and Wabasso sand - 0 to 2% slopes) as shown on the NW| Wetlands,
SJRWMD Florida Land Use & Cover Codes, and USDA Soil Conservation Service Soils Survey
maps, respectively; indicators that wetlands may be present on the property. Per Section 62-
3694(c)(1), residential l[and uses within wetlands shall be limited to not more than one (1)
dwelling unit per five (5) acres unless strict application of this policy renders a legally
established parcel as of September 9, 1988, which is less than five (5) acres, as unbuildable.
For subdivisions greater than five acres in area, the preceding limitation of one dwelling unit per
five (5) acres within wetlands may be applied as a maximum percentage limiting wetland
impacts to not more than 1.8% of the total non-commercial and non-industrial acreage on a
cumulative basis as set forth in Section 65-3694(c)(6). Any permitted wetland impacts must
meet the requirements of Sections 62-3694(e) and 62-3696. The applicant is encouraged to
contact NRM at 321-633-2016 prior to any land clearing activities, plan or permit submittal.

Pompano sand — 0 to 2% slopes may also function as an aquifer recharge soil. The applicant is
hereby notified of the development and impervious restrictions within Conservation Element
Policy 10.2 and the Aquifer Protection Ordinance.

Portions of the property are mapped as being within the estuarine floodplain as identified by the




Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), and as shown on the attached FEMA Flood Zones
Map. The property is subject to the development criteria in Conservation Element Objective 4, its
subsequent policies, and the Floodplain Ordinance. Additional impervious area increases stormwater
runoff that can adversely impact nearby properties unless addressed on-site. Chapter 62, Article X,
Division 6 states, "No site alteration shall adversely affect the existing surface water flow pattern."
Chapter 62, Article X, Division 5, Section 62-3723 (2) states, "Development within floodplain areas
shall not have adverse impacts upon adjoining properties."

Information available to NRM indicates that federally and/or state protected species may be present on
the property. Prior to any plan, permit submittal, or development activity, including land clearing, the
applicant should obtain any necessary permits or clearance letters from the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission and/or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, as applicable.

The applicant is advised to refer to Article XIlI, Division 2, entitled Land Clearing, Landscaping, and
Tree Protection, for specific requirements for preservation and canopy coverage requirements. Per
Section 62-4341(18), Specimen Trees shall be preserved or relocated on site to the Greatest Extent
Feasible. Per Section 62-4332, Definitions, Greatest Extent Feasible shall include, but not be limited
to, relocation of roads, buildings, ponds, increasing building height to reduce building footprint or
reducing Vehicular Use Areas. Applicant should contact NRM at 321-633-2016 prior to performing any
land clearing activities.
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FYI School Concurrency

18PZ00153 T —

Th SR \
School Board of Brevard County omas Bisdandy )
2700 Judge Fran Jamieson Way « Viera, FL 32940-6699 Schools \ )
Desmond K. Blackburn, Ph.D., Superintendent

December 7, 2018

Mr. George Ritchie

Planning & Development Department

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2726 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Viera, Florida 32940

RE: Proposed Thomas Property Development
School Impact Analysis — Capacity Determination CD-2018-20

Dear Mr. Ritchie,

We received a completed School Facility Planning & Concurrency Application for the referenced
development. The subject property is Tax Account 2004879 (Parcel ID: 20G-35-39-01-*-A)
containing approximately 19.75 acres in Brevard County, Florida. The proposed single family
development includes 16 homes. The School Impact Analysis of this proposed development has
been undertaken and the following information is provided for your use.

The calculations used to analyze the prospective student impact are consistent with the
methodology outlined in Section 13.2 of the Interlocal Agreement for Public School Facility
Planning & School Concurrency (ILA-2014). The following capacity analysis is performed using
capacities/projected students as shown in years 2017-18 to 2022-23 of the Brevard County
Public Schools Financially Feasible Plan for School Years 2017-2018 to 2022-23 which is
attached for reference.

Single Family Homes 16
Student Calculated Rounded
Students Generated Generation Students Number of
| Rates | Generated Students
Elementary 0.28 4.48 4
Middle 0.08 1.28 1
High 0.16 2.56 3
Total 0.52 8

Planning & Project Management
Facilities Services
Phone: {321) 633-1000 x450 -+ FAX: {321) 633-4646

o e
P —

An Equal O'ppo.rtunity Employer




FISH Capacity (including relocatables) from the

Financially Feasible Plan Data and Analysis for School Years 2017-18 to 2021-22

School 2018-19 2019-20 . 2020-21 2021-29  2022-23
Pinewood 573 673 595 639 €83
Madison 743 743 743 743 743
Astronaut 1,446 1,446 ° 1,446 1,446 1,446

Projected Student Membexship :
School 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 - 2022-23
Pinewood 496 532 588 631 664
Madison 472 518 | 531 496 509
Astronaut 1,056 1,073 . 1,121 1,191 1,235

Students Generated by Previously Issued SCADL Reservations
School : 2018-19  2019-20 ' 2020-21 2021-22:2022-23
Pinewood 33 70 95 114 114
Madison 18 21 24 24 24
Astronaut 126 132 . 137 . 137 137
Cumulative Students Generated by
Proposed Development
School 2018-19  2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23
Pinewood - 1 3 4 4
Madison - 0 1 1 1
Astronaut - 1 2 3 3
Total Projected Student Membership (includes
Cumulative Impact of Proposed Development)

School 2018-19 | 2019-20 . 2020-21 2021-22  2022-23
Pinewood 529 603 686 749 782
Madison 490 539 556 621 534
Astronaut 1,182 1,206 1,260 1,331 1,375

Projected Available Capacity =

FISH Capacity - Total Projected Student Membership

School 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23
Pinewood 44 (30) (91) (110) (99)
Madison 253 204 187 222 209
Astronaut 264 240 186 115 71

Page 2 of 4



At this time, Pinewood Elementary is not projected to have enough capacity for the total of
projected and potential students from the Thomas Property Development. Because there is a
shortfall of available capacity in the concurrency service area of the Thomas Property Development,
the capacity of adjacent concurrency service areas must be considered.

The adjacent elementary school concurrency service area is Mims Elementary School. A table
of capacities of the Adjacent Schools Concurrency Service Areas that could accommodate the
impacts of the Thomas Property Development is shown:

FISH Capacity (including relocatables) from the
_ Financially Feasible Plan Data and Analysis for School Years 2017-18 to 2021-22

School 2018-19| 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims 725 | 725 | 725 725 | 725
Projected Student Membership
School 2018-19 | 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims _ 399 | 387 405 | 4221 438
Students Generated by Previously Issued SCADL Reservations
School 2018-19| 2019-20 | 2020-21| 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims 6 6 | 6 | 6 | 6
Cumulative Students Generated by
Proposed Development
School 2018-19| 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims : - | 1. 3| 4 | 4
Total Projected Student Membership (includes

Cumulative Impact of Proposed Development) _
School | 2018-19| 2019-20 | 2020-21| 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims 405 | 394 | 414 432 448
Projected Available Capacity =
FISH Capacity - Total Projected Student Membership
School | 2018-19 . 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23
Mims | 320 | 331 311| 203! 277
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Considering the adjacent elementary school concurrency service areas, there is sufficient
capacity for the total projected student membership to accommodate the Thomas Property
Development.

This is a non-binding review; a Concurrency Determination must to be performed by the
School District prior to a Final Development Order and the issuance of a Concurrency
Evaluation Finding of Nondeficiency by the Local Government.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this proposed project. Please let us know if you require
additional information.

Sincerely, M
. / —

avid G. Lindemiann, AICP
Manager - Facilities Planning & Intergovernmental Coordination
Planning & Project Management, Facilities Services

Enclosure: Brevard County Public Schools Financially Feasible Plan for School Years
2017-2018 to 2022-23
Copy: Susan Hann, Assistant Superintendent Facilities Services

File CD-2018-20
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PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MINUTES

The Brevard County Planning & Zoning Board met in regular session on Monday, February 11,
2019, at 3:00 p.m., in the Commission Room, Building C, Brevard County Government Center, 2725
Judge Fran Jamieson Way, Viera, Florida.

The meeting was called to order by the Chair, Henry Minneboo, at 3:00 p.m.

Board members present were: Henry Minneboo, Chair; Ron Bartcher, Rochelle Lawandales, Brian
Hodgers, Ben Glover; Ron McLellan; Peter Filiberto; and Dane Theodore.

Staff members present were: Erin Sterk, Planning and Zoning Manager; Jad Brewer, Assistant
County Attorney; Paul Body, Planner II; and Jennifer Jones, Special Projects Coordinator |I.

Henry Minneboo, Chair, announced that the Board of County Commissioners will have the final vote
on the recommendations made by the Planning and Zoning Board on Thursday, March 7, 2019, at
5:00 p.m.

Excerpt from complete agenda

Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas:

A Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment from Residential 1 and Residential 1:2.5, to all
Residential 1. The property is 3.15 acres, located on the southeast corner of County Line Road and
Dixie Way. (6705 Dixie Way, Mims.) (18PZ00153) (District 1)

Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas:

A change of zoning classification from AU (Agricultural Residential) to RR-1 (Rural Residential). The
property is 19.75 acres, located on the southeast corner of County Line Road and Dixie Way. (6705
Dixie Way, Mims) (18PZ00154) (District 1)

Joseph Thomas — Joseph Thomas, 6705 Dixie Way, Mims. The first one is the Future Land Use
amendment. We have 19.75 acres, and of that, approximately 3.15 acres on the Future Land Use
map is zoned Residential 1:2.5, and we're asking to change that boundary to match the property line,
which would make the entire property Residential 1.

Public comment

William Goff — My name is William Goff, | live on Huntington Avenue in Scotsmoor. | think everybody
knows that end of Scotsmoor they're talking about is an extremely rural area. Anybody doing anything
on Dixie Way is also perilously close to the Indian River, and anything that might be done to impact
density in that area because of groundwater issues, well issues, which we all have to have up there, |
don’t think anybody that’s come here today in our group wants to see anything tighter than the
existing 2.5 acre restriction. In fact, many of us don’t think 2.5 acres is large enough. If this proposal
would allow a higher density level than that, then | think everybody in our group who came here is
wholly against it.

Daryl Burke — My name is Daryl Burke, | live at 3445 Sunset Avenue, Scotsmoor. | have to agree that
some of my concerns are the same as Bill's. The water quality is already marginal at best, depending
on how frequently the fields are irrigated. People keep moving up there, and we don’t seem to have
the infrastructure to support a huge population of people. My concern is if it's 19 acres, RR-1, that's
19 homes, 19 wells, 19 septic tanks. If there’s an additional 100 acres beside it, what's going to keep
that 100 acres from being done the same way? | think the current zoning up there is 2.5 acres, the
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surrounding properties have 150 feet of road frontage that's County maintained. | just don’t think
that’s the right thing to do for the residents that live up there.

Henry Minneboo — Ron, can you help me a little bit? You certainly have some knowledge.

Ron Bartcher — Yes, | looked at that and | don’t have a concern with it, and the reason | don't is that
what we're doing is dealing with a 3-acre piece out of the 19 acres. If we leave it alone the way it is,
they have 16-plus acres to develop.

Henry Minneboo — That has to come back.

Ron Bartcher — When | look at it | see they're asking for 19 houses instead of 16 houses. It's
insignificant. | have done some research on the septic tank issue; they're roughly 3,700 feet west of
the river, and one of the things the septic tank study showed was that houses that are close to the
river within 50 yards, or actually within just over 200 yards, were significant contributors to the
pollution in the river; 200 yards is 600 feet, and these people are 3,700 feet. There may be a problem
with water; that, | won’t dispute, but | don’t see it as a septic tank issue.

Henry Minneboo — They’re just taking 3.15 acres off of the 19.
Ron Bartcher — Right, that's really what we’re addressing, the 3.15 acres.
Cheryl Barnes — | thought we were addressing the 19 acres, so I'm confused.

Erin Sterk — The Comprehensive Plan Amendment, most of the property retains the Residential 1
Future Land Use designation, and the 3.15 acres has the Residential 1:2.5. They are seeking to
rezone the entire 19.75 acres, but the Future Land Use Amendment is just on 3.15 acres.

Cheryl Barnes - So, it's not zoned AU (Agricultural Residential) now?
Erin Sterk — Itis zoned AU, so we're talking about two different things they have to decide today.

Cheryl Barnes — My name is Cheryl Barnes and | reside at 3800 Sam’s Lane, Scotsmoor. Our
property is approximately 130 feet from this rezoning request. We purchased this property,
approximately 50 acres, in January 2001. It was, and is, surrounded by citrus groves, pasture land,
and homes on a minimum of 2.5 acres. Our goal was to purchase some land that we could eventually
place into a conservation easement, and in December 2005, we were able to place 40 acres into an
easement with Brevard County Environmentally Endangered Lands. | mention our easement because
I'd like read you a small section from our easement documentation report, which was prepared for
EELs (Environmentally Endangered Lands) by The Nature Conservancy. I’'m hoping that along with
the map that I'll give you that it will give you a better feel for this northeastern corner of Brevard
County. “Laney-Barnes land is located approximately one-tenth of a mile south of a portion of the
Merritt Island National Refuge, and three-tenths of a mile north of another portion of the refuge. The
property is also within four-tenths of a mile from land that is included within the boundaries of the
Indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project, which was placed on the State of Florida’s land
acquisition list in 1998. The Blueway project was designed to protect lands along the Indian River
Mosquito Lagoon from Volusia County to Martin County, Florida. The project boundaries were also
designed to include gaps in ownership within the existing boundaries of the refuge. Preservation of
the buffer land surrounding the Blueway Project is vitally important to the preservation and
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improvement of this ecosystem. Map 1 depicts the location of the Blueway Project, Merritt Island
National Wildlife Refuge, and the subject easement tract within a network of conservation lands
protected and managed by a combination of State and Federal agencies.” Members of the
committee, the first sentence of Administrative Policy 3 from the Brevard Comprehensive Plan reads,
“Compatibility with the existing or proposed land uses shall be a factor in determining where a
rezoning or any application involving a specific proposed use is being considered.” | am asking you to
consider the impact this subdivision would have on the residents of the area; a significant number of
them move to Scotsmoor seeking a rural quality of life and the negative impact to the continuity of the
conservation properties and initiatives in northeast Brevard and southeast Volusia County. (Ms.
Barnes showed a map to the board. A copy of the map can be found in file 18PZ00154, located in the
Planning and Development Department.) This is our easement, and this is the National Wildlife
Refuge property, we are here and the proposed rezoning is right here, up against the refuge property.
That’s the Volusia County line.

Henry Minneboo — You're almost exactly at what we call the north end of the Indian River.
Chery!l Barnes — Yes.

Nancy Stephens — My name is Nancy Stephens and | live at 6600 Possum Lane, North Brevard
County. Everyone was notified within 500 feet of this property. Our property is 1,500 feet, but | am
closer to this property in my home than | am my mailbox. It is a very rural area. The smallest tract is
2.5 acres and that 2.5-acre piece was made that way two years ago; it was a 10-acre tract and a
mother and child who divided a 10-acre lot to make that 2.5-acre tract. The main thoroughfare for this
project would be Volusia County roads. They would go north and then the road coming back west of
U.S. Highway 1 is a Volusia County road, and they’re narrow. We use them every day and if you've
got two cars passing each other, one has to yield off the road a little to let the other one pass. On the
Volusia side, their requirements are 10 acres for anything; it's very rural on that side as well. Our
concerns, again, we talk about the density and water retention, the natural flow of flooding, the natural
runoff going towards the river, being able to support it with emergency, fire rescue, or anything. Who
is supporting the additional resources? The Small Area Study included Mims and North Brevard,
which was 2.5 acres. Our area is even more rural, so we don’t understand how we would go less
dense than we would allow in a more populated area. Not to intrude on peoples’ property rights, but
for the future of our land and our use, and the future of what's going to happen to our environment,
it's important to us.

Henry Minneboo — Who is grading County Line Road now?
Nancy Stephens — Brevard grades it to a point.

Henry Minneboo — Then Volusia picks it up?

Nancy Stephens - Yes, sir.

Erin Sterk — It's paved, Mr. Minneboo.

Nancy Stephens — County Line Ditch Road is paved, the rest of it is all dirt. County Line Ditch Road
travels east and west.

Henry Minneboo — Brevard does one part and Volusia does another part.
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Nancy Stephens — Volusia decided to start paving their roads and they started from the south, which
was great.

Henry Minneboo — Of the length of that road, how much is dirt now?

Nancy Stephens — County Line Ditch Road is paved from U.S. Highway 1 to Dixie Way, and that’s it.
Everything else is dirt.

Henry Minneboo — Thank you.

David Laney — My name is David Laney, | live at 3800 Sam’s Lane, my wife and | have the
conservation area that she described. Regarding the small change to the Comprehensive Plan,
Florida Statute states a comprehensive plan also has to take into account the impact on the adjacent
municipalities, the County as a whole, and the adjacent counties. This property is exactly on the
property line of Volusia County, and no one on the Volusia County side received notice. County Line
Ditch Road is not paved to a paved road standard. It was graded and they brought in used asphalt
shavings and spread it out and rolled it, so it's not what you would typically perceive as far as
construction, supportability, and durability. A massive rezoning request in 2005 resulted in the Small
Area Study, which was submitted to the Board in 2007. Let’s look at what the precedent is for
previously approved zoning and redevelopment in five years. (Mr. Laney displayed a large map to the
board that was not given to staff.) There is some zoning of one per 10 acres, and others as large as
25 acres. Volusia County has made efforts to establish the continuity of the conservation corridor up
the Indian River Lagoon and north. If you look at the actual development that has occurred over the
last 19 years since we've purchased our property and began developing it as a conservation area for
the County, there has been no land in development in this area in that 19 years, nor any greater
density than one house per 2.5 acres. Those houses on Dixie Way are all on 2.5 acres or greater,
there is no existing active development within the last three to five years at the density that’s being
requested. If this rezoning were approved, that would establish precedent. Florida Statute states that
the legislature finds that non-agricultural land which neighbors agricultural land may adversely affect
agricultural production and farm operations on the agricultural land, and may lead to the land’s
conversion to other urban non-agricultural uses. If this 19.75 acres is allowed 19 homes, that
constitutes as a subdivision in the Florida Statutes. That's where development is not appropriate. The
Small Area Plan submitted in 2007 regarding Mims and North Brevard, the community valued
agricultural heritage and preserved actual working farmland and the agricultural landscape. Aside
from Mims and several smaller settlements, such as Scotsmoor, most of Brevard County north and
west of Titusville has been and is still rural. It is important to recall and acknowledge that the area as
farming, and is a significant aspect of community character today.

Rochelle Lawandales — Do you live on Sam’s Hammock?
David Laney — Absolutely.
Rochelle Lawandales — For that to become a conservation area, did you just apply?

David Laney — No, the Brevard County EELs (Environmentally Endangered Lands) program at that
time did not address or allow for contributing a donated easement. Everything associated with EELs
back then, we had to buy the easement; that's what they expected and that’s what they intended. We
didn’t ask the County to buy it, we donated it. We went to The Nature Conservancy, we had project
studies and evaluations, and we developed a 30-page project of what we would do to that property.
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Because of the water and lack of drainage, the eastern portion of the property was wet. We
rearranged all the drainage on the property; we had three ponds dug to keep water off; then we
removed over 3,600 palm trees and planted oak, pine, and other indigenous plants.

Rochelle Lawandales — How many acres is it?
David Laney — It's 50 acres.
Ron McLellan — You mentioned County Ditch Line Road being millings and not proper asphalt.

David Laney — That’s correct. It's similar to what Brevard County is doing on Highway 46, west of |-
95. It's another problem from the standpoint of the ingress and egress to this property. Dixie Way,
running from County Line Ditch Road north, that two miles is all dirt road. It's reasonable to assume
that the increased traffic would be on a substandard dirt road.

Ron MclLellan — Is County Line Ditch Road a Brevard County road?

David Laney — No, it's Volusia.

Ron McLellan — The residents on the south side of County Ditch Line Road have no pull at all.
David Laney — The residents on the south side of County line Ditch Road are Brevard County.
Ron McLellan — So, you have nothing to do with that road?

David Laney — Correct. And Volusia County doesn’t have any input as to what their view would be of
the increased traffic on County Line Ditch Road, or on Dixie Way going north from County Line Ditch
Road.

Ron McLellan — Volusia County doesn’t care what goes on on the south side.

David Laney — | can’t say they don’t care. An increase in density on land adjacent to their
conservation reserves, and the wildlife corridors on their conservation properties, they might have
some input on that.

Ron McLellan — My point is if you put more homes in there and you expect Volusia County to fix that
road, they're not going to mess with it.

David Laney — | agree. | can’t specifically state that they would not fix it, but they have no obligation.

Rose McGinnis — My name is Rose McGinnis, I'm President of the Scotsmoor Community
Association. I'm here to let you know that mid-last week is when we were told that the zoning was
going to be changed. | live in Scotsmoor, obviously, so | have an axe to grind with that, but | would
like you to know that | let the neighborhood know. The property is located at the outskirts of our
community, so you wouldn’t see those signs easily, so | didn’t have a lot of time to let the community
know that this may be an issue. 'm sure if more people would have known you would have had
probably as many people here as you had for the previous item. That area, if you drive down there, is
farms and horses, and there’s quite a few trucks already going up and down there from Brevard
Lumber. | don’t know what their intent is, | guess it's to go to an acre at some point for some of their
property, but that's a precedent, and there’s a lot of land out there that would no longer be rural. |
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have been getting phone calls, and this has been a week of knowing that this was going to change.
They seem like fine people, they emailed me and | had a conversation with them through email, but
Scotsmoor is rural, and we don’t have traffic issues. | think that many of the people living there are
concerned that that is not a direction they would like us to take on. That's my personal issue, but if
they would like to come to the Association at our next meeting and let the community know what their
intentions are, maybe that's an avenue to at least let the community know their intention. Obviously,
we don’t have a say-so, that’s your say-so, but the offer is open to them to let the community know
what their intention is. My personal side is | would like to see it stay at 2.5 acres. Drive out there,
there’s dirt roads everywhere, and imagine and influx of homes from 2.5 acres down to an acre, the
amount of population that would put on that infrastructure, | can’t see it.

Henry Minneboo — We didn’t have any confusion on the advertising, did we? | mean, standard
advertising?

Erin Sterk — We did the normal 500-foot radius notice. Also, I'd like to address some of the concerns
of the public. Our staff coordinated with the Planning and Zoning staff (from Volusia County) on what
their Future Land Use designations and zoning classifications would allow for, and we did elaborate
on what those density allowances are within the staff report, so we didn't just report on the
surrounding properties that are in Brevard alone. We also spoke with the Transportation Department
(Volusia County) on the condition of that road. We looked at it from a preliminary concurrency
analysis standpoint, which we traditionally don’t talk about pavement quality at this level, so we talked
with their transportation engineers about what their trip counts were, because we wouldn’t have count
data for Volusia County roads. They confirmed a range for a local road of that size, but they had not
conducted counts on that particular road. They did say that they did not feel that the number of trips
generated by this proposed subdivision would have an impact that would trip the level of service
standard for that roadway, so we didn’t report that in your comments. We did not specifically ask
whether or not the pavement condition would support the trips on it. I've not had to ask that question
before at this level, so I'm just not sure if that's something this board chooses to have us go back and
re-evaluate, we certainly can do that, but it wasn't something that they brought up as one of their
concerns from their staff.

Henry Minneboo — This is a rather unique situation. 1 can tell another place that has the exact same
issue, which is Keenansville, the County owns roads down there that they haven't seen in a long time,
either. Sir, do you want to come up and address everything?

Joseph Thomas - First of all, when | was first up here | was just addressing the request for the land
use, so | can’t say much beyond that, but the understanding is that's just a Future Land Use so it's
consecutive with the property boundaries. Basically, that’s all that request is for. The second one,
which is the rezoning, yes, we live at the property and we plan on living at the property. Right now, we
actually have a mobile home on the property, but we're looking at building ourselves a new home on
the property and staying there, so it's going to be our personal development, too. It's in a unique
location because of where it's located with County Line Ditch Road and it being labeled as a County
maintained asphalt road, which by coordinates allows us to attach it and it meets that criteria. We are
planning on paving Dixie Way to County Line Ditch Road, it will be required of us to develop our
property. Yes, the property is 19.75 acres, but as far as storm drainage retention and roads, it states
in the comments that it's only an addition of nine single-family homes over what the existing zoning is
now, which is a 50% increase. Also, on the traffic numbers, it was very minimal the actual impact it
would have on the existing numbers on U.S. Highway 1; | think it was less than one-tenth of a
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percent. Our property is unique because most of the properties in the area do have issues as far as
wetlands, lowlands that are in the floodplain; ours happens to be high enough that we’re out of them;
we do have a tiny bit of wetlands on the back half, but other than that the property is very clean to
develop. Addressing one of the biggest concerns in the area, speaking with Rose through emails, is
our neighbor has a 100-acre orange grove and he surrounds us on two of the four sides of our
property, and | have a letter from him that says he doesn’t have an issue with our development, and
supports it. If you look at the existing zoning, less than 20% of that is zoned Residential 1, and the
other is Residential 1:2.5, and the back portions are five acres, following the analysis they did in
Mims, which breaks off from the Lagoon the 5-acre to 2.5 acre, to 1 acre barrier as you approach
U.S. Highway 1. When we researched this we looked at all the different prospects of what we could
do with the property and we chose to follow this route because it seemed to be clean and pretty much
falls in line with what the zoning is and the requirements. | think beyond that, that's about it.

Henry Minneboo — How many people there are living on one acre?

Joseph Thomas — | think the closest one-acre property is 3,600 feet. It addresses it in the comments.
Most of the one acre and even smaller parcels are actually in the little hub area of Scotsmoor, which
is a couple of miles away, and then it goes out from that. This is unique because we are at the end of
the road and we could start paving Dixie Way, which some people want and some people don't, but it
kind of starts with a clean place to start; we’re not out in the middle of nowhere and we can make a
clean development. And it's not 19 homes, | think we’re asking for a maximum of 16, and it just
depends on the storm drainage. We did a preliminary map with 16 lots, and that's the maximum we
could do. | have a copy of that map if you'd like it.

Rochelle Lawandales — No, thank you. They can do a PUD (Planned Unit Development), can’t they?

Erin Sterk — They can do a PUD (Planned Unit Development), but they would still have to be
consistent with whatever Future Land Use designation the property has.

Rochelle Lawandales — On the 3.5 acres, if it remained Residential 1:2.5, it would have to meet that
criteria, whereas the rest can meet the Residential 1 criteria.

Erin Sterk — They can do that with PUD or not.

Rochelle Lawandales — Do you still have the Open Space Subdivision?
Erin Sterk — Yes.

Rochelle Lawandales — Have you evaluated that at all?

Joseph Thomas — Yes, the reason why we're looking at it, and by the way, RR-1 (Rural Residential)
is considered a rural residential, meaning that's why we went for the rural residential and the one
acre, because a lot of people we know moving to the area, you can’t have commercial use, but you
can have private horses, animals, barns, and by going with a PUD you’re opening up area space, but
you're going to smaller individual lots, so they kind of lose that ability to have their own little ranches.
That's how we’re trying to push this, and that's how we're looking at it for our property, is we have our
own little ranch there that we can utilize and keep that rural theme going.

Rochelle Lawandales — Are you amenable to meeting with your neighbors?
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Joseph Thomas — I'm fine with that. | did speak to the Laney’s, and | was trying to get back with them
and | kept missing them, but | know what peoples’ opinions are. We did speak to the gentleman who
owns the grove, and talked to the neighbor next to him, Andy, and he feels the same as him, and also
the people across from us. The people around us, except for the Laney’s, don’t have an issue with it
moving forward, it's mainly people outside of that area, so everybody but the Laney’s in the 500-foot
radius are okay with it.

Brian Hodgers —Is it 15 or 16 units? On this, it says 15 units. | just wanted to get that confirmed.

Joseph Thomas — We're considering one unit our existing, so it will be an additional 15 to what we
have. The 16™ is us.

Brian Hodgers — That puts you at roughly a little over 1.2 acres.

Joseph Thomas — I've got to divide it, and what would happen is some of them would be over, and
the ones in the back we are going to do a little larger, at 1.5 to 2 acres.

Brian Hodgers — For staff, if it's over an acre, say 1.2 acres, is that going to be acceptable?

Erin Sterk — Right now, they have AU (Agricultural Residential) zoning, so if you're talking about just
coming in and doing something administratively and just going to subdivide, then they cannot do that
today, they need the zoning regardless whether or not you approve the Future Land Use designation.
They could stagger their development pattern. If the Future Land Use were not to be approved and
the zoning were to be approved, they could stagger it where there is larger lots in the back on the
Residential 1:2.5 portion, so there’s a lot of options available to them. And of course, the Open Space
Subdivision as well, and that could get them down to a one-acre lot size at the current zoning.

Brian Hodgers — Regarding the comments about the septic tanks, being 3,700 feet from the Lagoon,
would they be required to use the new advanced, more expensive, septic tanks?

Erin Sterk — No, they're well outside that boundary.
Henry Minneboo — Ron, are you comfortable?

Ron Bartcher — | gave Rose a call because | felt pretty certain that she would not know about it, and
most of the people in Scotsmoor would not know about what was going on with this.

Henry Minneboo — You raised the flag.

Ron Bartcher — | raised the flag, and that's the reason we have all these people here. | didn’t see a
significant problem with it, but | wanted them to have their input, because they live there. We cited the
Mims Small Area Study, which actually stopped just south of Scotsmoor, and at the time we did that
study there were several of us that were encouraging the people in Scotsmoor to do the same thing
for the north end of the County. Unfortunately, that wasn’t done. | would still encourage them to try
that approach, because this is the only place that development is going to happen in Brevard County;
everything else is spoken for. What we're seeing now is just the tip of the iceberg.

Erin Sterk — If | could add to that, not that the Mims Small Area Study particularly governs this
property, but those folks who participated in that recommended a density reduction everywhere east
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of U.S. Highway 1, so the recommendation that came out of that study was that everything go to
Residential 1:2.5 east of U.S. Highway 1, and the County Commission upheld the one unit per acre
density allowance pretty much to the boundary that it is here, and it pretty much goes north-south, it's
a very arbitrary boundary, but that is the one unit density that the Commission upheld at that time.

Henry Minneboo — What year was that?

Erin Sterk — 2007. | would assume they probably did density reductions in 2008 just after that, but
they did not take the recommendation to reduce density all the way over to U.S. Highway 1.

Henry Minneboo — Have you looked at 2.5?

Joseph Thomas — Yes, initially we looked at 2.5, but just because of criteria to develop the property,
what you have to do with feasibility and cost-wise, that's why we moved to the direction of the one
acres. We also want to create something as nice as the rural area is; sometimes there’s a lot of weird
lots and we have a hodge-podge mix of properties up there, and the strange this is that with the
current zoning we can go along those lines and create some weird scenarios with the property, but
we feel this is a nicer and cleaner way. All the homes would be set off of Dixie Way, so as far as an
impact going up and down the road, it's not going to be a huge visual impact from what it is today. It's
a field, but no matter what, two homes will go there in the front and that's what it would look like at the
2.5 acres or one acre. To make it feasible and utilize our property and our investment, that's the
reason we're looking at the one acre.

Henry Minneboo — You don’t have a uniqueness with having a hodge-podge up there, there’s other
places in the County.

Joseph Thomas — | know.
Henry Minneboo — What'’s the pleasure of the board?

Ben Glover — I'll make a motion to approve the request to change the Future Land Use to Residential
1. ,

Rochelle Lawandales — I'll second that. | think there’s some value in having the property being under
a consistent land use designation.

Dane Theodore — As you know, I'm the School Board representative and I'm going to address my
comments to the school issue here, and then give my personal opinions. | think that the land use
change is entirely appropriate, making that property consistent. | think that the rezoning, going from
an allowed six to a proposed 16 is relatively insignificant, relative to some of the other rezonings that
we're seeing throughout the County, as we're seeing on North Merritt Island. As they come one right
after the other, | do want to address the issue of the schools. Pinewood is a very small school; it is
projected to be 100 students over capacity within the next five years, so while the four new students
projected based on this increase in development for this particular application isn’t significant per se,
the fact that Pinewood is so small, the way the School Board solves that is with either portables or
rezoning. I’'m going to vote yes for this item only because legislation requires a School Board to
consider adjacent schools, contiguous schools, which means that Pinewood is going to send students
from that area to Mims; Mims can handle the capacity, and therefore I'm obligated to vote yes, and
I'm obligated not to vote no for it because theoretically it has enough capacity in the adjacent school. |
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just want to have the board aware of that, much like Merritt Island, as we continue to improve more
and more developments in areas where the schools are going to be stressed, the problem is only
going to continue, but again, because there is capacity in the adjacent school district, | am going to
vote for this, both applications for comp plan and rezoning.

Henry Minneboo called for a vote on the motion as stated, and it passed 6:2, with Minneboo and
McLellan voting nay.

Rochelle Lawandales — Mr. Chairman, the zoning to me is a much different situation. | am concerned
about several things. One, | think there may be something in between AU (Agricultural Residential)
and RR-1 (Rural Residential), whether it's Agricultural Residential, or the SR (Suburban Residential),
or one of the estate categories. Have you explored any of that?

Joseph Thomas — Yes, we actually had several meetings with staff trying to figure it out. Yes, there
are other zonings, but it comes down to the same density. We were initially looking at the estate
zonings, but the animal rights aren’t as liberal as the RR-1 zoning, but they all fall under the
Residential 1 land use designation.

Henry Minneboo — What's the pleasure of the board?
Ben Glover - I'll make a motion to approve the request to rezone to RR-1.
Brian Hodgers - I'll second.

Henry Minneboo called for a vote on the motion as stated, and the vote failed 4:4. Glover, Hodgers,
Bartcher, and Theodore voted in favor. Minneboo, Lawandales, McLellan, and Filiberto voted nay.

Rochelle Lawandales — Maybe the best thing to do is table this and allow you to do a little more
planning and consideration, and meet with the neighbors to see if there’'s something in between the
2.5-acre lot and a one acre lot on average, especially if you look at open space and buffering, and
show everybody how you’re going to handle the infrastructure, show how you’re going to deal with
stormwater. | think those are some unresolved things that would probably help some of us on the
board, as well as some of the neighbors. Are you comfortable with that?

Joseph Thomas — Yes. Would we be tabled to the next meeting?

Henry Minneboo — That’s an option, or you have the right to bring it to the Board of County
Commissioners.

Joseph Thomas — | would feel more comfortable meeting with the community. | don’t want to go
forward with them feeling like | didn't approach them.

Rochelle Lawandales — I’'m going to make that in the form of a motion.
Henry Minneboo — You’re acceptable to that?
Joseph Thomas — Yes, it would just be tabled to the next meeting?

Erin Sterk — It would be March 11™. That would move you to the April 4" Commission meeting.
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Joseph Thomas — It would just set us back one month?

Rochelle Lawandales — Would the March 25" date give you more time? You'd still make the April
County Commission date.

Joseph Thomas — We could do the 25" but still meet the April Commission date?
Erin Sterk — That’s right.
Joseph Thomas — Is there a plus or minus?

Erin Sterk — It just depends, we send out materials two weeks in advance. From this moment we have
two weeks, so if that’s not enough time to allow you to do....... some people are working on plans as a
result of the meeting. If you are just trying to get that meeting held within that two weeks, you could
meet the March 11" date. It's certainly up to you. We just need you to tell us what happened in your
meeting with the neighbors more than two weeks in advance, that way we’re not walking items onto
the board.

Joseph Thomas — We'll try to have the meeting as early as possible.
Rochelle Lawandales — Move to table to March 11,
Brian Hodgers — Second.

Henry Minneboo called for a vote on the motion as stated, and it passed unanimously.
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To the members of the Planning and Zoning commission and the Board of Brevard County
Commissioners:

I am writing this in reference to the request for zoning change located near the intersection of
County Line Ditch Bank Road and Dixie Way in northern Brevard county, also known as Scottsmoor.
The request is to change the current zoning of AU with a density of 1 house per 2.5 acre to RR-1,
which allows 1 house per 1 acre of land. The owner of the property would (apparently) like to build a
small subdivision of approximately 20 homes right in the middle of an area of the county primarily
used for agricultural pursuits, such as cattle grazing, citrus groves, horse breeding and bee keeping.

It has been demonstrated time and time again, that these 2 vastly different uses of land never
coexist without difficulty, as there are different expectations of quality of life between the two entities.
If this change is allowed to go through and the area is developed as planned, it’s only a matter of time
before the two different lifestyles will clash, with inevitable complaints of noise and smells that are part
of productive agriculture being lodged by the new residents of the subdivision. Compounding this is the
fact that precedent will have been set, so it will become more and more difficult to refuse any
additional requests for zoning change within the same area.

We have been down this road before, approximately 14 years ago when a developer planned
a large subdivision in the vicinity of what is now the Veterans Cemetery. It was determined then that
due to the development boom of the past few decades, the extreme north and south ends of Brevard
County were the last bastions of agriculture left within the county, and should be preserved as such. I
can’t see any valid reason why we should now deviate from that decision. If anything, it has become
more imperative that we continue to preserve what little history of agriculture still exists here.

I ask that you refuse this request for the zoning change, so those that have chose to live and
work within an agricultural community may continue to do so peacefully. Thank you for your
consideration.

Timothy and Susan Barnes
4720 Sugartown St.
Port St John, FL 32927

Landowners and Leaseholders of 10 acres on County Line Ditch Road, Scottsmoor
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Kenneth and Sheri Plante February 11, 2019
6710 Dixie Way

Mims, Fl

32754

To whom it may concern:

It has come to our attention that Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Thomas (6705 Dixie Way)
whom have 19+ acres directly east of our property are requesting to rezone their
property into residential homesites.

This is a cause of great concern to all of us that live in this rural community. It
directly affects our property as it is directly in front of ours. Most of us have small
farms and or conservation property. We moved here for that purpose. This is the
lifestyle we chose to raise our kids and grandkids. We feel that this would
drastically change our beautiful country community. Most of the properties in our
area are 10+ acres with beautiful horses, cows, organic gardens and abundant
wildlife.

So many of us wanted to be there in person but with short notice we have our
kids, animals, and distance to consider.

Thank you so much for taking the time to read this letter.

Sincerely, . 7 ; . 4
mth 4 72?0%{}77_\*/ zihe PO MA@ rxe
Kenneth and Sheri Plante

Ph. (321)303-0310



February 11, 2019

To whom it may concern,

My name is Kristi Floyd | have been a residence to Mims/Scotsmoor for 10 years now. We moved
here to be in the country and have a good life style for our kids, and to be brought up on our little farm
that we have. The Thomas’s are very very nice people, and our kids all play together however building
this many houses on just 1 acre lots would ruin the whole reason that we moved where we are. | didn’t
move out here to look at a subdivision off my front porch. There are so many of us that are not wanting
this to happen our little town is so quiet and safe and | feel building this many houses and changing the
zoning would ruin our agriculture.

Please take in to consideration that most of the houses out here are on a minimum of 2 % acre lots. |
don’t want to see us loose the beautiful country that we live in.

Please hear all of us when we say we want Scotsmoor to stay Agricultural, we don’t want a subdivision
out here.

Thanks for your time, /]
ke /{4
Sincerely,

Kristi Floyd

33 1-795-54%0
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In favor
18PZ00153
18PZ00154

Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie way, Mims SHOHIES

18PZ00153
18PZ200154

Neighbor statement:
Owners: Fetzer, Mark E Trustee

Parcel ID: 20G-35-39-01-*-C, 20G-3539-01-*-E, 20G-35-40-C-8-136.01

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the request for the Plan Amendment to the Future Land Use Map and Request to
change the total property Zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU) with a
minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a minimum lot size of one acre. |
do not have any concerns with this request. | believe the zoning change is consistent with the
development of the area. The Zone change request has my support.




In favor

18PZ00154
Thomas
From: A.W. Simmons
To: titusvillenative@gmail.com; Jones, Jennifer; Tammy.Rowe@brevardclerk.us
Subject: Rezoning Case #18PZ00154
Date: Thursday, March 7, 2019 4:06:55 PM

Dear Ms. Jones,

Please include my letter of support for the Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment and
Rezoning Case #18PZ00154. I was born and raised in Mims Florida and have enjoyed living
here all of my life. The proposed rezoning will allow one acre lots creating new home sites
that are sorely needed in the area.

Here in the north County, family members enjoy living near each other. As a family that has
been here for 7 Generation it is becoming harder each year to find lots to construct new homes
so that local residents can continue to enjoy our lifestyle of family and community.

Sincerely,

Albert & Pattie Simmons



Public Comment
18PZ00153 &

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 18PZ00154

Thomas

The 38 4T-acre Sam’s Hammock conservation casement tract is located near the
northern portion of Brevard County, Florida, just south of the Volusia County line.
Dovid Laneyv and his wife, Cheryvl Ann Barnes, purchased 50-acres, of which the subject
A8A1-acres is a part, near the intersection of County Line Ditch Road and Old Dixie
Way in January 2001, The Laney/Barnes land is near properties that are included in the
indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project and are thus targeted for
acquisition by Brevard County’s Environmentally Endangered Lands Program and the
State of Florida, Additionally, the Laney/Barnes properly is near lands that were
acquired in Volusia County under the Narth American Wetlands Conservation Act and
are now part of the Merritt Island National Wildlife Refuge It is intended that a
perpetual conservation easement will be donated to the Brevard County Board of
County Comnussioners by David Lanev and Chervl Ann Barnes in 2006, The site is
mostly comprised of old citrus grove lands that were abandoned in the 19805 after a
series ol severe freezes hit the region David and Chervl Ann have designed and
implemented a restoration plan for the tract that will restore the upland habitats 1o a
more natural state and realign the hydrological regime to minimize the amount of
surface water that is drained via the agricultural ditches Tocated on the property.
Representative site condition photographs with GIS coordinates are also included to
provide documentation of the conditions on the property,



INTRODUCTION

foc the spirit of conservation and restoration, David T Lanev and Tus wife Chervl Ann
Barmes purchased 30-acres near the intersection ol County Line Ditch Road and Old
Dixie Highway in northern Brevard County, justsouth of the Volusia County line. The
Lanev/Barnes land is located approximately one tenth of a mile south of a portion of
the Merritt Island National Wildlife Reluge (Retuge) and three tenths of a mile north of
another portion ot the Refuge. The Laney/Barnes property is also within four tenths of
a mile from land that is included within the boundaries ol the Indian River Lagoon
(IRL) Blueway Florida Forever (IFF) Project, which was placed on the State of Florida's
land acquisition list in 1998 The IRL. Blueway FFl- Project was desigined to protect lands
along the Indian River and Mosquito Lagoon from Volusia County to Martin County,
Florida The project boundaries were also designed to include gaps in ownerhip within
the existing boundaries of the Refuge. Preservation of the bufter lands surrounding the
IRT Blueway IFF Project is vitally important to the preservation and improvement of this

CUosvstem.

The Indian River Lagoon is one of the country’s most productive, diverse and
commercially and recreationally  important estuaries. One third of the country’s
manatee (Trichechns ssrtis) population lives in the Indian River, and the area is
important for many species of migratory birds and oceanic and estuarine lishes. The
Indian River Lagoon is a state buffer and aqualic preserve managed by the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection’s Ottice of Coastal and Aguatic Managed
Arvas Lo date, just under 4,000-acres of the 20,000 plus acres with v the IR Bluewav
I'F Project have been purchased. This portion of Brevard County is experiencing much
the same real estate grrowth as the rest of the state - larger acreage tracts are being
subdivided and sold, thus promoting increased residential and commercial prowth, The
United States Census Bureau estimates a Y.1% population increase in Brevard County
from April 1, 2000 to Julv 1, 2004, The estimated population increase for the entire state
of Florida is 8.8% between the same period of Gime.

The current owners purchased this property for multiple reasons including protection
from development. restoration to original upland habitat characteristics, realipnment ol
hyvdrology (ie., removal of old citrus grove drainage canals) and increased/enhanced
wildlife habitat, The ovwners embarked upon an ambitivus vestoration plan almuost
immediately upon taking title o the land. They presented their
restoration/ envhancement plan to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
and applied tor a Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program (WIHIP) designation. They were
selected to participate in this program in August 2001, Their formal WEHP plan targeted
restoration ol the original upland habilats for purposes ol enhancing the land (or quatl,
migratory birds, turkey and deer. They engaged in tive available habitat management
options - 1) Brush Management, swhich included  removal of cabbage palms and
planting native trees and shrubs that serve as a bencticial wildlife tood souree; 2)
Tree/Shrab Planting, which included the planting ot 30 shrubby lespedeza (Hespedeza



bicolori, 5t American holly (Hex americiara), 30 hackberry and 20 common persimmuon; 3)
Nest Boxes, which included one small next box and three large (kestrel) nest boxes; 4)
Prescribed Grazing, which was mtended for 20 acres, but has since been completely
climmated from the propecty due to the deleterious effects to the land; and 5) Ponds,
one tor cattle watering and wildiife use. Currently, the owners are enrolled in the NRCS
Environmental Quality [mprovement Program (EQIP) program under which they are
actively pursuing the eradication of Brazilian pepper (Sclinus terebinthifolines) from the
property

Since enrolling in the above mentioned NRCS programs, the owners have completed all
of the proposed modifications, as well as engaged in additional management actions
bevond the scope of the NRCS programs including, 1) removal of over 3,200 cabbage
palms ta open up suitable habitat tor other native vegetation that is more appropriate
for wildlife; 2) establishment of open, grassy arcas for wildlife; 3) clearing of vine
overgrowth to enhance nesting for birds; 4) planting over 300 deciduous trees, pine
trees and bushes tor wildlife; 5) removal of cattle from the property, as the owners
found that thev were not beneficial to the returo of ground nesting, birds such as
Killdeer and quail and thev appeared to have a negative effect on the return of reptile
and amphibian populations; 6) the skilltul placement and construction of  two
additional ponds at the intersections of old grove drainage ditches, which will help
Keep raintall on the property to benefit wildlife
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22 February 2006




SHEET 1 OF 2 SHEETS
DRAYING ON SHEET 2

SKETCH OF SURVEY

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

LOT |, BLOCK !, AND LOT 4, BLOCK {, TOGETHER WiTH A PORTION OF LOT 5, BLOCK I, LL
OWENS SUBDIVISION ACCORDING TO THE PLAT HEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 2
AT PAGE 90 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA. BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 6, BLOCK I, OF SAID L.L. OWENS
SUBDIVISION ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 2 AT
PAGE 90 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE 5, 00°04°19”
W., ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK 1. A DISTANCE OF 660.87 FEET TOTHE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE AFORESAID LOT 4, BLOCK 1. SAID POINT BEING THE POINT
OF BEGINNING: THENCE S. 89°46°33" E., ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 AND LOT |,
BLOCK 1, GF SAID L. L. OWENS SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 1321.24 FEET TO THE
N{)RTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK | OF SAID L. L. OWENS SUBDIVISION; THENCE S, 00°
04'19" W., ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1, A DISTANCE OF 766.76 FEETTO
THE SOUTHEAST CORNEK OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK |; THENCE 8. 73'30°57" W., ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 1 AND LOT 4, BLOCK 1 OF SAID L. L. OWENS SUBDIVISION, A
DISTANCE OF 1378.38 FEET TO THE TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4, BLOCK 1}
THENCE N. 00°04'19” E., ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 4, BLOCK 1, A DISTANCE OF
561.19 FEET: THENCE N. 89°55'41” W., A DISTANCE OF 660.62 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON
THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT §, BLOCK 1; THENCE N, 00°04° 19" E.,, ALONG SAID WEST LINE
A DISTANCE OF 603.57 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK |
THENCE 5. 89°46733" E., ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK 1. A DISTANCE OF
§60.62 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. .

SUBJECT TO A 25.00 FEET WIDE INGRESS/ECGRESS EASEMENT LYING WEST OF AND
ABUTTING THE EAST LINE OF LOT 5, BLOCK i, OF SAID L. L. OWENS SUBDIVISION.

SUBJECT TO A 25.00 FEET WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS EASEMENT LYING NORTH OF AND
ABUTTING THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT | AND LOT 4, BLOCK 1. OF SAID L. L. OWENS
SUBDIVISION.

SAID PARCEL CONTAINS 38.41 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

SUBJECT TO ANY EASEMENTS AND OR RIGHT OF WAYS OF RECORD,
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Project Name: Sam’s Hammock
CFN 2006184384 06-19-2008 02:51 pm

This instrument prepared by and returned to: OR BookiPage: 5661 7 4025
Christine V. Lepore

Brevard County Attorney's Office

2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Building C

Viera, Florida 32940-6605

/7774
DEED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT

THIS GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT is made this _13 day
Dec. 2005 by David L. Laney, a married man and Cheryl Ann Bames, a married woman,
whose address is 5990 Barranco Avenue, Cocoa, FL 32927 ("Grantor"), in favor of BREVARD
COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Florida ("County"), whose address is c/o the
EEL Program, Parks and Recreation Department, 5560 N. US Highway, Melbourne, FL 32940.
("Grantee"}.

The terms “Grantor” and “Grantee” shall include the singular and the plural, and the heirs,
successors and assigns of Grantor and Grantee, and the provisions of this easement shall be
binding upon and inure to the benefit of Grantor, Graniee and their heirs, successors and
assigns.

RECITALS

A, Grantor is the sole owner in fee simple of certain real property in Brevard County,
Florida, more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference
{hereinafter, the "Property”).

B. The Property qualifies as “a relatively natural habitat of fish, wildlife, or plants, or
similar ecosystems,” as that phrase is used in Section 170(h)(4){a)(ii) of the Internal Revenue
Code, for the following reasons:

1. The Property is within one-half mile of properties included in the Indian
River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project and within a tenth of a mile of lands that have
been acquired in Volusia County under the North American Wetlands Conservation Act which
are now a part of Merritt Island National Wildlife Refuge. Therefore, the Property is an
important part of the formation of a connection between state and federal owned lands in
Brevard and Volusia counties, Florida.

Scott Ellis
Clark Of Courts, Bravard County
#Pgs: 23 #Mames: 2
LT e— Trust: 12,00  Rac 185.00 Sery: 0.00
e (0,70 xcise: 0,00
Mig: 0.00 o Tex: 0.00



2. The Property contains Hydric Hammock areas, abandoned citrus grove
id other natural areas containing cabbage palms, various hardwoods and vines, all of which
ovide habitat for gopher tortoise, Southeastern American kestrel, American alligator, fox,

/’. rabbits, bobeat, numerous songbirds, raptors, reptiles and amphibians.

3. The Property contains four (4) ponds that provide necessary habitat for
American alligator, migratory and resident waterfowl/birds, wading birds as well as a water
source for other wildlife,

4. The restoration to native habitats being undertaken by the Grantor’s on the
Property will provide suitable breeding, nesting and foraging habitat for the numerous wildlife
species listed above.

C Grantor and the Grantee mutually recognize that the Property possesses important
wildlife, fish, and plant habitat, and significant scenic and open space values, all as described
above (cc!lectweiy, the “conservation values”), which conservation values are of great
importance to the Grantors and Grantee,

D. The specific conservation values of the Property are documented in the “Baseline
Inventory Report for the Sam’s Hammock Conservation Easement Tract in Brevard County,
Florida”, dated ("Baseline Documentation"), which consists of reports, maps,
photographs, and other documentation that the parties agree provide, collectively, an accurate
representation of the Property at the time of this grant which Report establishes the condition of
the Property at the time of the giff, as provided in Treasury Regulation Section 1.170A-14(g)5);,
and which is intended to serve as an objective information baseline for monitoring compliance
with the terms cf th;s grant. The Baseims Documentatms is maintained i in the oﬁices of the EEL

Bl The parties intend hereby to comiply with Section 704.06 of the Florida Statutes
which permits the creation of conservation easements for the purposes of, inter alia, retaining
land or water areas predominantly in their patural, scenic, open or wooded condition or as
suitable habitat for fish, plants, or wildlife; and

F. The Grantors and the Grantee have the common purpose of conserving certain
values and character of the Property by conveyance to the Grantee of a perpetual conservation
easement on, under, over, and across the Property, to conserve the character of the Property,
continue certain land use patterns that do not significantly impair the character of the Property,
and prohibit certain further development activity on the Property

[
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G. Grantee is an agency authorized under the provisions of §704.06, Florida Statutes,
old conservation easements for the preservation and protection of land in its natural, scenic,
storical, forested, or open space condition.

H. Grantee agrees by accepting this grant to honor the intentions of Grantor stated
herein and to preserve and protect in perpetuity the conservation values of the Property for the
benefit of this generation and the generations to come.

L The fact that any use of the Property that is expressly prohibited by the terms of
this Easement may become greatly more economically valuable than uses allowed by the terms
of this Easement, or that neighboring properties may, in the future, be put entirely to uses that are
not allowed by this Easement has been considered by Grantor in granting this Fasement and by
Grantee in accepting it.

To achieve these purposes, and in consideration of 310.00 and other good and valuable
consideration, including but not limited to the sbove and the mutual covenants, terms,
conditions, and restrictions contained herein, the receipt and suffictency of which s
acknowledged, and pursuant to the laws of Florida, and in particular §704.06, Florida Statutes,
but without intending the validity of this Easement to be dependent on the continuing existence
of such laws, Grantor hereby voluntarily grants and conveys to Grantee a conservation easement
in perpetuity over the Property of the nature and character and to the extent hereinafter set forth

{"Easement™).

ARTICLE I. DURATION OF EASEMENT

This Conservation Easement shall be perpetual. It is an easement in gross, runs with the
land, and is enforceable by Grantee against Grantor, Grantor’s personal representatives, heirs,
successors and assigns, leszees, agents, and licensees,

ARTICLE I1. PURPOSE OF EASEMENT

It is the purpose of this Easement to assure that the Property will be retained forever in its
natural, scenic, wooded condition to provide a relatively natural habitat for fish, wildlife, plants
or similar ecosystems, and to preserve portions of the Property as productive farmland and forest
land that sustains for the long term both the economic and conservation values of the Property
and its environs, through management guided by the following principles:

¢ Protection of scenic and other distinctive rural character of the landscape;
e Maintenance of soil productivity and control of soil erosion;
¢ Maintenance and enhancement of wildlife and game habitat;
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Maintenance of the value of the resource in avoiding land fragmentation;
e Protection of surface water quality, the Floridan Aquifer, wetlands, and riparian areas.

The above purposes are hereinafier sometimes referred to as “the Conservation Purposes”.
Grantor intends that this Easement will confine the use of the Property to such activities as are
consistent with the purpose of this Easement.

ARTICLE IIl. RIGHTS GRANTED TO THE GRANTEE

To accomplish the purpose of this Easement the following rights are conveyed to Grantee
by this Easement:

A The right to enforce protection of the conservation values of the Property;

B. All future residential, commercial, industrial and incidental development rights
that are now or hereafter aflocated to, implied, reserved, or inherent in the Property except as
may be specifically reserved to Grantor in this Easement. The parties agree that such rights are
hereby terminated and extinguished and may not be used on or transferred to other property.
Neither the Property nor any portion thereof may be included as part of the gross area of other
property not subject to this Easement for the purposes of determining density, lot coverage, or
open space requirements, under otherwise applicable laws, regulations or ordinances controiling
land use and building density. No development rights that have been encumbered or
extinguished by this Easement shail be transferred to any other lands pursuant to a transferable
development rights scheme or cluster development arrangement or otherwise. Nor shall any
development rights or density credits be transferred onto the Property from other property.

C. The right to enter upon the Property at reasonable times in order to monitor

compliance with and otherwise enforce the terms of this Easement; provided that such entry shall
be upon prior reasonable notice to Grantor, and Grantee shall not unreasonably interfere with
Grantor's use and quiet enjoyment of the Property.

D. The right to prevent any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent with
the purpose or provisions of this Easement and to require the restoration of or to restore such
areas or features of the Property that may be damaged by any inconsistent activity or use, at
Grantor’s cost.

E. The right of ingress and egress to the Property.
F. . The right to have the ad valorem taxes, assessments and any other charges on the

Property paid by Grantor.
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. A right to notice of intent to sell. The terms of this right are such that if Grantor
ends to sell the Property, or any interest therein or portion thereof, GEANTOTANIRIGERIO
R mogpan shall deliver to Grantee notice of such intent, and shall, in good
fanb aﬁ'ord Grantee an opportunity to negotiate the acquisition of the Property, or such portion
thereof or interest therein that Grantor intends to sell. If Grantee desires to negotiate the
acquisition of the Property, or such portion thereof or interest therein, Grantee shall so notify
Grantor within 30 days after receipt of Grantor’s notice of intent. If Grantor and Grantee are
unable, in good faith to agree to terms of an acquisition of the Property, or such interest therein
or portion thereof as applicable, within 120 days thereafter, Grantor may sell the Property free of
the right granted herein. Provided, however, that closing on such sale shall occur within one year
of the date of Grantor’s notice to Grantee. If the Property, or such portion thercof or interest
therein as is applicable, has not sold within one year after Grantee's notice to Grantor that
Grantee does not intend to negotiate acquisition of the property or within one year after failure to
reach agreement to terms of an acquisition, then any intent to sell the Property thereafter shall
require renewed notice to Grantee. This right of notice shall not be triggered by sales or transfers
between Grantor and lineal descendants of Gramor or em;t:as in wi:uch Grantor owns 2 ma onry

H. The right to be indemnified by Grantor for any and all liability, loss, damage,
expense, judgment or claim (including a claim for attomey fees) arising out of any negligent or
wiliful action or activity resulting from the Grantor’s use and ownership of or activities on the
Property or the use of or activities of Grantor’s agents, guests, lessees or invitees on the Property.

L The right to be indemnified by Grantor for any liability for injury or property
damage to persons on the Property arising out of any condition of the Property known to the
Grantor to the best of Grantor’s knowledge.

I The right to have the Property maintained as reflected on the Baseline
Documentation, as the Property may develop through the forces of nature hereafter, subject only
to the exercise of Grantor's Reserved Rights, and the Rights Granted to the Grantee, as described

in this Easement.
K. If Grantor fails to cut and remove timber damaged by natural disaster, fire,
infestation or the like, then the right, but not the duty of Grantee, in its sole discretion to cut and

remove said timber. Any such cutting and removal by Grantee shall be at the expense of Grantee
and all proceeds from the sale of any such timber shall inure to the benefit of Grantee.

ARTICLE 1V, PROHIBITED USES
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The Property shall be maintained to preserve the Conservation Purposes of this
ement. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing Grantor agrees that the following
uses and practices, though not an exhaustive recital of inconsistent uses and practices, are
expressly prohibited or restricted:

A, No soil, trash, liquid or solid waste (including sludge), or unsightly, offensive, or
hazardous materials, wastes or substances, toxic wastes or substances, pollutants or
contaminants, including, but not limited to, those as now or hereafter defined by federal or
Florida law defining hazardous materials, wastes or substances, toxic wastes or substances,
pollutants or contaminants shall be dumped or placed on the Property. This prohibition shall not
be construed to include reasonable amounts of waste generated as a result of allowed activities.

B. The exploration for and extraction of oil, gas, minerals, peat, muck, marl,
limestone, limerock, kaolin, fuller's earth, phosphate, common clays, gravel, shell, sand and
similar substances, under and by virtue of the authority of a grant or reservation or other form of
ownership of or interest in or control over or right to such substances, except as reagonably
nzcessary to combat erosion or flooding, or except as necessary and lawfully allowed for the
conduct of allowed activities.

C. Activities that will be detrimental to drainage, flood control, water conservation,
erosion control, soil conservation, or fish and wildlife habitat preservation unless otherwise
provided in this Easement. There shall be no dredging of new canals, construction of new dikes,
manipulation of natural water courses, or disruption, alteration, pollution, depletion, or extraction
on the Property of existing surface or subsurface water flow or natural water sources, fresh water
lakes, ponds and pond shores, marshes, creeks or any other water bodies, nor any activities or
uses conducted on the Property that would be detrimental to water purity or that could alter
natural water level or flow in or over the Property. Provided, however, Grantor may expand and
modify existing human-made ponds on the Property in order to enhance the habitat for native
birds and fish, provided each pond is no larger than one (1) acre in size and any excavated soil is
not piled in any one location, but used on the Property to enhance habitat for native birds and
fish, and Grantor may continue to operate, maintain, or replace existing ground water wells
incident to allowed uses on the Property, subject to legally required permits and regulations.

D. Acts or uses detrimental to the preservation of the structural integrity or physical
appearance of any portions of the Property having historical or archeological significance.

E. The removal, destruction, cutting, trimming, mowing, alteration or spraying with
biocides of trees, shrubs or other natural vegetation, including but not limited to cypress trees,
except as otherwise specifically provided in this Easement. There shall be no planting of
nuisance exotic or non-native plants as listed by the Exotic Pest Plant Council (EPPC) or its
successor. The Grantor shall, to the extent practical, control and prevent the spread of nuisance
exotics or non-native plants on the Property. Grantor hereby grants to Grantee the right, in
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tee’s sole discretion and at Grantee’s expense, to develop and implement an exotic plant
Enoval plan for the eradication of exotics or non-native plants on the Property. Under no
I‘ circumstances, shall this right conveyed to Grantee be construéd to diminish Grantor’s
/.". respongsibilities under this paragraph or as an obligation of the Grantee.
/ F. Commercial or industrial activity, or ingress, egress or other passage across or
upon the Property in conjunction with any commercial or industrial activity; except as expressly
permitted in paragraphs V.B., V.G., and V.H.

G. New construction or placing of temporary or pertnanent buildings, mobile homes
or other structures in, on or above the ground of the Property except as may be necessary by
Grantor for maintenance or normal operations of the Property or during emergency situations or
as may otherwise be specifically provided for hereinafter. For purposes of this paragraph the
term “emergency” shall mean those situations that will have an immediate and irreparable
adverse impact on the Conservation Purposes.

L There shall be no operation of motorized vehicles except on established trails and
roads unless necessary: (i) to protect or enhance the purposes of this Easement, (i) for
emergency purposes, and (iii) to retrieve game that has been hunted legally.

K. Actions or activities that may reasonably be expected to adversely affect
threatened or endangered species.

L. Any subdivision of the land except as may otherwise be provided in this
Easement.

M. There shall be no signs, billboards, or outdoor advertising of any kind erected or
displayed on the Property, except that Grantee may erect and maintain signs designating the
Property as land under the protection of Grantee.

ARTICLE V. GRANTOR’S RESERVED RIGHTS
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Grantor reserves to Grantor, and to Grantor’s personal representatives, heirs, successors,

assigns, the following specified rights, which are deemed to be consistent with the purpose

‘of the Easement. The exercise of the Reserved Rights shall be in full accordance with all

4 applicable local, state and federal law, as amended from time to time, as well as in accordance
with the purposes of this Easement.

/ A, The right to observe, maintain, photograph, introduce and stock native fish or
wildlife on the Property, to use the Property for non-commercial hiking, camping, and horseback
riding, so long as the same do not constitute a danger to Grantee’s employees, agents, officers,
directors and invitees, and so long as such activities do not violate any of the prohibitions
applicable to the Property or Grantee’s rights, as stated above. Grantor reserves, and shall
continue to own, the hunting and fishing rights on, or related to, the Property and Grantor may
lease and sell privileges of such rights.

B. The right to plant and selectively harvest native pine trees (except for sand pine) over
no more than 25% (9.6 acres) of the upland portion of the Property Any such timber thinning
and harvesting shall accomplish the following goals: maintain the soil productivity of the
Property, conserve or enhance the water quality of waterbodies, wetlands and riparian zones on
the Property, protect the scenic quality of the Property, protect or enhance the wildlife habitat
attributes of the Property, maintain or create a balance of forest age classes and native species
composition on the Property, and conserve or enhance the viable populations of native plant and
animal species on the Property. Further, any timber harvesting on the Property shall be carried
out in accordance with then-current, generally accepted best management practices for the sites,

soils, and terrain of the Property.

| C. The right to engage in the following ecological restoration activities to protect or
enhance the wildlife habitat attributes of the Property; or conserve or enhance the viable
populations of native plant and animal species on the Property: (i) the right to plant native trees
and herbaceous species, (ii) to remove dense herbaceous cover interfering with the planting and
growth of desired native vegetation, and to conduct controlled or prescribed buming on the
Property, provided, however, that Grantor shall obtsin and comply with a prescribed fire
authorization from the local and state regulatory agencies having jurisdiction over controlied or
prescribed burning.

D. The right to mortgage the Property; provided, however, that the Mortgagee's lien
shall be inferior to and lower in priority than this Easement.

E. The right to contest tax appraisals, assessments, taxes and other charges on the

Property.
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F. The right to continue to use, maintain, repair, and reconstruct, but not to relocate
arge, all existing fences, roads, drainage ditches and culverts on the Property as depicted in

‘fll'le Baseline Documentation.

y
F G. The right to exclusive use of the improvements depicted in the Baseline

Documentstion.

H. The right to cut and remove palm trees from the Property, provided such activity:
(i) protects or enhances the wildlife habitat attributes of the Property; and (ii) conserves or
enhances the viable populations of native plant and animal species on the Property; and (iii) any
palm tree removal on the Property shall be carried out in accordance with then-current, generally
accepted best management practices for the sites, soils, and terrain of the Property,; and, {(iv)
remove 100 palm trees per year for the years 2006, 2007 and 2008.

L The right to maintain an apiary operation on the Property, provided only native
species are bred and the operation does not have an adverse impact on the wildlife attributes of
the Property or populations of native plant and animal species on the Property.

I The right to maintain the existing food plots as identified in the Baseline
Documentation, and to establish new food plots for wildlife forage, provided the cumulative ares
of all the food plots does not exceed 6 acres.

ARTICLE VI. GRANTEE’S REMEDIES

Al Remedies. If Grantee determines that Grantor is in violation of the terms of this
Easement or that a violation is threatened, Grantee shall give written notice to Grantor of such
violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the violation and, where the violation
involves injury to the Property resulting from any use or activity inconsistent with the purpose of
this Easement, to restore the portion of the Property so injured. If Grantor fails to cure the
violation within thirty (30) days after receipt of notice thereof from Grantee, or under
circumstances where the violation cannot reasonably be cured within a 30-day period, fails to
begin curing such violation within the 30-day period, or fails to continue diligently to_cure such
violation until finally cured, Grantee may bring an action at law or in equity in e court of
competent jurisdiction to enforce the terms of this Easement, to enjoin the violation, ex parte as
necessary, by temporary or permanent injunction, to recover any damages to which it may be
entitled for violation of the terms of this Easement-erinjury to any conservation values protected
by this Easement, including damages for the loss of scenic, aesthetic, or environmental values,
and to require the restoration of the Property to the condition that existed prior to any such
injury. Without limiting Grantor’s liability therefor, Grantee, in its sole discretion, may apply
any damages recovered to the cost of undertaking any corrective action on the Property. If
Grantee, in its sole discretion, determines that circumstances require immediate action to prevent
or mitigate significant damage to the conservation values of the Property, Grantee may pursue its

g
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ies under this paragraph without prior notice to Grantor or without waiting for the period
vided for cure to expire. Grantee's rights under this paragraph apply equally in the event of
ither actual or threatened violations of the terms of this Easement, and Grantor agrees that
_,f‘ Grantee's remedies at law for any violation of the terms of this Easement are inadequate and that

j 4 Grantee shall be entitled to the injunctive relief described in this paragraph, both prohibitive and

’,; R mandatory, in addition to such other relief to which Grantee may be entitled, including specific
performance of the terms of this Easement, without the necessity of proving either actual

damages or the inadequacy of otherwise available legal remedies. Grantee's remedies described

in this paragraph shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to all remedies now or hereafter

existing at Jaw or in equity.

B, Grantee’s Discretion. Enforcement of the terms of this Easemnent shall be at the
discretion of Grantee, and any forbearance by Grantee to exercise its rights under this Easement
in the event of any breach of any term of this Easement by Grantor shall not be deemed or
construed to be a waiver by Grantee of such term or of any subsequent breach of the same or any
other term of this Easement or of any of Grantee's rights under this Easement. No delay or
omission by Grantee in the exercise of any right or remedy upon any breach by Grantor shall
impair such right or remedy or be construed as a waiver.

D. Acts Beyond Grantor’s Control. Nothing contained in this Easement shall be
construed to entitle Grantes to bring any action against Grantor for any injury to or change in the
Property resulting from causes beyond Grantor’s control, including, without limitation, fire,
flood, storm, and earth movement, or from any prudent action taken by Grantor under emergency
conditions to prevent, abate, or mitigate significant injury to the Property resulting from such
causes.

25 Hold Harmless. Grantor shall hold harmless, indemnify, and defend Grantee and
its members, directors, officers, employees, agents, and contractors and the heirs, personal
representatives, successors, and assigns of each of them (collectively "Indemnified Parties™) from
and against all lizbilities, penalties, costs, losses, damages, expenses, causes of action, claims,
demands, or judgments, including, without limitation, reasonable attorney fees, arising from or in
any way connected with: (1) injury to or the death of any person, or physical damage to any
property, resulting from any act, omission, condition, or other matter related to or oceurring on
or about the Property, regardless of cause, unless due solely to the negligence of any of the
Indemnified Parties; (2) the obligations specified in paragraph VIILA. and VIILB.; and (3) the
existence or administration of this Easement.

ARTICLE VII. NO PUBLIC ACCESS
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The granting of this Easement does not convey to the public the right to enter the
operty for any purpose whatsoever, and Grantee will cooperate with Grantor in the

‘4 . . A
. enforcement of this prohibition.

Jll
4 ARTICLE VIIl. MISCELLANEOUS

Al Costs and Liabilities. Graator retains all responsibilities and shall bear all costs
and liabilities of any kind related to the ownership, operation, upkeep, and maintenance of the

Property, including the maintenance of adequate comprehensive general liability coverage.

Grantor shall keep the Property free of any liens arising out of any work performed for, materials
furnished to, or obligations incurred by Grantor,

&= Extinguishment. If circumstances arise in the future such as render the purpose
of this Easement impossible to accomplish, this Fasement can only be terminated or
extinguished, whether in whole or in part, by judicial proceedings in a court of competent
jurisdiction, and the amount of the proceeds to which Gramtee shall be entitled, after the
satisfaction of prior claims, from any sale, exchange, or involuntary conversion of all or any
portion of the Property subsequent to such termination or extinguishment, shall be determined,
unless otherwise provided by Florida law at the time, in accordance with paragraph VIILD.
Grantee shall use all such proceeds in a manner consistent with the Conservation Purposes of this
grant or the purposes of the bond or statutory program under which Grantee obtained the
purchase money for this Easement. Grantor believes that any changes in the use of neighboring
properties will increase the benefit to the public of the continuation of this Easement, and
Grantor and Grantee intend that any such changes shall not be deemed to be circumstances
justifying the termination or extinguishment of this Easement. In addition, the inability of
Grantor to conduct or implement any or all of the uses allowed under the terms of this Easement,
or the unprofitability of doing so, shall not impair the validity of this Easement or be considered
grounds for its termination or extinguishment.
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D. Proceeds. This Easement constitutes a real property interest immediately vested
tee, which, for the purposes of paragraph VIILC,, the parties stipulate to have a fair
*'market value determined by multiplying the fair market value of the Property unencumbered by
/ 4 the Easement {(minus any increase in value after the date of this grant attributable to ’
improvements) by the ratic of the value of the Easement at the time of this grant to the vatue of
/‘ the Property, without deduction for the value of the Easement, at the time of this grant. The
values at the time of this grant shall be those values used to calculate the deduction for federal
_ncome tax purposes allowable by reason of this grant, pursuant to Section 170(h) of the Internal
Revenue Code. For the purposes of this paragraph, the ratio of the value of the Easement to the
value of the Property unencumbered by the Easement shall remain constant.

E. Condemnation. If the Easement is taken, in whole or in part, by exercise of the
power of eminent domain, Grantee shall be entitled to compensation in accordance with
applicable law.

F. Assignment. This Easement is transferable, but Grantee may assign its rights and
obligations under this Easement only to an organization that is, at the time of the assignment,
both (i) a “qualified organization” as that term is defined in Section 170(h) of the Internal
Revenue Code and (ii) authorized to acquire and hold conservation easements under Section
704.06 of the Florida Statutes. (or any successor provision then applicable). As a condition of
such transfer, Grantee shall require that the Conservation Purposes that this grant is intended to
advance continue to be carried out,

G. Subsequent Transfers, Grantor agrees to incorporate the terms of this Easement
in any deed or other legal instrument by which Grantor divests any interest in all or a portion of
the Property, including, without limitation, a leasehold interest. Grantor further agrees to give
written notice to Grantee of the transfer of any interest at least twenty (20) days prior to the date
of such transfer. The failure of Grantor to perform any act required by this paragraph shall not
impair the validity or priority of this Easement or limit its enforceability in any way.

H. Notices. Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval, or communication that
either party desires or is required to give to the other shall be in writing and either served
personally or sent by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the parties as set forth above,
or to such other addresses such party may establish in writing to the other.

L Recordation. Grantee shall record this instrument and any amendments in timely
fashion in the official records of Brevard County, Florida, and may re-record it at any time as
may be required to preserve its rights in this Easement.

3’.‘ - Non-Homestead Certification. Grantor hereby certifies that if a Grantor who is
married signs this Easement without the joinder of his or her spouse, the Property is neither the
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ead of Grantor nor the primary physical residence of Grantor, nor is the Property
tiguous to the homestead or primary physical residence of Grantor.

K Amendments. If circumstances arise under which an amendment to or
modification of this Conservation Easement would be appropriate, the Grantors and the Grantee
_may by mutual written agreement jointly amend this Conservation Easement, provided that no
“such amendment shall be made that will adversely affect the qualification of this Conservatom—

_Easement for the tax benefits available of the status of Grantee under any applicable laws,
including Sections 170(h) and 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code, Any such amendment
shall be consistent with the purpose of this Conservation Easement, shall not affect its perpetual
duration, and shall not result in any diminution of protection of the conservation values. Any
such amendment shall be recorded in the official public records of Brevard County, Florida.
Nothing herein shall require the Grantee to agree to any amendment.

L. Controlling Law. The laws of the State of Florida shall govern the interpretation
and performance of this Easement.

M. Liberal Construction. Any general rule of construction to the contrary
notwithstanding, this Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant to effect the
purpose of this Easement and the policy and purpose of §704.06, Florida Statutes. If any
provision in this instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation consistent with the
purpose of this Easement that would render the provision valid shall be favored over any
interpretation that would render it invalid,

N. Severability. If any provision of this Easement, or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance, is found to be invalid, the remainder of the provisions of this Easement,
or the application of such provision to persons or circumstances other than those as to which it is
found to be invalid, as the case may be, shall not be affected thereby.

Q. No Forfeiture. Nothing contained herein will result in a forfeiture or reversion of
Grantor’s title in any respect.

P. Joint Obligation. The obligations imposed by this Easement upon Grantor shall
be joint and several.

Q. Successors. The covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions of this Fasement

shdlmMMQMmLMWQ and their respective personal

representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns and shall continue as a servitude running in
perpetuity with the Property.
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R. Termination of Rights and Obligations. A party's rights and obligations under
is Easement terminate upon transfer of the party's interest in the Easement or Property, except
that liability for acts or omissions occurring prior to transfer shall survive transfer,

4 S. Captions. The captions in this instrument have been inserted solely for
/ convenience of reference and are not a part of this instrument and shall have no effect upon
construction or interpretation.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto Grantee, its successors, and assigns forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantor and Grantee have set their hands on the day and year first
above written.
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David L. Laney,

y KATHY LOYD

r Printed name of first witness

Mo L. fewell

1gnature of second witness
Vilma L. Hewett

Printed name of second witness

Yk
Sighatlre’of ﬁw i — Cheryl Ann’Barnes, Grantor

Printed name of first witness

/ﬂr’(@u.a L Fewelt

Signature of second witness
viima L. Hewett

.

Printed name of second witness

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the State
aforesaid and in the County aforesaid, to take acknowledgments, appeared David L. Laney who
1s personally known to me or who has produced a state driver license as identification, and who
did not take an oath and executed the foregoing instrument and he acknowledged before me that
he executed the same for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this / 7 ﬂ%ay

of 9&_4 2004
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N oy

Signed” 7

. KATHLEEN LOYD
Frinted Na.ary Public, State of Florida
NOTARY PUBLIC iy comm. exp. Nov. 3, 2008
My Commission Expires: Comm. No DO 155200

STATE OF FLOR[E
COUNTY OF ?;MJML

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the State
aforesaid and in the County aforesaid, to take acknowledgments, appeared Cheryl Ann Bames
who i3 personally known to me or who has produced a state driver license as identification, and

who did not take an oath and executed the foregoing instrument and she acknowledged before
me that she executed the same for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this [my

of %! 42 ,200_f
Signdd J KATHLEEN LOYD

i Hotary Pubtic, Siate of Florida
Sgnts My czmm exp. Nov 3, 2006

Comm, No. DO 159308

NOTARY PUBLIC
My Commission Expires:

\ BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA
ATTEST: . BY ITS BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS
By: By: 7164. -t; t‘-q
Scott Ellis, Clerk Helen Voltz, Chair
(Seal) As approved by the Board on]2-13~05.
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EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
- . ”tnl e

VEGAL BESCRIPTIOMN:

10T 1, BLOCK 3, AND LOT 4, BLOCK 3, TOUBTHER WITH A PORTION OF LOT 3, BLOCK 1, L.L.
GWENS 8UBDIVISION ACCORDING TO THE PLAT HERBOF AS RECORDED 1M PLAT BODK 2
&7 PAGRE %0 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF BREVAFRD COUNTY. FLORIDA. DEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED A9 POLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NDATIHEAST CORMER DF LOT & BLOCK [, OF $A%> LL, OWENS
SUBDIVISION ACCORDING TQ THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED 1t PLAT BOOK 2 AT
FAGE 90 OF THE FUSLIC RECORDS OF BRREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENUE 5, 004" 15"
W. ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK ), A DISTANCE C‘F $60.87 FEET YD THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE AFORESAID LOT 4, SI.DCK 1, BAID POINT 8EING THE POINT
OF BEOINNING; THENCE S, 89'46'33" £, ALONG ‘THH NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 AND LOT 1,
BLOCK I, OF SAD> 4., L. OWONS SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 1321.24 PEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNEL OF LOT {, BLOCK t OF SAID L. L. OWENS SUSDIVISION; THERCE 2. 00*
419" W, ALOMG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCY 1, A DISTANCE OF 166,76 FEET TO
THESCUTHBAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1; THENCE 8. 723°30°57" W, ALONO THE
SOUTH LINE OF BAID LOT 1 AND LOT 4, BLOCK 1 OF SAID L, L. OWENS SUBDIVIBION, A
DISTANCE OF 1378.38 FERT TO THE TO THPGOUTH!-'EETCORHBROP SAID LOT 4, BLOCK 3;
THENCE H, 00°04" 19" B, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAIDLOT 4, BLOCK |, A DISTANCR OF
461,19 FEET; l'"BNCBH BY"35'A1" W, A DISTANCE OF 6¢0.62 FEETTO A POTH'T LYINO ON
THE WEST LINE OF SAID LDT 4, HEVC’C!( 1; THENCE ®, 0070419 £., ALONG SAID WEST LiNg
A DISTANCE OF 623,57 FEAT TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNIR OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK §;
PHENCT 5. R9°44°33" £, ALONO THE SOUTR LINE OF SAID LOT 6, BLOTK ¥, A DISTANCE OF
360,67 FEFT TO THE POINT OF BEQINNING

SUBJECT 10 A 25,40 FEET WIDE INCRBIS/EGRESS BASEMENT LYING WEST OF AD
ABUTTING THE EAST LINE OF LOT 3, BLOCK §, OF SAID L. L OWEMS SUBDIVISION,

SUBIBUT TO A 25,00 FEET WIDE WORESS/EGRESS BASEMENT LYING NORTH OF AND
ABUTTING THE 8OUTH LINE OF LOT | AND LOT 4, BLOCI 1, OF SAID L. L, OWENE
FURDIVISION,

SAID FARCE], TTAING 1841 ACRES MOKE 3R LESS,

SUBIRCT 10 AfY FASEAMENTSE AND O RIGHT OF WAYS CF RECURD,
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Public Comment
18PZ00153 & 154
Thomas
(Submitted by
David Laney)

Fwd: FW: Domestic self supply for single family lots in North Brev...

Subject: Fwd: FW: Domestic self supply for single family lots in North Brevard County
From: David Laney <David.Laney@ucf.edu>

Date: 3/10/2019, 3:34 PM

To: "borogove@att.net" <borogove @att.net>

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Kristian Hotmberg <KHolmberg@sjrwmd.com>

Date: Mar 4, 2019 1:22 PM

Subject: FW: Domestic self supply for single family lots in North Brevard County
To: David Laney <David.Laney@ucf.edu>

Cc:

Mr. Laney,

Please see the follow up summary email | sent to Mr. and Mrs. Thomas following our conversation last month.

Thanks,
Kris

From:; Kristian Holmberg

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 11:09 AM

To: 'thomasnikki321@gmail.com' <thomasnikki321@gmail.com>

Subject: Domestic self supply for single family lots in North Brevard County

Mr. and Mrs. Thomas,

Thank you for speaking with me this morning in regards to proposed residential water use in the Scottsmoor area
of north Brevard County. As we discussed, the use of groundwater for domestic self supply an single family
residential lots generally falls below the District permitting thresholds found in Section 40C-2.041, Florida
Administrative Code, and would not require a Consumptive Use Permit (CUP) from the District. Please note,
water well construction permits would be required for the installation of individual wells on the subject parcels,
but not for their use. The District does not have any broad restrictions or limitations on residential water use in
the area other than those associated with the general restrictions on landscape irrigation found in the rule.
Please let me know if you need any additional information or have any additional questions.

Thanks again,

Kris

Kristian Holmberg, PWS

Hydrologist 1V

Division of Regulatory, Engineering, and Environmental Services
St. Johns River Water Management District

Palm Bay Service Center

525 Community College Parkway, SE ¢ Palm Bay, FL 32909
Office: (321) 409-2121 e Cell: (407) 947-2032

Email: kholmber@sjrwmd.com

Website: www.sjrwmd.com

Connect with us: Newsletter, Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, YouTube, Pinterest

1of2 3/10/2019, 3:40 PM



Fwd: FW: Domestic self supply for single family lots in North Brev...

ﬁ!é www.sjrwmd.com/€permitting

We value your opinion. Please take a few minutes to share your comments on the service you
received from the District by clicking this link

Notices

* Emails to and from the St. Johns River Water Management District are archived and, unless
exempt or confidential by law, are subject to being made available to the public upon request.
Users should not have an expectation of confidentiality or privacy.

* Individuals lobbying the District must be registered as lobbyists {(§112.3261, Florida Statutes).
Details, applicability and the registration form are available at http://www.sjrwmd.com/lobbyist/

20f2 3/10/2019, 3:40 PM



UF ' UNIVERSITY of
Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering
Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment
Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor
arnoldo@ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Laney

Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Public Comment
18PZ00153 & 154
Thomas

(Submitted by David
Laney)

365 Weil Hall

PO Box 116580

Gainesville, FL 32611-6580
352-392-9537 Department Phone
352-392-3394 Department Fax
www.essie.ufl.edu

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6", T became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. | am able to place such request in the context of natural and human-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

I think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aquifer. Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and c) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral.
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified
demands for aquifer water. Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Institution



Project Name: Sam’s Hammock
CFN 2006184384 06-19-2006 02:51 pm

OR Book/Page: D661 / 4025

This instrument prepared by and returned to:

Christine V. Lepore -

Brevard CountypAttomey's Office SUbIENEompent /

2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way 18PZ00153 & 154

Building C Thomas

Viera, Florida 32940-6605 (Submitted by Cheryl
Vi add Barnes)

DEED OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT

THIS GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT is made this _13 day
Dec. 200§ by David L. Laney, a married man and Cheryl Ann Barnes, a married woman,
whose address is 5990 Barranco Avenue, Cocoa, FL 32927 ("Grantor"), in favor of BREVARD
COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Florida ("County"), whose address is c¢/o the
EEL Program, Parks and Recreation Department, 5560 N. US Highway, Melboume, FL 32940,

("Grantee").

The terms “"Grantor” and " Grantee " shall include the singular and the plural, and the heirs,
successors and assigns of Grantor and Grantee, and the provisions of this easement shall be
binding upon and inure to the benefit of Granter, Grantee and their heirs, successors and

assigns,

RECITALS

A. Grantor is the sole owner in fee simple of certain rea) property in Brevard County,
Florida, more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference
(hereinafter, the "Property"),

B. The Property qualifies as “a relatively natural habitat of fish, wildlife, or plants, or
similar ecosystems,” as that phrase is used in Section 170(h)(4)(a)(ii) of the Internal Revenue
Code, for the following reasons:

1. The Property is within one-half mile of properties included in the Indian
River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project and within a tenth of a mile of lands that have
been acquired in Volusia County under the North American Wetlands Conservation Act which
are now a part of Merritt Island National Wildlife Refuge. Therefore, the Property is an
important part of the formation of a connection between state and federal owned lands in
Brevard and Volusia counties, Florida.

Scott Ellis
Clark Of Courts, Brevard County
#Pgs: 23 #Names: 2

BLALS05. Revised 1076104 "r:usl; 1200 Rec: 185.00 Serv: 0.00
“sd. 0,70 Zxcisa: 0.00

Mig:  0.00 int Tax: 0.00



2l The Property contains Hydric Hammock areas, abandoned citrus grove
. other natural areas containing cabbage palms, various hardwoods and vines, all of which
Provide habitat for gopher tortoise, Southeastern American kestrel, American alligator, fox,
rabbits, bobcat, numerous songbirds, raptors, reptiles and amphibians.

3z The Property contains four (4) ponds that provide necessary habitat for
American alligator, migratory and resident waterfowl/birds, wading birds as well as a water
source for other wildlife.

4, The restoration to native habitats being undertaken by the Grantor’s on the
Property will provide suitable breeding, nesting and foraging habitat for the numerous wildlife
species listed above.

C. Grantor and the Grantee mutually recognize that the Property possesses important
wildlife, fish, and plant habitat, and significant scenic and open space values, all as described
above (collectively, the “conservation values”), which conservation values are of great
importance to the Grantors and Grantee.,

D. The specific conservation values of the Property are documented in the “Baseline
Inventory Report for the Sam's Hammock Conservation Easement Tract in Brevard County,
Florida”, dated ("Baseline Documentation"), which consists of reports, maps,
photographs, and other documentation that the parties agree provide, collectively, an accurate
representation of the Property at the time of this grant which Report establishes the condition of
the Property at the time of the gift, as provided in Treasury Regulation Section 1.170A-14(g)5);,
and which is intended to serve as an objective information baseline for monitoring compliance
with the terms of this grant. The Baseline Documentation is maintained in the offices of the EEL

rated by this reference. ARERPYIOTCIBasehAMN GTimCRtROmY
! -'%m

E. The parties intend hereby to comply with Section 704.06 of the Florida Statutes
which permits the creation of conservation easements for the purposes of, inter alia, retaining
land or water areas predominantly in their natural, scenic, open or wooded condition or as
suitable habitat for fish, plants, or wildlife; and

3

F. The Grantors and the Grantee have the common purpose of conserving certain
values and character of the Property by conveyance to the Grantee of a perpetual conservation
easement on, under, over, and across the Property, to conserve the character of the Property,
continue certain land use patterns that do not significantly impair the character of the Property,
and prohibit certain further development activity on the Property

BLA-503, Revised 09.10.03
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- G Grantee is an agency authorized under the provisions of §704.06, Florida Statutes,
Hold conservation easements for the preservation and protection of land in its natural, scenic,
Estorical, forested, or open space condition.

H. Grantee agrees by accepting this grant to honor the intentions of Grantor stated
berein and to preserve and protect in perpetuity the conservation values of the Property for the
benefit of this generation and the generations to come.

L The fact that any use of the Property that is expressly prohibited by the terms of
this Easement may become: greatly more economically valuable than uses allowed by the terms
of this Easement, or that neighboring properties may, in the future, be put entirely to uses that are
not allowed by this Easement has been considered by Grantor in granting this Easement and by

Grantee in accepting it.

To achieve these purposes, and in consideration of $10.00 and other good and valuable
consideration, including but not limited to the above and the mutual covenants, terms,
conditions, and restrictions contained herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which is
acknowledged, and pursuant to the laws of Florida, and in particular §704.06, Florida Statutes,
but without intending the validity of this Easement to be dependent on the continuing existence
of such laws, Grantor hereby voluntarily grants and conveys to Grantee a conservation easement
in perpetuity over the Property of the nature and character and to the extent hereinafter set forth

("Easement").
ARTICLE I. DURATION OF EASEMENT
This Conservation Easement shall be perpetual. It is an easement in gross, runs with the

land, and is enforceable by Grantee against Grantor, Grantor’s personal representatives, heirs,
successors and assigns, lessees, agents, and licensees.

ARTICLE II. PURPOSE OF EASEMENT

It is the purpose of this Easement to assure that the Property will be retained forever in its
natural, scenic, wooded condition to provide a relatively natural habitat for fish, wildlife, plants

or similar ecosystems, and to preserve portions of the Property as productive farmland and forest

land that sustains for the long term both the economic and conservation values of the Property
and its environs, through management guided by the following principles:

 Protection of scenic and other distinctive rural character of the landscape;
» Maintenance of soil productivity and control of soil erosion;
* Maintenance and enhancement of wildlife and game habitat;

3
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4 Maintenance of the value of the resource in avoiding land fragmentation;
¢ Protection of surface water quality, the Floridan Aquifer, wetlands, and riparian areas.

The above purposes are hereinafter sometimes referred to as “the Conservation Purposes”.
Grantor intends that this Easement will confine the use of the Property to such activities as are
congsistent with the purpose of this Easement.

ARTICLE III. RIGHTS GRANTED TO THE GRANTEE

To accomplish the purpose of this Easement the following rights are conveyed to Grantee
by this Easement:

A. The right to enforce protection of the conservation values of the Property;

B. All future residential, commercial, industrial and incidental development rights
that are now or hereafter allocated to, implied, reserved, or inherent in the Property except as
may be specifically reserved to Grantor in this Easement. The parties agree that such rights are
hereby terminated and extinguished and may not be used on or transferred to other property.
Neither the Property nor eny portion thereof may be included as part of the gross area of other
property not subject to this Easement for the purposes of determining density, lot coverage, or
open space requirements, under otherwise applicable laws, regulations or ordinances controlling
land use and building density. No development rights that have been encumbered or
extinguished by this Easement shall be transferred to any other lands pursuant to a transferable
development rights scheme or cluster development arrangement or otherwise. Nor shall any
development rights or density credits be transferred onto the Property from other property.

C. The right to enter upon the Property at rgasonable times in order to monitor

compliance with and otherwise enforce the terms of this Easement; provided that such entry shall
be upon prior reasonable notice to Grantor, and Grantee shall not unreasonably interfere with

Grantor’s use and quiet énjoyment of the Property.

D. The right to prevent any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent with
the purpose or provisions of this Easement and to require the restoration of or to restore guch
areas or features of the Property that may be damaged by any inconsistent activity or use, at

Grantor’s cost.
E. The right of ingress and egress to the Property.
F, The right to have the ad valorem taxes, assessments and any other charges on the

Property paid by Grantor.

BLA-503, Revised 09.10.03




G. A right to notice of intent to sell. The terms of this right are such that if Grantor
stends to sell the Property, or any interest therein or portion thereof, GiTCTIR TG
SRnaraeron i Laspantyd shall deliver to Grantee notice of such intent, and shall in good
fmth afford Grantee an opportunity to negotiate the acquisition of the Property, or such portion
thereof or interest therein that Grantor intends to sell. If Grantee desires to negotiate the
acquisition of the Property, or such portion thereof or interest therein, Grantee shall so notify
Grantor within 30 days after receipt of Grantor’s notice of intent. If Grantor and Grantee are
unable, in good faith to agree to terms of an acquisition of the Property, or such interest therein
or portion thereof as applicable, within 120 days thereafter, Grantor may sell the Property free of
the right granted herein. Provided, however, that closing on such sale shall occur within one year
of the date of Grantor's notice to Grantee. If the Property, or such portion thereof or interest
therein as is applicable, has not sold within one year after Grantee's notice to Grantor that
Grantee does not intend to negotiate acquisition of the property or within one year after failure to
reach agreement to terms of an acquisition, then any intent to sell the Property thereafter shall
require renewed notice to Grantee. This right of notice shall not be triggered by sales or transfers
between Grantor and lineal descendants of Grantor or entmes m whlch Grantor owns a ma'omy
Of the controllm mterests BT "'4r-}".‘?5'» BEPTOLEC N 1‘1 ", n-_'._ BENL L T Crn AT

H. The right to be indemnified by Grantor for any and all liability, loss, damage,
expense, judgment or claim (including a claim for attorney fees) arising out of any negligent or
willful action or activity resulting from the Grantor’s use and ownership of or activities on the
Property or the use of or activities of Grantor’s agents, guests, lessees or invitees on the Property.

L The right to be indemnified by Grantor for any liability for injury or property
damage to persons on the Property arising out of any condition of the Property known to the
Grantor to the best of Grantor’s knowledge.

I The right to have the Property maintained as reflected on the Baseline
Documentation, as the Property may develop through the forces of nature hereafter, subject only
to the exercise of Grantor’s Reserved Rights, and the Rights Granted to the Grantee, as described

in this Easement,

K. If Grantor fails to cut and remove timber damaged by natural disaster, fire,
infestation or the like, then the right, but not the duty, of Grantee, in its sole discretion to cut and
remove said timber, Any such cutting and removal by Grantee shall be at the expense of Grantee
and all proceeds from the sale of any such timber shall inure to the benefit of Grantee.

ARTICLE IV. PROHIBITED USES

5
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The Property shall be maintained to preserve the Conservation Purposes of this
Wsement.  Without limiting the generality of the foregoing Grantor agrees that the following
uses and practices, though not an exhaustive recital of inconsistent uses and practices, are
expressly prohibited or restricted:

A. No soil, trash, liquid or solid waste (including sludge), or unsightly, offensive, or
hazardous materials, wastes or substances, toxic wastes or substances, pollutants or
contaminants, including, but not limited to, those as now or hereafter defined by federal or
Florida law defining hazardous materials, wastes or substances, toxic wastes or substances,
pollutants or contaminants shall be dumped or placed on the Praperty, This prohibition shall not
be construed to include reasonable amounts of waste generated as a result of allowed activities.

B. The exploration for and extraction of oil, gas, minerals, peat, muck, marl,
limestone, limerock, kaolin, fuller’s earth, phosphate, commen clays, gravel, shell, sand and
similar substances, under and by virtue of the authority of a grant or reservation or other form of
ownership of or interest in or control over or right to such substances, except as reasonably
necessary to combat erosion or flooding, or except as necessary and lawfully allowed for the
conduct of allowed activities.

C. Activities that will be detrimental to drainage, flood control, water conservation,
erosion control, soil conservation, or fish and wildlife habitat preservation unless otherwise
provided in this Easement. There shall be no dredging of new canals, construction of new dikes,
manipulation of natural water courses, or disruption, alteration, pollution, depletion, or extraction
on the Property of existing surface or subsurface water flow or natural water sources, fresh water
lakes, ponds and pond shores, marshes, cresks or any other water bodies, nor any activities or
uses conducted on the Property that would be detrimental to water purity or that could alter
natural water level or flow in or over the Property. Provided, however, Grantor may expand and
modify existing human-made ponds on the Property in order to enhance the habitat for native
birds and fish, provided each pond is no larger than one (1) acre in size and any excavated soil is
not piled in any one location, but used on the Property to enhance habitat for native birds and
fish, and Grantor may continue to operate, maintain, or replace existing ground water wells
incident to allowed uses on the Property, subject to legally required permits and regulations.

D. Acts or uses detrimental to the preservation of the structural integrity or physical
appearance of any portions of the Property having historical or archeological significance.

E. The removal, destruction, cutting, trimming, mowing, alteration or spraying with
biocides of trees, shrubs or other natural vegetation, including but not limited to cypress trees,
except as otherwise specifically provided in this Easement. There shall be no planting of
nuisance exotic or non-native plants as listed by the Exotic Pest Plant Council (EPPC) or its
suceessor.  The Grantor shall, to the extent practical, control and prevent the spread of nuisance
exotics or non-native plants on the Property. Grantor hereby grants to Grantee the right, in

&
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ltee s sole discretion and at Grantee's expense, to develop and implement an exotic plant
ﬁnoval plan for the eradication of exotics or non-native plants on the Property. Under no
circumstances, shall this right conveyed to Grantee be constried to diminish Grantor’s
responsibilities under this paragraph or as an obligation of the Grantee.

F. Commercial or industrial activity, or ingress, egress or other passage across or
upon the Property in conjunction with any commercial or industrial activity; except as expressly
permitted in paragraphs V.B., V.G, and V.H.

G. New construction or placing of temporary or permanent buildings, mobile homes
or other structures in, on or above the ground of the Property except as may be necessary by
Grantor for maintenance or normal operations of the Property or during emergency situations or
as may otherwise be specifically provided for hereinafter. For purposes of this paragraph the
term “emergency” shall mean those situations that will have an immediate and irreparable
adverse impact on the Conservation Purposes.

L There shall be no operation of motorized vehicles except on established trails and
roads unless necessary: (i) to protect or enhance the purposes of this Easement, (ii) for
emergency purposes, and (iii) to retrieve game that has been hunted legally.

J ere sha

be 1o apphcatlon of pest1c1des (including, but not limited to,
; excen that herblcldes may

——

K. Actions or activities that may reasonably be expected to adversely affect
threatened or endangered species.

L. Any subdivision of the land except as may otherwise be provided in this
Easement. ’

M.  There shall be no signs, billboards, or outdoor advertising of any kind erected or
displayed on the Property, except that Grantee may erect and maintain signs designating the
Property as land under the protection of Grantee.

ARTICLE V. GRANTOR’S RESERVED RIGHTS
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Grantor reserves to Grantor, and to Grantor’s personal representatives, heirs, successors,

Jid assigns, the following specified rights, which are deemed to be consistent with the purpose

. ©f the Easement. The exercise of the Reserved Rights shall be in full accordance with all

applicable local, state and federal law, as amended from time to time, as well as in accordance
with the purposes of this Easement.

A The right to observe, maintain, photograph, introduce and stock native fish or
wildlife on the Property, to use the Property for non-commercial hiking, camping, and horseback
riding, so long as the same do not constitute a danger to Grantee’s employees, agents, officers,
directors and invitees, and so long as such activities do not violate any of the prohibitions
applicable to the Property or Grantee’s rights, as stated above. Grantor reserves, and shail
continue to own, the hunting and fishing rights on, or related to, the Property and Grantor may

lease and sell privileges of such rights.

B. The right to plant and selectively harvest native pine trees (except for sand pine) over
no more than 25% (9.6 acres) of the upland portion of the Property Any such timber thinning
and harvesting shall accomplish the following goals: maintain the soil productivity of the
Property, conserve or enhance the water quality of waterbodies, wetlands and riparian zones on
the Property, protect the scenic quality of the Property, protect or enhance the wildlife habitat
attributes of the Property, maintain or create a balance of forest age classes and native species
composition on the Property, and conserve or enhance the viable populations of native plant and
animal species on the Property. Further, any timber harvesting on the Property shall be carried
out in accordance with then-current, generally accepted best management practices for the sites,

soils, and terrain of the Property.

C. The right to engage in the following ecological restoration activities to protect or
enhance the wildlife habitat attributes of the Property; or conserve or enhance the viable
populations of native plant and animal species on the Property: (i) the right to plant native trees
and herbaceous species, (ii) to remove dense herbaceous cover interfering with the planting and
growth of desired native vegetation, and to conduct controlled or prescribed burning on the
Property; provided, however, that Grantor shall obtain and comply with a prescribed fire
authorization from the local and state regulatory agencies having jurisdiction over controlled or

prescribed burning,

D. The right to mortgage the Property; provided, however, that the Mortgagee’s lien
shall be inferior to and lower in priority than this Easement.

E. The right to contest tax appraisals, assessments, taxes and other charges on the

Property.
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¥ F. The right to continue to use, maintain, repair, and reconstruct, but not to relocate
l'nlarge all existing fences, roads, drainage ditches and culverts on the Property as depicted in
ﬁ’le Baseline Documentation.

G. The right to exclusive use of the improvements depicted in the Baseline
Documentation.

H. The right to cut and remove palm trees from the Property, provided such activity:
(1) protects or enhances the wildlife habitat attributes of the Property; and (ii) conserves or
enhances the viable populations of native plant and animal species on the Property; and (iii) any
palm tree removal on the Property shall be carried out in accordance with then-current, generally
accepted best management practices for the sites, soils, and terrain of the Property,; and, (iv)
remove 100 palm trees per year for the years 2006, 2007 and 2008.

L The right to maintain an apiary operation on the Property, provided only native
species are bred and the operation does not have an adverse impact on the wildlife attributes of
the Property or populations of native plant and animal species on the Property.

1. The right to maintain the existing food plots as identified in the Baseline
Documentation, and to establish new food plots for wildlife forage, provided the cumulative area
of all the food plots does not exceed 6 acres.

ARTICLE VI. GRANTEE’S REMEDIES

A, Remedles. If Grantee determines that Grantor is in violation of the terms of this
Easement or that a violasion is threatened, Grantee shall give written notice to Grantor of such
violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the violation and, where the violation
involves injury to the Property resulting from any use or activity inconsistent with the purpose of
this Easement, to restore the portion of the Property so injured. If Grantor fails to cure the
violation within thirty (30) days after receipt of notice thereof from Grantee, or under
circumstances where the violation cannot reasonably be cured within a 30-day period, fails to
begin curing such violation within the 30-day period, or fails to continue diligently to cure such
violation until finally cured, Grantee may bring an action at law or in equity in a court of
competent jurisdiction to enforce the terms of this Easement, to enjoin the violation, ex parte as
necessary, by temporary or permanent injunction, to recover any damages to which it may be
entitled for violation of the terms of this Easement-es-iniury to any conservation values protected
by this Easement, including damages for the loss of scenic, aesthetic, or environmental values
and to require the restoration of the Property to the condition that existed prior to any such
injury. Without limiting Grantor's liability therefor, Grantee, in its sole discretion, may apply
any damages recovered to the cost of undertaking any corrective action on the Property. If
Grantee, in its sole discretion, determines that circumstances require immediate action to prevent
or mitigate significant damage to the conservation values of the Property, Grantee may pursue its
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_=ﬂies under this paragraph without prior notice to Grantor or without waiting for the period
Pvided for cure to expire. Grantee's rights under this paragraph apply equally in the event of

“Rither actual or threatened violations of the terms of this Easement, and Grantor agrees that

Grantee's remedies at law for any violation of the terms of this Easement are inadequate and that
Grantee shall be entitled to the injunctive relief described in this paragraph, both prohibitive and
mandatory, in addition to such other relief to which Grantee may be entitled, including specific
performance of the terms of this Easement, without the necessity of proving either actual
damages or the inadequacy of otherwise available legal remedies. Grantee's remedies described
in this paragraph shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to all remedies now or hereafter
existing at Jaw or in equity.

B. Grantee’s Discretion. Enforcement of the terms of this Easement shall be at the
discretion of Grantee, and any fotbearance by Grantee to exercise its rights under this Easement
in the event of any breach of any term of this Easement by Grantor shall not be deemed or
construed to be a waiver by Grantee of such term or of any subsequent breach of the same or any
other term of this Easement or of any of Grantee's rights under this Easement. No delay or
omission by Grantee in the exercise of any right or remedy upon any breach by Grantor shall
impair such right or remedy or be construed as a waiver.

D. Acts Beyond Grantor’s Control. Nothing contained in this Easement shall be
construed to entitle Grantee to bring any action against Grantor for any injury to or change in the
Property resulting from causes beyond Grantor's control, including, without limitation, fire,
flood, storm, and earth movement, or from any prudent action taken by Grantor under emergency
conditions to prevent, abate, or mitigate significant injury to the Property resulting from such
causes.

E. Hold Harmless, Grantor shall hold harmless, indemnify, and defend Grantee and
its members, directors, officers, employees, agents, and contractors and the heirs, personal
representatives, successors, and assigns of each of them (collectively "Indemnified Parties”) from
and against all liabilities, penalties, costs, losses, damages, expenses, causes of action, claims,
demends, or judgments, including, without limitation, reasonable attomey fees, arising from or in
any way connected with: (1) injury to or the death of any person, or physical damage to any
property, resulting from any act, omission, condition, or other matter related to or occurring on
or about the Property, regardless of cause, unless due solely to the negligence of any of the
Indernified Parties; (2) the obligations specified in paragraph VIILA. and VIILB.; and (3) the
existence or administration of this Easement.

ARTICLE VII. NO PUBLIC ACCESS
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The granting of this Easement does not convey to the public the right to enter the
perty for any purpose whatsoever, and Grantee will cooperate with Grantor in the

» . et
-~ enforcement of this prohibition.

’." ARTICLE VIII. MISCELLANEOUS

A. Costs and Liabilities, Grantor retaing all responsibilities and shall bear all costs
and liabilities of any kind related to the ownership, operation, upkeep, and maintenance of the

Property, including the maintenance of adequate comprehensive general liability coverage.

Grantor shall keep the Property free of any liens arising out of any work performed for, materials
furnished to, or obligations incurred by Grantor.

(& Extinguishment. If circumstances arise in the future such as render the purpose
of this Easement impossible to accomplish, this Easement can only be terminated or
extinguished, whether in whole or in part, by judicial proceedings in a court of competent
jurisdiction, and the amount of the proceeds to which Grantee shall be entitled, afier the
satisfaction of prior claims, from any sale, exchange, or involuntary conversion of all or any
portion of the Property subsequent to such termination or extinguishment, shall be determined,
unless otherwise provided by Florida law at the time, in accordance with paragraph VIILD.
Grantee shall use all such proceeds in a manner consistent with the Conservation Purposes of this
grant or the purposes of the bond or statutory program under which Grantee obtained the
purchase money for this Easement. Grantor believes that any changes in the use of neighboring
properties will increase the benefit to the public of the continuation of this Easement, and
Grantor and Grantee intend that any such changes shall not be deemed to be circumstances
justifying the termination or extinguishment of this Easement. In addition, the ipability of
Grantor to conduct or implement any or all of the uses allowed under the terms of this Easement,
or the unprofitability of doing so, shall not impair the validity of this Easement or be considered
grounds for jts termination or extinguishment. '

]

11
BLA-503, Revised 09.10.03




- D Proceeds. This Easement constitutes a real property interest immediately vested
+'Grantee, which, for the purposes of paragraph VIILC., the parties stipulate to have a fair

- Ynarket value determined by multiplying the fair market valne of the Property unencumbered by
the Easement (minus any increase in value after the date of this grant attributable to
improvements) by the ratio of the value of the Easement at the time of this grant to the value of
the Property, without deduction for the value of the Easement, at the time of this grant. The
values at the time of this grant shall be those values used to calculate the deduction for federal
_income tax purposes allowable by reason of this grant, pursuant to Section 170(h) of the Internal
“Revenue Code. For the purposes of this paragraph, the ratio of the value of the Easement to the
value of the Property unencumbered by the Easement shall remain constant.

E. Condemnation. If the Easement is taken, in whole or in part, by exercise of the
power of eminent domain, Grantee shall be entitled to compensation in accordance with

applicable law.

F. Assignment. This Easement is transferable, but Grantee may assign its rights and
obligations under this Easement only to an organization that is, at the time of the assignment,
both (i) a “qualified organization” as that term is defined in Section 170(h) of the Internal
Revenue Code and (ii) autherized to acquire and hold conservation easements under Section
704,06 of the Florida Statutes. (or any successor provision then applicable). As a condition of
such transfer, Grantee shall require that the Conservation Purposes that this grant is intended to
advance continue to be carried out.

G. Subsequent Transfers. Grantor agrees to incorporate the terms of this Easement
in any deed or other legal instrument by which Grantor divests any interest in all or a portion of
the Property, including, without limitation, a leasehold interest. Grantor further agrees to give
written notice to Grantee of the transfer of any interest at least twenty (20) days prior to the date
of such transfer. The failure of Grantor to perform any act required by this paragraph shall not
impair the validity or priority of this Easement or limit its enforceability in any way.

H. Notices. Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval, or commmunication that
either party desires or is required to give to the other shall be in writing and either served
personally or sent by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the parties as set forth above,
or to such other addresses such party may establish in writing to the other.

L Recordation. Grantee shall record this instrument and any amendments in timely
fashion in the official records of Brevard County, Florida, and may re-record it at any time as
may be required to preserve its rights in this Easement.

1. . Non-Homestead Certification. Grantor hereby certifies that if a Grantor who is
married signs this Easement without the joinder of his or her spouse, the Property is neither the
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lstead of Grantor nor the primary physical residence of Grantor, nor is the Property
Phtiguous to the homestead or primary physical residence of Grantor.

K. Amendments. If circumstances arise under which an amendment to or
modification of this Conservation Easement would be appropriate, the Grantors and the Grantee
may by mutual written agreement jointly amend this Conservation Easement, provided that no
such amendment shall be made that will adversely affect the qualification of this Conservattomr—
‘Easement for the tax benefits available or the status of Grantee under any applicable Taws,
including Sections 170(h) and 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code, Any such amendment
shall be consistent with the purpose of this Conservation Easement, shall not affect its perpetual
duration, and shall not result in any diminution of protection of the conservation values. Any
such amendment shall be recorded in the official public records of Brevard County, Florida.
Nothing herein shall require the Grantee to agree to any amendment,

L. Controlling Law. The laws of the State of Florida shall govern the interpretation
and performance of this Easement.

M. Liberal Construction. Any general rule of construction to the contrary
notwithstanding, this Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant to effect the
pwpose of this Easement and the policy and purpose of §704,06, Florida Statutes. If any
provision in this instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation consistent with the
purpose of this Easement that would render the provision valid shall be favored over any
interpretation that would render it invalid.

N. Severability. If any provision of this Easement, or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance, is found to be invalid, the remainder of the provisions of this Easement,
or the application of such provision to persons or circumstances other than those as to which it is
found to be invalid, as the case may be, shall not be affected thereby.

o. No Forfeiture. Nothmg contained berein will result in a forfeiture or reversion of
Grantor’s title in any respect,

P. Joint Obligation. The obligations imposed by this Easement upon Grantor shall
be joint and several.

Successors. The covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions of this Easernent

shali mmmammmmmwmd their respective personal

representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns and shall continue a3 a servitude running 1n
perpetuity with the Property.
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R. Termination of Rights and Obligations. A partys rights and obligations under
Els Easement terminate upon transfer of the pany s interest in the Easement or Property, except
¥ 4 that liability for acts or omissions occurring prior to transfer shall survive transfer.

3 S. Captions. The captions in this instrument have been inserted solely for
convenience of reference and are not a part of this instrument and shall have no effect upon

construction or interpretation,
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto Grantee, its successors, and assigns forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantor and Grantee have set their hands on the day and year first
above written.
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l&nesses:, .
: V@W N ONE
" Signatize-6f fitst witnéss David L. Laney, Grantor
KATHY LOYD
Printed name of first witness

Mo 1. feewel¥

1gnature of second witness

Viima L. Hewelt

Printed name of second witness

Wimzﬁ.aéz W@f/

Sighatire’of ﬁﬂm LOYD Cheryl Ann’Bames, Grantor

Printed name of first witness

/ﬂi&ua £ ﬂ@wﬁﬁ[

lgignature of second witness
Viima L. Hewett

Printed name of second witness

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the State
aforesaid and in the County aforesaid, to take acknowledgments, appeared David L. Laney who
is personally known to me or who has produced a state driver license as identification, and who
did not take an oath and executed the foregoing instrument and he acknowledged before me that

he executed the same for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this [ 7 7T'E.Tay

of %,._.M_J 2005

BLA-503, Revised 09.10.03
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STATE OF FLO
COUNTY OF

WITN
of %i,e ,200_

U oy

f (%4
Signed™

KATHLEEN LOYD

“Phavord_

Printed Notary Public, State of Florida
NOTARY PUBLIC  wy comm. exp. Nov. 3, 2006
My Commission Expires: Comm. No. 0D 155503

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the State
aforesaid and in the County aforesaid, to take acknowledgments, appeared Cheryl Ann Bames
who is personally known to me or who has produced a state driver license as identification, and
who did not teke an oath and executed the foregoing instrument and she acknowledged before

me that she executed the same for the purposes therein expressed.

ESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this {gﬁ’ay

ATTEST:

By:

Scott Ellis, Clerk

(Seal)

Signdd , KATHLEEN LOYD

i Notary Public, State of Florida
Fointed iy comm. exp. Nov. 3, 2006
Comi. No. DD 159303

NOTARY PUBLIC
My Commission Expires:

BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA
BY ITS BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS

By: %é_—-n 7/‘4

Helen Voltz, Chair 0

As approved by the Board on12-13~05.
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4 EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A TEE whie My * b s d e w::«“'ﬂé;v U0 .

1 PEAL DESCRIPTION:

10T}, BLOCK 1, AND LOT 4, BLOCK 1, TOGRTHER WITH A PORTION OF LOT 5, 8LOCK 1, L.L,
ﬁwEN'S SUBDI1 \‘ISIOH ACCORDIMG Tb THEPLAT HERZOF AS-RECORDED 18 FLAT BOOK 2

AT FAGE %0 OF THE PUBLIC AECORDS Of BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA. BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED A8 FOLLOWE:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTIEAST CORNER'OF LOT'6, BDOCK {, OF SAID L.L. OWENS
SUBDIVISION ACCORDING TQ THE PLAT THEREQP AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 2 AT
PAGE 90.0¢ THE FUBLIC RECORDS OF BIREYARD COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCS §, 00°04' 19"
Wi, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 6, BLOCK ], A DISTANCT OF 660.87 FEET 10 THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE AFORERAID LOT 4, BLOCK 1, SAID POINT BEING THE POINT
OF BEQINNING; TRENCE §, 89'46'3)" E., ALONG THENORTH LINE OF LOT 4 AND LOT I,
BLOCK 1, OF SAID L, L, OWBNS SUBDWISIO‘N. A DISTANCE OF 132).24 PEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK t OF SAID L. L, OWENS SUBDIVISION; THENCES. 00*
04'19" ,, ALOMO THE EAST UINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1, A DISTANCE OF 784,76 FEET 10
THRSOUTHBAST CORNER OP SAID LOT I, BLOCK 15 THENCE 8. 73'30'57" W,, ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OT SAID LOT 1 AND LOT 4, DLOCK 1 or SAID L, L, GWENS SUBDIVIBION, A
DISTANCF OF 1378,38 FERT TO THE TO THE SOUTHWEET CORNER OF SAID LOT 4, BLOCK I
THENCE M, 00°04' 19" B,, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID-LOT 4, BLOCK |, A DISBTANCE OF
$61.19 FEET, THENCE M, B9'33'A1" W,, A DISTANCE OF 660:62 FEETTO.A POINT LYING ON
THE WEST LINE OF SAID L.OT &, BLOCK 1, THENCEN. B0°04'15™ €., ALONG SAID WEST LINE
A DISTANCE OF 603.57 FEBT 10 THE 30U l‘lt\\’ﬁS‘l CORNER OF 5AID LQT ¢, BLOCK (;
THENCE S, #9'46'33" B, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 6; BLOCK 1, A DISTANCE OF
660,52 FEFT TO THE POINT OF BEUINNING.

SUBJECT 10 A 25.00 FEET WIDE INORESS/EQRESS BASEMENT LYING WEST OF AND
ARUTTING 'D’fE EAST LINE OF LOT $, BLORK §, OF SAID L. L. OWENS SUBDIVISION.

SUBIBUT TO A 25.00 FEEY WIDE INORESS/EGRESS BASBMENT LYING NORTH OF AND
ABUTTING THE $DUTH LINE OF LOT § AND LOT 4, BLOCK 1, OF SND L. L. OWENS
SHBDIVISHN.

BAID FARCEY, COMTAINS 3241 ACRESl MQRE OR LESS,
SURIBCT TO ARY EABEMENTS AND QR RIGHT OF WAYS'OF KECORD,
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MAP 1
SAM'S HAMMOCK CONSERVATION EASEMENT
Brevard County, Florida

'IheMzture@
Conservancy. >4

LAND Ton LAST DREAT PLACEE Ofe EART»

: Wendy J. Caster
, 22 February 2006
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Volusia County Property Appraiser
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Craddock, Amy

From: Lora Losi <losi.loral@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 04, 2019 11:40 AM

To: Pritchett, Rita; rita.pritchett@yahoo.com
Subject: Rezoning issue today

Hello,

I and many thousands of my fellow Brevard citizen are deeply concerned about our lagoon. Here in north Brevard the
rural way of fife is most noticeable and deeply cherished. The IRL is a huge part of the quality of life for many people, not
even mentioning the economic value of ecotourism and fishing.

I don't see how a new development using septic systems so close to the lagoon is in anyone's best interest. The septic
systems may seem qualified enough for now, but we have all seen the future degradation of them and the IRL along

with them.
This along with the economic value of wildlife areas and quality of life issues (and therefore real estate values for

existing tax payers) dictate that this rezoning be denied.

Lora Losi



Newell, Marcia

==
From: CHRIS LORENTI <¢jl7878 @bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2019 7:55 AM
To: Pritchett, Rita
Cc: Melanie Lorenti
Subject: Rezoning Issue AU 2 1/2 to RR1

Good morning Mrs. Pritchett,

My name is Chris Lorenti. My family and | live at 3108 Coral Ave. Mims, FL (North Brevard). We moved out to the
country from a very populated city. My wife and | wanted our three girls to grow up experiencing the country life. | know
this decision to change the rezoning of our cities properly size from 2.5 to 1 acre lots does not seem like a big deal now,
but it will have long term effects on our community. | can assure you that this decision will not be a "one and done"
occurrence. It will set a precedence. | understand individuals will say that it is their property and they can do what they
want. Although that is mostly true, we would not be having this discussion about changing zoning laws if it were totally
true. We and others have made this place our home knowing what the lot sizes are. And we are very glad that they are
in place. At a time when rural communities are becoming relics, lets stand together and conserve one of America's
greatest assets. 2.5 acres at a time...

Thank you for your fime,

The Lorenti family



Newell, Marcia

==
From: Max <maxinezieman@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 26, 2019 2;52 PM
To: Commissioner, D1
Subject: Rezoning in Scottsmoor
Categories: EMAIL - MARCIA

Rita Pritchett,

| am contacting you about the rezoning that the Thomas’ want to do in Scottsmoor. We moved here to
Scottsmoor in 2005. One of the many reasons was because it had pasture land for my horses, plus the
ocean breeze is a lifesaver in the summer. We are 100% opposed to changing the zoning to RR1 in this
area.

The drinking water issue is one of the biggest reasons. The roads up here would need a major overhaul if
zoning changes. More police, fire and emergency service would need to increase. What about the
schools? | understand that Pinewood is almost full.  But then we have another reason, most people that
live here don’t want the density or influx of people. We would lose our way of life. Please don’t change
the zoning to RR1.

l'also would like to see a small land use study done that would look into the water issue and other
environmental problems. | just think that this really needs to be looked at carefully. Northern Brevard is
different that most of the rest of the county.

Thanks,

Maxine Zieman
John Zieman
3465 Sunset Ave
Scottsmoor,



Newell, Marcia

——
From: Alyssa Atkins <nolencarrphotography@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2019 12:23 PM
To: Pritchett, Rita
Subject: Rezoning Scottsmoor from AU 2.5 to RR1

Dear Commissioner Pritchett,

My name is Alyssa Atkins. My husband and | own a home and a cattle ranch in Scottsmoor and
have been residents for over 5 years. We purchased our home and land with the intent on living a
rural lifestyle. We homeschool our children here and raise our livestock here. We love the close-knit
community and the fact that everyone seems to look out for one another.

| have major concerns about the new zoning proposal from AU 2.5 to RR1. Not only am | concerned
what the water draw will be from our area to that newly proposed neighborhood (we aiready have a
ridiculously high salt water intrusion here), but also the potential detrimental effects of 14 new septic
systems and runoff on our immediate area. Increased traffic is also a concern. While | do
understand the land owner wants to make the most out of his investments, | fear that the rezoning
will only set a new precedent for others to do the same and we will no longer have the tight-knit,
safe, rural community we all know and love. We are farmers, ranchers, and families here longing to
live a quiet country life. We are not home builders trying to make a hefty profit placing
neighborhoods where they are not wanted. My husband and | intend for this to be our forever
homestead. This home and land is our retirement. If this rezoning happens, our entire way of life
could be flipped upside down along with our future plans. We are not alone, as I'm sure you already
know. You can understand how concerned we are when what we've worked so hard for is in
jeopardy.

Thank you so much for your time. | appreciate you hearing my concerns,

Sincerely,
Alyssa Atkins
3000 Sunset Ave
Mims FL 32754
321.652.9524



I_i_ewell, Marcia

From: Richard Ceballos <rceballos1937@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2019 9:25 AM

To: Pritchett, Rita

Subject: SCOTTSMOOR ZONING

Rita,

I am against the rezoning because of water issues and the fact that it will
definitely down grade our style of fife, that we moved here for.

We will be at the meetings to protest.

Richard I Ceballos

3175 Sunset Ave Scottsmoor, FI.



Newell, Marcia

=R

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Gooad Evening;

Vanessa McCall <mccall_vanessa@yahoo.com>
Thursday, February 28, 2019 9:44 PM

Pritchett, Rita

Rezoning Request for Old Dixie & County Line Road

EMAIL - MARCIA

Short and sweet Ms. Pritchett, | personally believe that zoning should stay at 1 house/2.5 acre.
Scottsmoor is currently a rural area and | would like to see it kept that way.

Vanessa McCall
5855 Palm St,



Newell, Marcia

From; mellorenti <mellorenti@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 5:06 PM
To: Pritchett, Rita

Subject: Rezoning MISTAKE

Dear Rita,

| truly hope you hear our small community of Scottsmoor's cry for help. We desperately gringe at the thought of a
change in zoning. This is my families biggest fear! We chose this small community for the purpose of it being rural. My
family and myself needed a slower pace of home life, living here has made my husband and three daughters so happy.
Coming from an eggresivily over populated town of Port Orange who's commisioners have aloud the chaos to happen.
I no longer feel the stress and burden of coming home. For once | enjoy driving home and up our beautiful road of
fields and farm animais,

If this rezoning of 1 acre changes from 2.5 acre we feel is a terrible mistake and sadly will turn into what this
community doesn't want as a hole. More people equals more crime! Please keep this community rural the way we
chose it to be for a families!

Let's not give into the greed of a single person! This single person will effect thousands of residents in this community
in my opinion odds of 1:1,00 do not make proper sense for this town.

Do not let aur town become the greedy overpopulated crime ridden end of an era.

Keep Scottsmoor Rule!l

Thank you kindly,

Melanie Lorenti, CPhT

3108 Coral Ave.Mims, FL 32754
386-212-9195

Sentvia the Samsung Galaxy Note® 4, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone



Newell, Marcia

From: Commissioner, D1

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 8:14 AM
To: Newell, Marcia

Subject: Fw: Rezoning in Scottsmoor fi

From: Sheri Plante <kapfarm2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 11:05 AM
To: Commissioner, D1

Subject: Rezoning in Scottsmoar fl

Dear Mrs. Pritchett,

I Sheri Plante along with my husband Kenneth Plante Ir. humbly ask for your support in NOT passing the re-
zoning of our community in Scottsmoor. Our community is made up of many hobby farms, large farms,
organic groves, organic gardens, humble Christain families and the list goes on.

Our property directly faces the said property entirely. This would greatly affect us and the conservation
property to our south. There is also conservation areas to their east! Along with the organic grove to their
south. All of us work hard after our regular jobs to maintain this lifestyle.

So many more of us would be at these meetings but we have to work.

My husband and I are very humble people. We have worked hard for what we have. We have tried to pass
this on to our children and grandchildren as well.

S0 many times we have had to compromise our way of life for growth and there are plenty of other areas for
that without disrupting so many peoples lives whom do not want this change.

In 37 years we have NEVER used my father in laws name to prosper us in any way, but we lost him a few
years back after a 3 year battle with ALS. The point of even mentioning this is he fought so hard for what he

felt was best for Florida and mostly the people.
He was so fair and respected by many legislators and politicians that not only did he battle ALS he did it

without a voice {not good especially for a politician) but with an incredible smile.

Thank You from the bottom of our hearts for your time and understanding of where we stand on this!

May God truly bless you,
Kenneth and Sheri Plante



3114/2019 Zoning change norlh of Scottsmoor

O Replyall|v [ Delete Junk|v  se»
Zoning change north of Scottsmoor

Ronald Bartcher <bartcher@cfl.rr.com> & Replyall | v
Tackay, 8:24 AM

Commissioner, D1 ¥

[7ilymx

Dear Commissioner Pritchett:

| was greatly disappointed on Monday, March 11, 2019, when the P&Z2 Advisory Board narrowly voted to
recommend approval of a zoning change on 19.75 acres narth of Scottsmoor, located at 6705 Dixie Way.

I am writing to you because the concerns of the Scottsmoor residents are my very same concerns. | live
halfway between Mims and Scottsmoor and | want to keep this quiet, rural area of North Brevard as is.

| believe that some members of the Advisory Board were swayed to vote for this change because the
developer agreed to put in the new high-performance septic tanks. However, this property is about 3700
feet west of the lagoon and any septic tank that far away will not contribute any measurable amount of
pollution to the lagoon. The science on this is clear. Thus, the Board created a solution to a prablem that
doesn’t exist. Even worse, the vote was not based on relevant information.

In voting for this change the Board is actually creating a larger pollution problem than exists with the
current zoning. We heard testimony from residents that there is runoff from properties in that area and
that the ditches have water flowing to the lagoon, even in the dry season. However, because this property
is not an active agriculture area, it is essentially vacant tand. There is virtually no fertilizer in that runoff. By
allowing a higher density of smaller residential lots, there will be runoff containing more yard fertilizer and
grass clippings going into the ditches and into the water that flows straight into the lagoon. The developer is
only obligated to not increase the runoff; he is under no obligation to decrease existing runoff. Thus,
development will not decrease the pollution of the Indian River Lagoon.

It appeared to me that the Board ignored the highly significant issue of compatibility with the surrounding
property. This property is directly across the road from property in Volusia county that has been set aside as a
Conservation Easement. In addition, just a short distance southwest of this property is a large parcel of
Conservation Easement property. Furthermore, immediately to the east is property that is part of the Indian
River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project. The subject property is almost surrounded by property that is
specifically designated to avoid development. Having a higher density development next to Conservation
Easement properties is most certainly not compatible.

In addition to these three objective issues, there are also two subjective issues that, | believe, explain why
the P&Z meeting room was filled with residents objecting to this rezoning. First, residents are concerned,
and rightly so, that their wells will have problems. More development certainly means more people
competing for the limited amount of potable water. The residents testified that some of them have already
seen problems with their wells. Second, residents are concerned about a lifestyle change being forced
upon them. They deliberately chose to live in this rural area with few houses and large areas of
undeveloped land. They do not want neighbors within talking distance. They enjoy the quiet, and they

hilps://aullaok.office366.com/owa/D1.Commissioner@brevardft.gov/projection.aspx 1/2
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Stuart Buchanan, who represented the property owners/developers, mentioned that Brevard County has a
lot of land that is not on the tax rolls, such as EELs land. This is a red herring and is not relevant to this
rezoning case. The residents only want the housing density to remain as is. Thus, keeping the tax rolls
intact.

| do hope that you, and the other Commissioners, will consider the real issues around this rezoning request
and deny the request.

Regards,
Ron Bartcher

htips:/foutiook.offica365.com/owa/D 1, Commissioner@brevardfl.goviprojection.aspx 22



Newell, Marcia

From: rachelburke0325@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 7:38 PM
To: Pritchett, Rita

Subject: RR1 Rezcning Scottsmoor

My name is Rachel Burke, my husband and | live at 6010 Dixie Way in Scottsmoor. Right
down the road from the proposed RR1 rezoning. We live on a narrow dirt road that is
impassable at times due to large trucks, flooding, or the road being in disrepair. On a
normal day, two cars can not travel on this road next to one another. Rather, one car must
pull up on the side of the road to yield to the oncoming traffic. We have well water that has
declined substantially in quality since the cemetery was built. We have had to spend
thousands of dollars on having our well re drilled and added reverse osmosis and a
chlorinator just to have drinkable water. Salt intrusion is something we worry about with
the expansion of the cemetery and each new home that is built. We live on 5 acres; as do
all of our neighbors. Our area is currently zoned for agriculture; one home per 2.5 acres.
All of our homes are like this. Please do not approve the rezoning for RR1. This would have
an immense negative impact on our water and way of life. We all live here because we love
the land and rural way of life. The RR1 would NOT match anything around it. Rather, a
crowded eye sore. Please take into consideration what the community thinks. We greatly
need your help in preventing this from being passed. Please vote no to rezoning.

Sent from my iPhone



Commissioner, D1

From; Loveleedxd <loveleedxd@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 10:20 AM
To: Commissicner, D1

Subject: PLEASE KEEP SCOTTSMQOOR RURAL
Categories: MARCIA

Dear Commissicner Pritchett,

| am writing in regards to the upcoming hearing for rezoning in Scottsmoor.
Please, Please do not allow this!!

We moved here many years ago BECAUSE of the zoning laws to keep it rural, and we have enjoyed riding the horses
and walking the dogs up and down the dirt roads for many years, there was very little traffic and we loved the farms and
groves. we came here to enjoy the rural farm lifestyle and felt it was always safe from overbuilding! Allowing someone
from outside Brevard to come here and ruin it for us, is a slap in the face!!

While progress HAS come to our area, and the traffic is much worse and we hardly feel safe riding the roads or even
walking the dogs from the speeding vehicles.....We have accepted and lived by this law for the many years we've been
here and we expect it to remain soll We will deal with what progress there is as long as they adhere to the current law,
allowing so many more houses s unfair to every resident herell

The precedent it sets is quite frightening!!

as elected officials, its your duty to uphold the will and desires of your people, and i do not know a single person in
Scottsmoor that wants the area overbuilt this way!!

PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THE ZONING TO BE CHANGED!!

Thank you for your time and consideration!
Sincerely,

Tom and Lee Francis

3400 Coral Ave

321-289-2701



Commissioner, D1

From: Ronald Bartcher <bartcher@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2019 7:26 PM

To: Commissioner, D1

Subject: Future Land Use change in Scottsmoor

Dear Commissioner Pritchett:

| object to the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’
property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

In 2008, following the Brevard County Commission’s acceptance of the Mims Small Area Study, the County
arbitrarily extended the dividing line between RES 1 and Res 1-2.5 Future Land Use from Flounder Creek
Road north to the county line. Apparently, they used an arbitrary distance (of approximately 6500 feet) from
USt and just drew a line north to the county line. This arbitrary extension caused many properties to end up
with two separate Future Land Uses. A more logical approach would have been to select a natural division
line, such as the road Dixie Way, as the dividing line to avoid creating a problem for property owners.

An even more logical approach would have been to designate all property north of Scottsmoor, except for
that facing US1, to have a Future Land Use of RES 1-2.5, since all that property is 2.5 acres or more. By using
RES 1-2.5 Future Land Use, the County would have avoided creating a large area of Zoning/ Future Land Use
inconsistencies, since virtually all this property is Zoned AU (which allows same density as RES 1-2.5).

One more thing to consider is that density, like beauty, is in the eye of the beholder. if a resident lives in a
city, then one house per acre appears to be low density. To residents that live in this rural area of North
Brevard, one house per acre is viewed as high density; one house per 2 % acres is medium density; and we
would view one house per 20 acres as low density. This difference in perspective is important when
considering Future Land Use changes. Future Land Use changes should not affect the residents in a negative
manner. The residents of this area live here specifically because of what they perceive as low density. They
have invested their money and located their families in this rural area of Brevard, and they rightly expect the
Land Uses will continue to be compatible with their community values.

Please deny the Future Land Use change that is being considered for loseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’
property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

Regards,
Ron Bartcher



Commissioner, D1

From: dbottol «<dbotto1@cfl.rr.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2019 1:52 PM

To: Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4;
Commissioner, D3

Subject: Scottsmoor Re-zoning Proposal

Please refer to my E Mail dated March 10.
The subject zoning change, if approved, would be a glaring example of irresponsible land use management.
| respectfully urge you to reject this request.

David C. Botto
Indian Harbour beach
321773 2327



Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia

Florida House of Representatives

District 50
400 South St #1C Orange County egislative Delegation 317 Lousc Office Building
Titusville, FL 32780 Brevard County Legislative Delegation 402 5. Mornroe SL. Tallahassee, FL 32399
(321) 383-5151 Rene.Plasencia@MyFloridaHouse Gov (850) 717-3050

March 15, 2019

Commissioner Rita Pritchett
Brevard County District 1

2000 8. Washington Ave., Suite 2
Tirusville, FL. 32780

RE: North Brevard Re-Zoning Request
Commissioner Pritchett,

It has comce to my attention that there 15 cuttently a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Commission
on 4 Aptil, 2019 to have 19.75 acres in Norih Brevard rezoned to RR 1, onc home per acre, which is curtent zoned as
AU 1:2.5. T way made awate that at the March 11% Planning & Zoning meeting there were only two letters subemitted
supporting the re-zoning request while there were 157 property owners who signed the petition opposing it.

These properties at risk of being tezoned ate the agricultural properties currently setving as Florida Forever and
Blucways buffers, and a number of them ate targeted as Florida Forever acquisitions. Curtently these agricultural
properties provide essential contiguous habirar for wildlife and forage for migrating bitds. To compound the negative
aspects of this proposed re-zoning, all of these propertes are directly intet-connected via open storm water drainage
dircctly to the lagoon. T ask that you please take the time to consider the ramifications of this te-zoning if it wete to be
apptoved. It is my belief that decades of effort to protect the Eastern side of the Indian River Lagoon in North
Brevard County, while establishing cffective contiguous Flonda Forever wildlife habitat and corridors will have been
for naught if this passes.

Teel free 1o reach out to me if you have any questions.

Respectfully Yours,

{m' Pl oo

Representative Rene “Coach P Plasencia
ep

Proudly Serving Eust Orange County & Brevard County
Workforce Development & Tourism Subcommittee - Chair ; Health Quality Subcommittee - Vice Chair ;
Appropriations Committee ; Commerce Committee ; Health Care Appropriations Subcommittee ; Oversight,
Transparency & Public Management Subcommittee



Newell, Marcia

From: Scottsmoor Community Association <scottsmoorcommunityasseciation@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 27, 2019 8:35 PM

To: Newell, Marcia; Pritchett, Rita

Subject: Scottsmoor Meeting Monday Feb 25th

c/o: Commissioner Pritchett:

Monday night we held our monthly mecting and invited the Thomas' to speak to the community in regards to
their want of zoning changes to their land on the end of Dixie Hwy and County Ditch Line Rd. In my tenure
as President I have never seen this many people attend. We quite often reach 40 but we exceeded 100
residents on Monday night.

It was also the first time we had 5 past Presidents of SCA in the hall at one time. The issuc of rezoning is a
bigger deal than I could have even anticipated. 1 will let you know that there is currently 7 pages of signed
petition. And there will be many who attend the ncxt P&Z meeting.

['am not surc if you started to receive input on this matter but T am surc you will get plenty of comments. I
will tell you that other than the Thomas' there was not one person at the meeting that agreed with the Thomas'

position.

[t was my understanding that they were to come to spcak with the community to come 1o a possible
compromise. He has no intention ol compromise. He answered questions and those he could not answer he
just hy passed over. He was pretty adamant that he has a right to change the zoning. It is his land 1o do with
as he sees fit. And the ncighbors have little say. So I'm sure you can appreciate how that was received.

Although the residents showed signs of frustration and did at times get a bit loud they showed restraint and let
their voice be heard. Ido not know how much was vidco tapcd but his son did tape some of the presentation.

T wanted to touch base with you as a courtesy and let you know what is happening to date.

Like [ said, many will attend the planning and zoning meeting on March [ 1th, But everyonc is awarc that the
request will come before the Board of County Commissioners in April (no matter what way the zoning board
should vote). Again, a heads up, there are residents who have pledged payment for bus transportation, And it
looks like collections are taking placed for at least another bus for the April Commissioner meeting should the
nced arise.

Again, T wantcd to show you a courtesy and let you know what is going on. But understand that [ personally
do not want this zoning to change and I will be attending the meetings and writing cmails in 2 capacitics, both
as aresident and a member of Scottsmoor Community Association.

Lastly, it is our request as a community that scicntific professionals are paid for by anyone wanting to changc
zoning that would address the concerns of water management, ecology and Indian River impact. And we
request that a true Future Land Use Study be done with our arca as focus, not Mims. Extrapolating out a Land
Use Study done by Mims with Mims residents and future in mind is not Scottsmoor. And it does not
accurately represent the area. Wc are 8 miles from Mims.

Thanks,



[ am sure I will speak with you soon.
Rose McGinnis



Newell, Marcia

From: Scottsmoor Community Association <scottsmoorcommunityassociation@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 3:31 PM

To: Newell, Marcia

Subject: Scottsmoor

Hi Marcia,

I found this email returned to me so 1 am sending a copy of the original to you.

Commissioner Pritchett:

I'am writing to give some perspeclive on the new building in Scottsmoor. A week ago I received a call letting
the community know that there would be a request for zoning and land use change in Scottsmoor at a property
on the corner of Dixie Way and County Ditch Rd.

‘The zoning request is the area of concem. I am receiving calls daily and some emails with people apposed to
this change in any way. The building in our area is exploding. We expect that and welcome it in the current
perimeters of 1 home per 2 1/2 acres.

The zoning change is asking for RR1 rating. This would allow building on 1 acre. A rate of 2 1/2 time the
current rate could be a strain on our resources and roads. Dixie Hwy is dirt and has small farms and horse
ranchces. It is home to gofer turtles, Osprey, and numcrous birds. Not to mention the strain on our fresh water
reserves. Many houses in that area are already having problems with salt water intrusion. And lastly all the
future statistics for our schools growth is based on projections that include a 2 1/2 acre lot. Allowing RR1 will
increase theses projections by up to 2 1/2 times. Pinewood is already expeeted to exceed capacity in the next
few years. Setting a precedent to build at a RR1 would cause major problems for all of this.

This has not passed Planning and Zoning at this point. But they will address the zoning again next month. If
passed it will then be presented to the Board of Commissioners. This may take place as soon as the April
Commissioner meeting,

As I understand the situation therc was a Land Use Study done hy Mims that only reached up to Flounder
Creek Rd. There is not a land use study dong north of that area that I am aware of. 1 would like to request a
future land use study for Scottsmoor. And a possible review of the Future Land Use study by Mims that
includes voting district 106.

Thomas' (the land owner asking for a change) will be addrcssing the community on Monday Feb 25th at 6:45
pm. But, [ am guessing that there will be trouble agreeing to any compromise. There is concern that any
allowance will set a precedence to allow all AU properties in this arca the right to change their zoning.

I am sure that there are some land owners that would love the idea of selling their property under RR!. Their
property value would surely increase. SCA is neutral here. [ am only trying to relay the concerns of those who
have contacted me. But I have only heard negative reaction to this zoning issue(not including the

Thomas'). Should I receive other opinions on the subject I would provide them.

Please let us know how to procecd to have a vote for Future Land Use in our area by Brevard County
Commisionets.



Thank you
Rose McGinnis: President; Scottsmoor Community Association



Commissioner, D1

From: Maureen Rupe <rupe32927@earthlink.net>

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 9:57 AM

To: Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D5:
Commissioner, D3

Subject: re-zoning request 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres rezoned to RR 1, one home per
acre

Categories: MARCIA

There is a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Commission on 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres rezaned
to RR 1, one home per acre near the Volusia-Brevard County Line {see attached jpg).

The Brevard County Commission must at some time realize that increasing density along our Indian River Lagoon is
detrimental to the work our residents are doing to try to fix the lagoon. The area in question must require septic
systems due to not having sewer service anywhere close to the property. Septic Systems in this area is detrimental
even atone per 10 acres. It would not even be the number of septic tanks you would be adding so close to our
precious Indian River Lagoon, but any residential properties seems to be addicted to having grass on their lawns and
public areas. Increasing density allows more nitrogen and phosphorus into the lagoon, as this area allows any
contamination immediately into the lagoon’s water shed.
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Has the County Commission thought about the damage it is doing by repeatedly increasing density around
the lagoon and St John's River? Do the residents of Brevard County realize this increase in density is basically
removing any positive effects our tax dollars are doing to restore the Indian River Lagoon? Shouldn’t the
county conduct a study on the effects the increased density is having on the Indian River Lagoon’s water

quality? .

Please do not allow this increase in density on our northern county borders. In addition, please conduct a
study to find what harm is being done with continually increasing density. It is the minimum we should be
doing whilst the rezones on Merritt Island continue, and septic tank Permits still being approved by the
State. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Maureen Rupe
7185 Bright Ave
Port St lohn, 32927
321-639-6839

“One of the penalties for refusing to participate in government
is that you end up being governed by your inferiors.” - Plato



Newell, Marcia

From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

County Commissioner District 1

County Commissioner District 1 <BEACH.ADMIN@Brevardcounty.us>
Thursday, March 21, 2019 8:06 AM

Newell, Marcia

Phone Log - Roger Schliessman

Roger Schliessman has been added

Modify my alert settings | View Roger Schliessman  View Phone Log | Mobile View

Name/Company:

Phone Number:
Date/Time Call Received:
Purpese of Call:

Follow Up Needed:

Date Received:

Roger Schliessman

3/21/2019 4:00 PM
Please vote no on the Scottsmoor re-zoning. Will be sending an email.
Marcia Newell

3/21/2019

Last Modified 3/21/2019 8:04 AM by Craddock, Amy



Newell, Marcia

From: County Commissioner District 1 <BEACH.ADMIN@Brevardcounty.us>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 2:51 PM

To: Newell, Marcia

Subject: Phone Log - Henry Blair/5651 Travis Street M...

County Commissioner District t
Henry Blair/5651 Travis Street M... has been added

Modify my alert settings | View Henry Blair/5651 Travis Street M... | View Phone Log | Mobile View

Name/Company: Henry Blair/5651 Travis Street Mims FL 32754

Phone Number: 321-223-2472

Date/Time Call 3/13/2019 2:45 PM

Received:

Purpose of Call; Mr. Blair called to say that he does not want the subdivision in Scottsmoor, He does not want a call back just

wanted the Commissioner to know that he is against it.
Foillow Up Needed: Marcia Newell

Date Received: 3/13/2019

Last Modifled 3/13/2019 2:46 PM by Mascellino, Carol



Newell, Marcia

From: County Commissioner District 1 <BEACH.ADMIN@Brevardcounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16 AM

To: Newell, Marcia

Subject: Phone Log - Jeanette Paynter/5923 Vermont St...

County Commissioner District 1

Jeanette Paynter/5923 Vermont St... has been added

Modify my alert settings . View Jeanette Paynter/5923 Vermont St... | View Phone Log | Mobile View

Name/Company: Jeanette Paynter/5923 Vermont 5t Mims FL 32754

Phone Number: 321-543-0988

Date/Time Call 3/14/2015 9:00 AM

Receivad:

Purpose of Call: Ms, Paynter called to let our office know that she is against the rezoning in Scottsmoor. She is concerned about the

water in Mims/Scottsmoor. She said that her well has caved in as well as 3 of her neighbors and feels that it is because
of a water shortage. She has heard that the City of Titusville has tapped into fields for water across 1-85 in Mims. She
asked if there is a future plan for city water to come to her area because she would gladly pay for it.

Follow Up Needed: Marcia Newell

Date Received: 3/14/2019

Last Madifled 3/14/2019 1917 AM by »




From: Commissioner, D1

To: Jones, Jennifer
Subject: FW: Please oppose density increase in Scottsmoor
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 10:52:35 AM

Another email just received for Scottsmoor item.

From: Douglas and Mary Sphar <canoe2 @digital.net>
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 10:47 AM

To: Commissioner, D1 <D1.Commissioner@brevardfl.gov>
Subject: Please oppose density increase in Scottsmoor

Dear Commissioner Pritchett,

I am very concerned about the proposed zoning change from AU to RR-1 on 19.75 acres in
Scottsmoor and the associated Comprehensive Plan change for 3.15 of those acres from RES
1:2.5 to RES 1. This agenda item will be heard by the Commission on April 4.

Scottsmoor is a very special rural area and increasing the density on the subject property
would conflict with the community character. I attended the March 11th P&Z meeting for
this item, where it was stated that the nearest property with a similar zoning for 1-acre lots was
amile away. From the P&Z minutes on the Brevard County website, page 13:

Bruce Moia — From the picture | have, everything around here is AU (Agricultural
Residential), where is the closest zoning similar to what they're requesting?

Erin Sterk — | think it’s more than a mile away.

Having attended all the local community workshops for the "How Shall We Grow?" visioning
initiative several years ago, | believe that increasing density in this Scottsmoor area is exactly how we
shouldn't grow! In fact, one of the 4 conclusions of that visioning exercise was captured under the
Regional Growth Priority "Countryside", meaning "Maintaining Central Florida's heritage of
agriculture and small villages." Additional information can be found on the East Central Florida
Regional Planning Council website.

A much more appropriate place for North Brevard to grow is Titusville.

If this density increase is granted, a precedent will be established, allowing other nearby
landowners to ask for the same density to build subdivisions that ignore community character
and help destroy it.

In addition, the subject property is in an area with a network of conservation lands including
the Indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project, some parts of which have been
purchased as public land and some that need to be acquired. Our Indian River Lagoon should
be top priority!

I have recently been reviewing some sea level rise and resiliency documents from the East
Central Florida Regional Planning Council that pertain to Brevard County, and have
concluded that the Blueway Project lands will become more and more critical to our County's
resilience. The Scottsmoor rural lands combine with the conservation lands to provide a first



line of defense to mitigate the effects of sea level rise.

In conclusion, please vote NO on the requested rezoning and associated Comp Plan change on
April 4th.

Thank you,

Mary Sphar
825 Cliftons Cove Ct.
Cocoa, FL 32926



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie way, Mims
18PZ200153
18PZ00154

Neighbor statement:
Owners: Fetzer, Mark E Trustee

Parcel ID: 20G-35-39-01-*-C, 20G-3539-01-*-E, 20G-35-40-C-8-136.01

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the request for the Plan Amendment to the Future Land Use Map and Request to
change the total property Zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU) with a
minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a minimum lot size of one acre. |
do not have any concerns with this request. | believe the zoning change is consistent with the
development of the area. The Zone change request has my support.
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Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to R sidential (RR 1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : Jégﬂ/] K UC{ LNV

Print ignature

erj Kt(P QU‘}_ (-‘“/L( ;M,w\f p[_, gZ?gL

Address

Rﬁzc‘i:e\nce(s} Name : C[arﬁ G* t?‘}‘ 0[‘31 /(LLEQ\J]Z

Slgnature

¢ 53 Rip Ok Lone M o 22357

S
: [ft‘ﬂfétJﬁ Address '

Residence(s) Name :

Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : Leﬂ;—/’e A/%//M ’Xﬁﬁq X/m

Print Signature
5875 DiX€ Wiy M,mS,FZ. 32954
Address
Residence(s) Name : /Muw%/e Al /gé//u.m mwx& 77 \’&W
Print Signature
58% Drxre Way /%)m:r (2, 32754
Address
Residence(s Name ’)nmw Elomg Duslhey 3ol
Prln ignature

5405 Pl oy M, . 33754

{ Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name :~ f’ﬁf’f?’y&- (/‘2408/& 7%® @ﬂc/féq

Print Signature
toso  US- 1 “7’ joeS, Ff 2 75

Address

Residence(s) Name : d)ﬁn(‘fé f71'\0 C _%m_éﬁ/?/

Prin i Signature
Mn | Lane Mims, Fl 34754
Address

Residence(s) Name : &I{YY]J’TH’O Q\Yﬁ)’(\& %q‘kﬂ/(%uu 112}/1/)’) %/d

S|gnature

a5 rrvner X0, ANWVS S gy

Address

G Store Moo o TN TR




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s)Name:_ S b [ L=  [Senna LP%MM
Print” Signature

70l TRLvE =

Address

Residence(s) Name: /T RY Fron d Bernnett Jg% 5—%@?*4’&&

Print Sidnature

S70¢ TRopavs ST
Address

\ .
Residence(s) Name : D> et p4- [=a peatl I l./u“‘j}‘:{ EMM_{{

Print Signature

28328 Summer St
Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR—l) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : Jo\\r\ G Mf‘amoefk'
Print Slgnature

6olS Dixie \sz Mamd  FL
‘ Address °

Residence(s) Name : [ ¥sulo M\, \(r?.w\oef\‘ WD %W

Print Signature
60L5 Dixe \Jaw AT fL
Ad’dress
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18P200154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rurpl Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning re(@
Residence(s) Name : pcuk\ KFCW\ p@"\‘

Print Signature

(0715 Dixig \rda}l, Muns Fl2275Y4
Address
Residence(s) Name : MCﬂ‘sC.C\.’ Krpmpex'{' %W‘“ ‘/%7%
Print Signature
015 DiXle, Loay MUMS | FL 27 754
Address
Residence(s) Name : P}Q;H(]@(m& H(‘ng.p/r'i" %ﬂ%‘k WM

Print Signature

0719 NiXitL, ch; Mims FL 22754

Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims

18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I'am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential {AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a

minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request

Residence(s) Name : l?cqmc:. K, L luanpe f_;,“ bies /&mmoﬂfjﬁ
J

Print /
L0l Dixie Wy, Mim g

. Sighature

=0 Address

Residence(s) Name : T{nmpex VYQ mm -\—

Print

LOIS Dinir uiay ms

Signature

FL 22754

| "Address

Residence(s) Name : ¢ A4/2 v+ KRAA 2T __/{

—

Print

0N Dwie o JAY N\(MS

Signature

FiL 322725

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential {AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : W1 RR k BE’})M{- Y % Jj,{_é ﬁ_; e Are s 2L

Print Signature

S7vee TRavie S 1— \SEEQ S Ao i
Address

Residence(s) Name : G‘a_ 7/ 6,,—&\/

Frint / Signature
2965 Dinte Wy ~Af)yns N6 3295%
Address /
Residence(s) Name : C)(_;LV'/C‘\, G}a v @,@, ,é%,cq/
Print Signature ”

5905 Divie  Wbay -/V/;%qs,FZ FZI3T S

Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

| am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : 'gfg;q(/a/) ]M!/q,///,,' &/4_/—:

Print Signature

FYS DGgnal-a St

Address

Residence(s) Name : £ & rr—;,l/ E /%-ur-f}wa_ D ,/;7;::;} 2 ,,445‘;;;,{.—

Print ) Signature
S5TS pacuolin S pm luegs FTZ704
4 Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,
I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from

Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a

minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

L

Residence(s) Name : U?;M s ﬁ,fé%?e Qm ﬁz%/(f;,e
Print

Signature
FSdo (pgka / AU
Address
Residence(s) Name : /QM /ﬁ,@l’@dﬁ
Signature ¢
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address )




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,
I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from

Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : /4/&‘;;’7[&\), Sf:*??ﬂ?(j‘ﬂs\ 437
Print 5 Sign

Address

,g'ce;&rf/

Residence(s) Na@{.‘m‘ %S”ﬁ\ MY N \ _
rint Si re
NLrs 5)757(

Aldress 1'

Residence(s) Name :

Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18P200154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum ot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name: __J ¢4 [!‘51 }\’) H@L} /LLM 'TL;Z(_J;A,LMML@:M .

. Print Signature
S795 Dixre tdouy . Mins L I275Y
f/ Address
Residence(s) Name : /Z/"‘VA""’/ /4/ %L'CL “©mM / 7‘7
Print Signature
S795 LIXt€ Y Mius 3275
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name:M M [?-{‘(‘j;fc{a. LL,LCZ‘CL,S

Print _ . Signature
5639 Vesmed] st Mims FL 32754
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I'am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning re

Residence(s) Name : D@BQ{U’/ t:,.m {{'{’, ’\QH %&Mf/ m&tjff/[

~ Print Signature
5747 Ueumpwit st
Address
Residence(s) Name : BQ(‘O Qrq N AN l“t‘c\‘k‘i\\ @QUJ\VQJ\G\« Q| Wm\"eﬁg
Print Signétﬁre
FTHT Velwoat 53,
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I'am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : L)%%\f}( h \_4\/ \Q_.f

Print Signature

2228 Puenha ) Mims & 3978y

Address

Residence(s) Name : Chfl‘f fq[;&L\ [,{7 o~

Print X Signature
3035 Do (00 s ¥E" 2754
Address
I .
Residence(s) Name : ;)C\“J‘(‘ltl&. KLS-C.{' MM
Print Signature

S0 Kien ¢t Mime 1 2275Y

Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I'am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : Od‘d (\Se/ Mmm KVJJ-_{)
3’?&@ ion Covrt NS EL 32754

Address
Residence(s) Name : ‘QCLC,"‘\CJ S(}\DQ @&QMJ\QW
Print | \ Srg\}dture '
AU ’l‘m_r‘af\/‘h uKpll . umS . 337SY
Address
Residence(s) Name :
Print Signature

Address




Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,
I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a

minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request; ~
Residence(s) Name : 7;,( (et m Ze) {\\.nc-, \ 0&5’%}0
Print b - Signature
2635 Montaomey (0 Mims FL 32754
= " Address
resdencets vame :__Fessicz [Veupiay QMM%MW
Print “Q) Signature N)
%ﬁwsmaﬂ%{mﬁﬂ pd nums £€ 35759
Address

Residence(s) Name :

Print Signature

Address



Rezoning Request for 6705 Dixie Way, Mims
18PZ00154

Rezoning Acknowledgement:

To whom it my concern,

I am aware of the Rezoning request to change the total property Zoning classification from
Agricultural Residential (AU) with a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres to Rural Residential (RR-1) with a
minimum lot size of one acre. | do not oppose the rezoning request;

Residence(s) Name : D\Qﬁ& M\v\ﬂ"\)& O M\,\;\LO‘.
Print Signature
N3I&  Swek oy O Mwms  F 3279y
Address

Residence(s) Name :

Print Signature

Address

Residence(s) Name :

Print Signature

Address



Commissioner, D1
==

From: Leesa Souto <Leesa@mrcirl.org>

Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2019 8:51 AM

To: Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4;
Commissioner, D5

Cc: Jimswann@cfl.rr.com; Duane DeFreese IRL Council; Bill Cox; Bo Platt; Bob Day; Dave

Botto; Jim Moir; Ken Lindeman; Ken Tworoger; Lady Shirley Beirne; Mary Chapman-
Mundt; Maureen Rupe; Paul Laura; Stephen E. Chalmers; Terry Casto

Subject: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandcn and Nikki Thomas property
Attachments: BOCC_Letter_Rezoning.pdf
Categories: AMY

March 30, 2018

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBJ: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Dear Chairwoman Isnardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC) is dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the Indian River
Lagoon (IRL) and we are pro-actively supporting the Indian River Lagoon Project Plan which seeks, at great

cost, to correct and repair past mistakes that caused great harm to the lagoon. We have significant concerns
with the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forever Blueway Project, of which Brevard is a
participating partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from development. Mest importantly, the land drains directly into the lagoon.
Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, wilf open the entire area for the
same.The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, water storing land essential to the sustainability of our
lagoon and add yet more polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new
sewer and septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the subject density change
request would be a serious mis-management of land use and lagoon use. We recommend that all such
requests be shelved until a study of land use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling
changes come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida’s waterways, water
supplies and quality of life from more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a
changing climate. We recommend that Brevard County and Municipalities adept, in its entirety, the Low Impact
Development (LID) concept endorsed by both US EPA and Florida’s DEP and clearly presented in their web
sites. The concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water storing land and to reduce the
destructive run-off loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional
Resiliency Action Plan by the East-central Florida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.
Respectfully,

Leesa Souto, Ph.D.



Marine Resources
Council

Marine Resourees Couneil - - - .
e Turning Science into Action

3275 Dixie 1wy NI, ’alm Bay, F!. 32905 (321) 725-7775 wiww SaveThelRL org

March 29, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioncrs
2725 Judge Fran Jamicson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBIJ: Request to rc-zonc Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Dear Chairwoman Isnardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC) is dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the Indian River
Lagoon (IRL) and we arc pro-actively suppotting the Indian River Lagoon Project Plan which seeks, at great

cost, to correct and repair past mistakes that caused great harm 1o the lagoon. We have signilicant concerns with
the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forcver Blueway Projcet, of which Brevard is a
participating partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from devclopment. Most importantly, the land drains directly into the tagoon.
Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, will open the entire area for the same.
The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, water storing land essential to the sustainability of our lagoon
and add yct morc polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new sewer and
septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the suhjcct density change
request would be a scrious mis-management of land use and lagoon use. We recommend that all such requests
be shelved until a study of land use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling changes
come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida’s waterways, water supplies and
quality of life fromn more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a changing climate.
We recommend that Brevard County and Municipalitics adopt, in ils entircty, the Low Impact Development
(L1D} concept endorsed by hoth US EPA and Florida’s DTEP and cleatly presented in their web sites. The
concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water storing land and to reduce the destructive run-
off loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional Resilicney
Action Plan by the East-central Florida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.

Respectfully,
(Y
,A_Af\;‘ @ '/C.'

Leesa Souto, Ph.D,
Txceutive Director

cc: Jim Swann, Duane Delreese



Scottsmoor Communily Association
3724 Magoon Ave,
Mims, FL 32754

Comnussioner Rita Pritchett RECIVED

2000 South Washington Avenue _

2nd Floor APR -1 2019
Titusville, Florida 32780 .1 COUNTY COMMISSION

Dear Commissioner Pritchett,

The Scottsmoor Community would like to thank you for taki ng the time to speak with three of our
members regarding a proposed Small Area Plan change to the existing Brevard County Future Land
Use Map, and the associated request to change the existing zoning on that 19,75 actes from AU 1:2.5,
minimum 2.5 acres per home, to R:1, 1 home per acre. The subject property is the North East corner ol
Brevard County at the intersection of Dixie Way and County Line Ditch Road, Southeas! comner. An
aerial map of the affected rural residential Scottsmoor area is attached with this letter (o better illustrate
the rural nature of our Scottsmoor Community. Additionally, there is a map included to this package
illustrating the the physical proximity of the parcel subject to the requested rezoning with respect to the
designated dedicated conservation properties surrounding it.

As our members Rose McGinnis, Jerrad Adkins, and David Laney conveyed to you, the Scottsmoor
Community Association, and over [,100 other residents of this section of North Brevard County
vigorously oppose these requested changes. Qur opposition is not based in a total opposition to
development. In fact we welcome our new neighbors who come to enjoy our rural community values
and contribute o the preservation of our rural environment. Rather, our opposition stems from the
negative impacts that would absolutely result from increased population density and the inordinate
demand that development would place on our rural environment and the resources and infrastructure
which currently sustain it. Additionally, we believe our objections to this requested rezoning are well
founded and supported by principles and requirements set forth in Florida State Statues, the Florida
Long Range Comprehensive Plan, and the Brevard County Long Range Comprehensive Plan.

The concerns our Scottsmoor Community Members expressed to you included the direct impact on our
already fragile surficial aquifer, directly resulting from an increased pumping demand accruing from an
increased residential development density. This surficial aquifer is the source of potable residential well
water for all homes in the Scottsmoor area, as well as a sourcc for agricultural irrigation, Qur concern
for the degradation of our potable water supply over time is shared by Dr. Arnoldo Valle-Levinson,
Professor, Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment. Universily of Florida. Dr
Valle-Levinson is a renowned expert in the field of salt waler intrusion and Bstuarine studies. His
concerns are expressed in his leiter, included in the package.

Additionally, we of the Scottsmoor Community expressed our concerns for the larger negative
environmental impacts which would result if this increased residential development were to be
approved and developed. These concerns are further expressed by our State Reprtesentative Rene
“Coach P” Plascencia in a letter he sent to Commissioner Pritchett. A copy ol this lctter is included.



Again, thank you for making time to speak with members of our Scottsmoor Community. And of
course if you have any additionsl questions or need for additional clarification related to any of our
positions, please do contact us.

Very Respectfully,

Members of the Scottsmoor Rural Community
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UF [FLORIDA

Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering 365 Weil Hall

Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment PO Box 116580

Deparinent of Civil and Coastal Engineering Gainesville, FL. 32611-6580
Amoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor 352-392-9537 Department Phone

352-392-3394 Department Fax

arneldomufl.edu
www.essie, ufl.edu

March [0th, 2019

David Laney
Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor arca on March 6™, [ became familiatized with the rezoning
request in the area. I am able to place such request in the context of natueal and human-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

I think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular. nceds to be examined cavefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are morc than 6 times the mean global rates. Retween
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aguifer. Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain vatues since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This menans that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbatcd by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level risc — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoan and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first faw miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algac blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communiti¢s around the lagoon, and c) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaverz),
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplitied

demands for aquifer water, Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,

Arnoldo Vaile-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Tnstitution
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Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia

Florida House of Reptesentat fves
Distriet 50

7 i ih S RgC D g onk Lagthithe Teleatiun T Hhouze Mfkes Rokaling

Thusvilbe FL L2750 Bravar b onnhy (s zisative Gelucallon A127 gm0 Tlaliacaay, BL 320

b Rl o Flaaaeiadlby o b oe Do (LRSI T o]

March 26,2019

Comm lesloner Rin Prischase
Bravard Coumy Diserier

2000 €. Wahlngmon Ave, S 2
Tus vitla, FL 32780

RE: North Bravard Re-Zonlrg Requess
Gom e leslonar Pricchae:,

fe bas come co my attention chav thars It cuerantly 2 mtortrg request golng befors the Brevard County Commisslon
on 4 April, 2019 to have {9.75 acree in Norh Bmvard ietonad to RR |, one hom e per acte, which ln curpmee roned as
AU 11,51 war made aware that i the March 11 Plaaning & Z onirg mesing chere were only two bercers submized
ruppotingehe m-zoning Rquest while thara were [§7 propaerty owners whe slgned the paritlon epposirg .

Thera propercies at risk of baing rezoned ame che agricultul propertdes currently serving i Florlda Focevar and
Blueways buffers, and » numhber of thmw are tapered a5 Rlorlds Forever aoquitttione. Currertly these sgrzultuml
proparties provida essentdal cortiguous hablrer for wildlHe and forage far migraclng bleds, To eompourd the negative
aspacts of this prepased rezoning, all of these propertiss are directly itarconrected via o pan itorm water dmdnage
directly o the lagoon. | sk thar you plese enke the tme co consldar the ram{ficarlora of thie rezoning if it wara to be
wpprovad. [c it my balisf char dacadas of sffen to pravec the Eagern slde of the [ndian River Lagoon in Morth
Brevard Courcy, whila sacablishing effectlve contlguows Flodda Forever wildlife habitar and carvidon will have baen
for mught tf chis parses.

Paal frem to reach out ca ma If you have any questions.

Ras pacrfully Yeurs,

Reprasentaive Rans "Conch P¥ Pluencia

Fonvadf Swaveng acd Orangr Ciwsl e & dnvvand $ouate
Workforce Lveloprient & Towr s Subcomumitier - Chiair x Health Dualify Bubrommitiee « Vies Chalr:
Appropristiore Convnibiey ;Capuncre Compittes : Hralth Tare Approprlatiany Subsommittes s Qwemight,
Teangpareney & Fublic Managemont Subeamealtton

—— ety
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Commissioner, D1

p— ]
From: Kathy Ceballos <kceballos@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2019 7.07 AM
To: Commissioner, D1
Subject: Scottsmoor zoning change
Categories: AMY

Dear Commissioner Pritchett,

I live in Scottsmoor at 6045 Oak 5t. During this Thursday's meeting you will be discussing the zoning change that was
requested by the Thomas's for their 19 acre property on Dixie Way. | will not be able to attend the Thursday night
meeting, 50 | would like to take a moment of your time to et you know my feelings on this issue.

My husband and | have lived in the Scottsmoor area since 1989, We moved to this area because of the rural

nature. Since we moved here a lot of houses have been built around us, but they have been built as per the zoning - 1
house per 2 % acres. | live on a dirt road, surrounded by Oak trees - and | find it one of the most peaceful places to
be. My husband retired from NASA and | retired from Parrish Medical, so this is our permanent home.

Please consider the impact a rezoning will have on this area. Our roads are not very good - sometimes you have to pull
over so oncoming traffic can go by. Everyone is on well water. Some peaple have good water - most do not. A lot have
had salt water intrusion in their well. Pinewood Elementary School is already overcrowded and the school district is
trying to move a lot of students to Mims Elementary. it is a very quiet area and needs to stay this way. That is why most
people moved here.

I am respectfully requesting that you deny this zoning change. Please consider the residents that have lived here for a
long time. It is impressive to see so many residents band together to fight this issue. It shows that the majority of
residents do not want the zoning changed. Don't allow someone to come in and decide that they need to thange the
area. Our infrastructure is not suited to this change. Keep the property one house per 2 % acres.

It should matter that the majority of current residents are against this change. Please demonstrate to us that we, the
people, matter - not just money. You are the Commissioner for our area - please support us.

Thank you for your time,
Kathy Ceballos
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From: Jobia,Jobn

To: Sterk-Erin

Cc: Jones, Jennifer

Subject: FW: Scottsmoor zoning change
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2019 1:20:23 PM

Please see the below e-mail received this morning in reference to items H 5&6 on the Thursday,
4/4/2019 Zoning Agenda.

Sincerely,

i

John Tobia
County Commissioner, District 3

frﬂ" .
/j revard

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

*Under Florida law, e-mails are public records. If you do not want your e-mail released in response to a public records
request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.

From: Kathy Ceballos [mailto:kceballos@cfl.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2019 7:10 AM

To: Commissioner, D3

Subject: Scottsmoor zoning change

Dear Commissioner Tobia,

I live in Scottsmoor at 6045 Oak St. During this Thursday's meeting you will be discussing the zoning
change that was requested by the Thomas's for their 19 acre property on Dixie Way. | will not be
able to attend the Thursday night meeting, so | would like to take a moment of your time to let you
know my feelings on this issue.

My husband and | have lived in the Scottsmoor area since 1989. We moved to this area because of
the rural nature. Since we moved here a lot of houses have been built around us, but they have
been built as per the zoning - 1 house per 2 % acres. 1 live on a dirt road, surrounded by Oak trees -
and | find it one of the most peaceful places to be. My husband retired from NASA and | retired from
Parrish Medical, so this is our permanent home.



Please consider the impact a rezoning will have on this area. Our roads are not very good -
sometimes you have to pull over so oncoming traffic can go by. Everyone is on well water. Some
people have good water - most do not. A lot have had salt water intrusion in their well. Pinewood
Elementary School is already overcrowded and the school district is trying to move a lot of students
to Mims Elementary. It is a very quiet area and needs to stay this way. That is why most people
moved here.

I'am respectfully requesting that you deny this zoning change. Please consider the residents that
have lived here for a long time. It is impressive to see so many residents band together to fight this
issue. It shows that the majority of residents do not want the zoning changed. Don't allow
someone to come in and decide that they need to change the area. Our infrastructure is not suited
to this change. Keep the property one house per 2 % acres.

It should matter that the majority of current residents are against this change. Please demonstrate
to us that we, the people, matter - not just money.
We would appreciate your support.

Thank you for your time,
Kathy Ceballos



From: Max

To: Comumissioner, D3

Subject: Fw: Rezoning of property in Scottsmoor
Date: Sunday, March 31, 2019 4:55:11 PM
From: Max

Sent: Sunday, March 31, 2019 4:53 P
Subject: Rezoning of property in Scottsmoor

Commissioner Tobia

I am sending this email in regards to the meeting on April 4th. At the end of February the
Thomas’ came to the Scottsmoor meeting hall to tell people what they had in mind for their
19.75 acres on Dixie Way and County Line Ditch Road.

Mr Thomas said something to the effect that they had lived in South Florida and found it to be
getting to crazy and crowded for them. They came to our area and found that they liked the
quiet and peaceful setting. But then in his next statement was he wanted to take his 19.75
acre property and put 14 houses on it. My comment to him was-so you want to bring the
craziness that you left in South Florida to us in Scottsmoor. We don’t want that kind of
density in our area. We bought our property in 2005 because of the rural nature. | have
horses and | like the open spaces in Scottsmoor. Please keep the zoning 2.5 AU.

Thanks,
Maxine Zieman
3465 Sunset Ave



From: e,

To: c = D1; C - D2: C — 03; ¢ — D4 G - D5
Subject: KEEP SCOTTSMOOR RURAL!
Date: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 8:13:04 PM

Everything is getting too built up. We need green space! We need rural areas. Keep Scottsmoor as is!
Enough said!!

Marielle Marne & Steven Moore



From: Renald Bartcher

To: Ronald Bartcher
Subject: Land Use Change For Scottsmoor
Date: Sunday, March 17, 2019 7:34:13 PM

Dear Commissioner:

| object to the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and Nikki
Thomas’ property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

In 2008, following the Brevard County Commission’s acceptance of the Mims Small Area
Study, the County arbitrarily extended the dividing line between RES 1 and Res 1-2.5 Future
Land Use from Flounder Creek Road north to the county line. Apparently, they used an
arbitrary distance (of approximately 6500 feet) from US1 and just drew a line north to the
county line. This arbitrary extension caused many properties to end up with two separate
Future Land Uses. A more logical approach would have been to select a natural division line,
such as the road Dixie Way, as the dividing line to avoid creating a problem for property
owners.

An even more logical approach would have been to designate all property north of
Scottsmoor, except for that facing US1, to have a Future Land Use of RES 1-2.5, since all that
property is 2.5 acres or more. By using RES 1-2.5 Future Land Use, the County would have
avoided creating a large area of Zoning/ Future Land Use inconsistencies, since virtually all this
property is Zoned AU (which allows same density as RES 1-2.5).

One more thing to consider is that density, like beauty, is in the eye of the beholder. If a
resident lives in a city, then one house per acre appears to be low density. To residents that
live in this rural area of North Brevard, one house per acre is viewed as high density: one
house per 2 % acres is medium density; and we would view one house per 20 acres as low
density. This difference in perspective is important when considering Future Land Use
changes. Future Land Use changes should not affect the residents in a negative manner. The
residents of this area live here specifically because of what they perceive as low density. They
have invested their money and located their families in this rural area of Brevard, and they
rightly expect the Land Uses will continue to be compatible with their community values.

Please deny the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and
Nikki Thomas’ property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

Regards,
Ron Bartcher



Scottsmoor Community Associalion
3724 Magoon Ave.
Mims, FL. 32754

Commissioner John Tobia
2539 Palm Bay Rd. N.E.
Suite 4

Palm Bay, Florida 32905

DNear Commissioner Tobia,

The Scottsmoor Community would like to thank you for taking the time to speak with three of our
members regarding a proposed Small Area Plan change to the existing Brevard County Future Land
Use Map, and the associated request to change the existing zoning on that 19,75 acres from AU 1:2.5,
minimum 2.5 acres per home, to R:1, 1 home per acre. The subject property is the North East corner of
Brevard County at the intersection of Dixie Way and County Line Ditch Road, Southeast corner, An
aetial map of the affected rural residential Scottsmoor area is attached with this letter to better iltustrate
the rural nature of our Scottsmoor Community, Additionally, there is a map included to this package
illustrating the the physical proximity of the parcel subject to the requested rezoning with respect to the
designated dedicated conservation properties surrounding it.

As our members Rose McGinnis, Jerrad Adkins, and David Laney conveyed to you, the Scottsmoor
Community Association, and over 1,100 other residents of this section of North Brevard County
vigorously oppose these requested changes. Our opposition is not based in a total opposition to
development. In fact we welcome our new neighbors who come to enjoy our rural community values
and contribute to the preservation of our rural environment. Rather, our opposition stems from the
negative impacts that would absolutely result from increased population density and the inordinate
demand that development would place on our rural environment and the resources and infrastructure
which currently sustain it. Additionally, we believe our objections to this requested rezoning are well
founded and supported by principles and requirements st forth in Florida State Statues, the Florida
L.ong Range Comprehensive Plan, and the Brevard County Long Range Comprehensive Plan.

The concerns our Scottsmoor Community Members expressed to you included the direct impact on our
already fragile surficial aquifer, directly resulting from an increased pumping demand accruing from an
increased residential development density. This surficial aquifer is the source of potable residential well
water for all homes in the Scottsmoor area, as well as a source for agricultural irrigation. Our concern
for the degradation of our potable water supply over time is shared by Dr. Amoldo Valle-Levinson,
Professor, Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment, University of Florida, Dr
Valle-Levinson is a renowned expert in the field of salt water intrusion and Estuarine studies. His
concerns are expressed in his letter, included in the package.

Additionally, we of the Scottsmoor Community expressed our concerns for the larger negative
environmental impacts which would result if this increased residential development were to be
approved and developed. These concerns are further expressed by our State Representative Rene
“Coach P” Plascencia in a letter he sent to Commissioner Pritchett. A copy of this letter is included.



Again, thank you for making time to speak with members of our Scottsmoor Community, And of
course if you have any additional questions or need for additional clarification related to any of our
positions, please do contact us.

Very Respectfully,

Members of the Scottsmoor Rural Community
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UF [FLORIDA

Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering 365 Weil Hall

Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment PO Box 116580

Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering Gainesville, FL 32611-6580
Arnoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor 352-392-9537 Department Phone
wrnoldo@yfledn 352-392-3394 Department Fax

www.essie.ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Laney
Subject: Sall Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6™, I became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. I am able to place such request in the context of natural and humnan-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

I think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aquifer. Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-lovel rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and ¢) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral,
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality,

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified

demands for aquifer water. Because sca level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likety
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water. air and soil quality.

Sincerely,
/’ i
Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Fgual Opportunity Tnstitution



Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia
Flotida Flouze of Reprecatatlves
Dt it A0

R 2P ReNTY Y Y I d Lgs Tanube Ly dobrhe < g ding T Tuue Offee B uldilng,
Titw, il FLA0050) Bl by Legiiative Dol cathn 4025 L lwese Wb Tollahasise FU L0
[ TN B | Rune Pluan: LdbyFgu hHouse e G LT

March 16,2019

Comm ssioner Rita Pritchert
Brevard County Distrder |
20005, Washingmon Ave., Suim 2
Teus ville, FL 32 780

RE: North Brevard Re-Zaning Request

Commistionar Pricchert,

[t has come to my atertion that there i currercly a re-zoring requist golng before the Brevard County Comm ksion
on4 Apiil, 2019 e have 19 75 acren in Norel B revard rezoned to RR |, one homae per acre, which s currert goned as
AU L5 T was madeaware ther ac che Mavch $ 1% Planning & Lonirg mesthng chere were only two leccers submized
supporting the re-roning request while there were 157 propertyawer who signed the petitlon oppost g it

These properties az risk of being rezonad are che sgries tural prapertie currently serving a« Florida Forever and
Bluewayz buffers, and a number of tham aratageted as Florida Forawer acquisicion: Currertly these aghculturml
propertier provide aszencial conviguaus habiat for wildlife and foraga for migracing birds. To com pourd the regative
aspectt of this proposed m-zoning, all of chese propertiss are direcely ircer-cannected via apen sterm watir drinage
directly to the lagoon | xk thac you please take el tima to contider the ram ificatlem of thiz rezoning if i wera to be
approved. [t my beltef thae decade: of effaic o procect the Enzrerin zide of the [ndian River Lageon in North
Brevard County, while establiz hing effective connguou: Florida Farever wild ife hiabicar and cocrdon will have baan
for maughe 1f chiz paazes

Faal free 1o reach cur to me i you have any questions.

& Ret pearfully Yours,

fw' Flbmesrmen

Representative Rene " Goach P* Pluench
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From: Leesa Souto

To: C . D1; C o D2: C . D3; C . D4; C . D5

Ce: i @cfl.r.com; Duane PDeFreese IRL Council: Bill Cox; Bo Platt; Bob Day; Dave Botto: Jim Moir; Ken
Lindeman; Ken Tworoger; Lady Shirley Beirne; Mary Chapman-Mundt; Maureen Rupe; Paul Laura; Stephen E.
Chalmers; Terry Casto

Subject: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Date: Saturday, March 30, 2019 8:50:50 AM

Attachments: BQCC_Letter Rezoning.pdf

March 30, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBJ: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property
Dear Chairwoman Isnardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC) is dedicated to the preservation and
restoration of the Indian River Lagoon (IRL) and we are pro-actively supporting the
Indian River Lagoon Project Plan which seeks, at great cost, to correct and repair
past mistakes that caused great harm to the lagoon. We have significant concerns

with the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon
Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forever Blueway
Project, of which Brevard is a participating partner. It is part of a larger area of
agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for conservation and
preservation from development. Most importantly, the land drains directly into the
lagoon. Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, will
open the entire area for the same.The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious,
water storing land essential to the sustainability of our lagoon and add yet more
polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new
sewer and septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and

wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the
subject density change request would be a serious mis-management of land use and
lagoon use. We recommend that all such requests be shelved until a study of land
use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling changes come at
a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida's waterways,
water supplies and quality of life from more population growth, especially when
magnified by real affects from a changing climate. We recommend that Brevard
County and Municipalities adopt, in its entirety, the Low Impact Development (LID)
concept endorsed by both US EPA and Florida's DEP and clearly presented in their
web sites. The concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water
storing land and to reduce the destructive run-off loss of water, an increasingly
valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional Resiliency Action Plan
by the East-central Florida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the future.




The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.
Respectfully,

Leesa Souto, Ph.D.
Executive Director

Marine Resources Council
3275 Dixie Hwy, NE

Palm Bay, FL 32905
321-725-7775

www.mrcirl.org

Together we can bring the Indian River Lagoon back to health.



Marine Resources
Council

Turning Science into Action

Marine Resources Council

3275 Dixic Hwy NE, Palny Bay, FI. 32905 (321)725-7775  www.SaveThelRL.org

March 29, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, FL. 32940

SUBJ: Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Dear Chairwoman Isnardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC) is dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the Indian River
Lagoon (IRL) and we are pro-actively supporting the Indian River Lagoon Project Plan which secks, at great

cost, to correct and repair past mistakes that caused great harm to the lagoon. We have significant concerns with
the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forever Blueway Project, of which Brevard is a
participating partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from development. Most importantly, the land drains directly into the lagoon.
Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, will open the entire area for the same.
The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, water storing land essential to the sustainability of our lagoon
and add yet more polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new sewer and
septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the subject density change
request would be a serious mis-management of land use and lagoon use. We recommend that all such requests
be shelved until a study of land use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling changes
come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida’s waterways, water supplies and
quality of life from more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a changing climate.
We recommend that Brevard County and Municipalities adopt, in its entirety, the Low Impact Development
(LID) concept endorsed by both US EPA and Florida’s DEP and clearly presented in their web sites. The
concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water storing land and to reduce the destructive run-
off loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional Resiliency
Action Plan by the East-central Florida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.

Respectfully,

( A :II"‘-\
/{§ ¥ oo
'Leesa Souto, Ph.D.
Executive Director

¢c: Jim Swann, Duane DeFreese



From: urtle Coast Sierra Club

To: Commissioner, D3
Subject: Proposed density increase in Scottsmoor on April 4th agenda
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 7:29:14 PM

Dear Commissioner Tobia,

I am very concerned about the proposed zoning change from AU to RR-1 on 19.75 acres in
Scottsmoor and the associated Comprehensive Plan change for 3.15 of those acres from RES
1:2.5to RES 1. This agenda item will be heard by the Commission on April 4.

Scottsmoor is a very special rural area and increasing the density on the subject property
would conflict with the community character. [ attended the March 11th P&Z meeting for
this item, where it was stated that the nearest property with a similar zoning for 1-acre lots was
amile away. From the P&Z minutes on the Brevard County website, page 13:

Bruce Moia — From the picture | have, everything around here is AU (Agricultural
Residential), where is the closest zoning similar to what they’re requesting?

Erin Sterk - I think it’s more than a mile away.

Having attended all the local community workshops for the "How Shall We Grow?" visioning
initiative several years ago, I believe that increasing density in this Scottsmoor area is exactly
how we shouldn't grow! In fact, one of the 4 conclusions of that visioning exercise was
captured under the Regional Growth Priority "Countryside", meaning "Maintaining Central
Florida's heritage of agriculture and small villages." Additional information can be found on
the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council website.

A much more appropriate place for North Brevard to grow is Titusville.

If this density increase is granted, a precedent will be established, allowing other nearby
landowners to ask for the same density to build subdivisions that ignore community character
and help destroy it.

In addition, the subject property is in an area with a network of conservation lands including
the Indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project, some parts of which have been
purchased as public land and some that need to be acquired. Our Indian River Lagoon should
be top priority!

[ have recently been reviewing some sea level rise and resiliency documents from the East
Central Florida Regional Planning Council that pertain to Brevard County, and have
concluded that the Blueway Project lands will become more and more critical to our County's
resilience. The Scottsmoor rural lands combine with the conservation lands to provide a first
line of defense to mitigate the effects of sea level rise.

In conclusion, please vote NO on the requested rezoning and associated Comp Plan change on
April 4th.

Thank you,

Mary Sphar
825 Cliftons Cove Ct.



Cocoa, FL 32926



From: mellorentj

To: Commissioner, D3

Subject: Rezoning MISTAKE

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 12:27:23 PM
Dear John,

[ truly hope you hear our small community of Scottsmoor's cry for help. We desperately
gringe at the thought of a change in zoning. This is my families biggest fear! We chose this
small community for the purpose of it being rural. My family and myself needed a slower pace
of home life, living here has made my husband and three daughters so happy. Coming from an
eggresivily over populated town of Port Orange who's commisioners have aloud the chaos to
happen. I no longer feel the stress and burden of coming home. For once [ enjoy driving home
and up our beautiful road of fields and farm animals.

If this rezoning of 1 acre changes from 2.5 acre we feel is a terrible mistake and sadly will turn
into what this community doesn't want as a hole. More people equals more crime! Please keep
this community rural the way we chose it to be for a families!

Let's not give into the greed of a single person! This single person will effect thousands

of residents in this community in my opinion odds of 1.1,00 do not make proper sense
for this town.

Do not let our town become the greedy overpopulated crime ridden end of an era.
Keep Scottsmoor Rule!

Thank you kindly,
Melanie Lorenti, CPhT
3108 Coral Ave Mims, FL 32754

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Note® 4, an AT&T 4G LTH smartphone



From: ¢ )

To: Comimissioner, D3
Subject: RR1 Scottsmoor rezoning
Date: Monday, March 18, 2019 7:40:06 PM

My name is Rachel Burke, my husband and I live at 6010 Dixie Way in Scottsmoor. Right down the road from the
proposed RR1 rezoning. We live on a narrow dirt road that is impassable at times due to large trucks, flooding, or
the road being in disrepair. On a normal day, two cars can not travel on this road next to one another. Rather, one car
must pull up on the side of the road to yield to the oncoming traffic. We have well water that has declined
substantially in quality since the cemetery was built. We have had to spend thousands of dollars on having our well
re drilled and added reverse osmosis and a chlorinator just to have drinkable water. Salt intrusion is something we
worty about with the expansion of the cemetery and each new home that is built. We live on 5 acres; as do all of our
nelghbors. Our area is currently zoned for agriculture; one home per 2.5 acres. All of our homes are like this. Please
do not approve the rezoning for RR1. This would have an immense negative impact on our water and way of life.
We all live here because we love the land and rural way of life. The RR1 would NOT match anything around it.
Rather, a crowded eye sore. Please take into consideration what the community thinks. We greatly need your help in
preventing this from being passed. Please vote no to rezoning.

Sent from my iPhone



From: dbotio]

To: C . DIL; C i 22: G - D3; C o D4; ¢ . D5
Subject: Scottsmoor Re-zoning Proposal
Date: Saturday, March 16, 2019 1:52:30 PM

Please refer to my E Mail dated March 10.

The subject zoning change, if approved, would be a glaring example of irresponsible land use
management.

| respectfully urge you to reject this request.

David C. Botto
Indian Harbour beach
321773 2327



From: Rose McGinnis

To: Commissioner, D3
Subject: Zone change in North Brevard
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:11:29 PM

Commissioner
John Tobia

| am a resident of North Brevard. Specifically, Scottsmoor. We are a rural community. And hope to
remain a rural community. On April 4th agenda will be a rezoning request for Joseph Brandon and Nikki
Thomas'. A VAST majority of our community is against this zone change. And after having some time to
digest and understand the Future Land Use change they are proposing | am against this also. Frankly, |
am surprised that an antiquated arbitrary map can give them the ability to change the dynamic of our
community. Those who live out here have all complied with the current zoning of AU, Most of our
community was not even aware of the Future Land Use from the 1980's that put a future land use of RR1
in that area. We also did not know that our corner of Brevard County was again overlooked when the
county requested Small Community Land Use Studies from parts of unincorporated Brevard. Mims was
ask to participate in such a study but it was ended at Flounder Creek Rd. Just South of Cape Canaveral
National Cemetery in Scottsmoor,

A change in rating from AU to RR will result in a precedence being set and allow surrounding farmtand to
be sold with RR1 rating.

There is little rural life left along the Eastern Banks of the Indian River. We are it. Allowing the current
rate of building to at least double would greatly impact our lifestyle.

We understand that 14 homes will not greatly impact our community, but the homes that will be built due
to a new zoning precedence would adversely affect this community.

Please vote NO to allow this change in zoning.
Thank you
Rose McGinnis

3734 Huntington Ave
Scottsmoor, Fl



From: Renald Baricher

To: Ronald Bartcher
Subject: Zoning change north of Scottsmoor
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 8:50:24 PM

Dear Commissioner:

| was greatly disappointed on Monday, March 11, 2019, when the P&Z Advisory Board
narrowly voted to recommend approval of a zoning change on 19.75 acres north of
Scottsmoor, located at 6705 Dixie Way.

I am writing to you because the concerns of the Scottsmoor residents are my very same
concerns. | live halfway between Mims and Scottsmoor and | want to keep this quiet, rural
area of North Brevard as is.

| believe that some members of the Advisory Board were swayed to vote for this change
because the developer agreed to put in the new high-performance septic tanks. However, this
property is about 3700 feet west of the lagoon and any septic tank that far away will not
contribute any measurable amount of pollution to the lagoon. The science on this is clear.
Thus, the Board created a solution to a problem that doesn’t exist. Even worse, the vote was
not based on relevant information.

In voting for this change the Board is actually creating a larger pollution problem than exists
with the current zoning. We heard testimony from residents that there is runoff from
properties in that area and that the ditches have water flowing to the lagoon, even in the dry
season. However, because this property is not an active agriculture area, it is essentially
vacant land. There is virtually no fertilizer in that runoff. By allowing a higher density of smaller
residential lots, there will be runoff containing more yard fertilizer and grass clippings going
into the ditches and into the water that flows straight into the lagoon. The developer is only
obligated to not increase the runoff; he is under no obligation to decrease existing runoff.
Thus, development will not decrease the pollution of the Indian River Lagoon.

It appeared to me that the Board ignored the highly significant issue of compatibility with the
surrounding property. This property is directly across the road from property in Volusia county that
has been set aside as a Conservation Easement. In addition, just a short distance southwest of this
property is a large parcel of Conservation Easement property. Furthermore, immediately to the east
is property that is part of the Indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project. The subject
property is almost surrounded by property that is specifically designated to avoid development.
Having a higher density development next to Conservation Easement properties is most certainly not
compatible.

In addition to these three objective issues, there are also two subjective issues that, | believe,
explain why the P&Z meeting room was filled with residents objecting to this rezoning. First,



residents are concerned, and rightly so, that their wells will have problems. More
development certainly means more people competing for the limited amount of potable
water. The residents testified that some of them have already seen problems with their wells.
Second, residents are concerned about a lifestyle change being forced upon them. They
deliberately chose to live in this rural area with few houses and large areas of undeveloped
land. They do not want neighbors within talking distance. They enjoy the quiet, and they enjoy
having all of the wildlife in this area. The concern about these issues is based on common
sense; the threat to their lifestyle is real.

Stuart Buchanan, who represented the property owners/developers, mentioned that Brevard
County has a lot of land that is not on the tax rolls, such as EELs land. This is a red herring and
is not relevant to this rezoning case. The residents only want the housing density to remain as
is. Thus, keeping the tax rolls intact.

| do hope that you, and the other Commissioners, will consider the real issues around this
rezoning request and deny the request.

Regards,

Ron Bartcher

3431 Grantline Road
Mims, FL



Re: Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas property zoning change application 4/1/2019

Commissioner,

My name is Jerrad Atkins and | have been a resident of the Scottsmoor community for 5 ¥ years, along with my
wife Alyssa and our 2 young sons. We relocated to Scottsmoor from Merritt Island because we wanted to buy more land
and start a farm and raise our boys, Chase and Reily, in the country. Not wanting to leave Brevard County, of which we
are both long-term residents, we chose Scottsmoor because of the rural nature it provides and because the AU zoning
and 2.5 Acre per house minimum requirement, meaning limited and responsible development would maintain that rural
nature.

|, like many others in the community, vehemently oppose the change in zoning from AU 2.5 to RR1. | can say
this with knowledge because | have personally spoken with over 400 people regarding this issue, and have gone door to
door informing the community of the rezoning application. | have acquired the packet of information submitted by Mr.
Buchanan at the planning and zoning board meeting, and have shown the information to members of the community.
Of the over 400 people | have spoken with, there are a total of 4 who do not oppose this. | had an opportunity to speak
at the P&Z meeting. | spoke of my concerns as well as some from the folks | had met with about this application.

Originally, | became involved with this matter because of the love of our rural environment that | share with our
neighbors, and since have come across a multitude of reasons that this application requires further scrutiny. With a
higher density being allowed in this area, there are several concerns that | share with several other members of this
community. There are issues with infrastructure, certainly the lagoon concerns, water runoff, etc... However, | would
like to address the issues that were brought up as red herrings by Mr. Buchanan and/or the P&Z board at the P&Z
meeting and with which we are not concerned.

1) Septic system pollution to the lagoon
If you review the minutes from the P&Z meeting, you will note that septic systems were bought up
as an issue but the board was satiated that the problem was solved with a BDP to the effect of high
efficiency septic systems that reduce nitrogen deposits. The issue here, is that while the applicant’s
property is very close to the IRL, there is no measurable impact to a body of water at least 60 meters
from the septic system. Couple this with the fact that ANY subdivision of 6 homes or greater
requires this upgrade anyhow, and this is a non-issue, just a distraction from the legitimate issues.
Furthermore, according to the septic overlay on the Brevard County Natural Resources map,
approximately 5 of the proposed homes would have to utilize upgraded tanks even without the BDP
to that effect. (see graphic and overlay below)

2) Cemetery issues
The recently constructed Veteran’s Cemetery in Scottsmoor was referenced throughout the P&Z
meeting as well. It was stated that due to this construction several people had to have their wells
re-drilled. This is an accurate statement, however, as a community with legitimate concerns about
the cemetery’s impermeable ground area and sloping that does not allow for surficial regeneration
of the groundwater, we are not simply casting our frustrations onto new growth in the area. Our
concerns are completely separate from this issue, and it was not portrayed as such by Mr. Buchanan
at the P&Z meeting. This was again an opportunity to shift the focus from our legitimate concerns
to make us appear to be nothing more than angry and scorned neighbors.



Another point | would like to bring up is in regards to the letters of support that were presented by the Thomas’s
and Mr. Buchanan at and before the last P&Z meeting. There are two in particular on which | would like to comment.
One letter is from the Fetzer family. The Fetzers own 107.88 acres of orange groves immediately adjacent to the
Thomas property. They do not live on the property, in Scottsmoor, or even in Brevard County. They are not residents of
this community that will see the impact that this denser development will have on our roads, environment etc... | will
also note that Fetzers have had this grove for sale for years and likely see neighboring development as a benefit to the
value of their own land. Mr. Stuart Buchanan, March 11 P&Z Minutes, page 11 “the largest citrus grower on the area is
the one that wrote the letter of support for this project, which happens to be the abutting neighbor”. Not only is this, as |
stated, not a neighbor in our community, but a land investor, and who is not the largest citrus grower in the area. In
fact, he’s not even the second or third largest. You will find the signatures of the three largest citrus growers in the area
on the petition opposing this rezoning request.

Another letter of support came from Les (L.H.) Hallum. Mr. Hallum undeniably has roots in this community that
go back decades. Mr. Hallum is a nice man who | respect a great deal. In fact, he used to own the land the Thomas’s are
applying to rezone. He also owns land that he has not been able to sell in recent years. He too has a path to personal
gain through the approval of this application. His first cousin, JD Hallum has these same roots in this community and
owns massive amounts of land in Scottsmoor, which he farms citrus, cattle, watermelons and hay. You will find his
name on the petition to oppose this as well.

There is a 2013 DVD called “The Florida Suite”, named after an 1888 musical composition by Frederick Delius.
The 41-minute film, produced by Brevard County Library Services Director Jeff Thompson, is set to that musical piece
and features a retired prominent attorney turned citrus farmer. Based on the retired life of Andrew Graham, prominent
Brevard County Attorney who was based in Melbourne, the film shows the rural nature of Scottsmoor better than words
can describe, and it is filmed about 500 feet from the property of the Thomas’s. Mr. Graham operates a 12-acre citrus
grove and is an excellent example of a caretaker of a small piece of our Scottsmoor land. |understand as a
commissioner you likely have a packed schedule, but | believe, especially if you have never been back into the dirt roads
of our community, the only way to understand is to take 41 minutes and watch the film. | was unable to obtain 5 DVDs
and hand-deliver them when we met regarding this rezoning issue, but | have located the film on YouTube and am
providing the link below. If phone searching, it is the video with the Osprey in the image. The first 10-12 minutes is a
little slow, but by the end of the film, you will not regret watching the entire thing. It illustrates rural Brevard like
nothing else can. Heat up a plate of nachos and give it a chance. It really is worth it. You will also find Mr. Graham’s
sighature on our petition.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=quaaXooGsQk

l intend to say my piece at the upcoming April 4 Commissioner meeting this Thursday evening, but with only 3
minutes available to me, | wanted to get these points across beforehand, in the likely event that | am unable to squeeze
them in at the meeting. Please forgive me for the long-windedness of my statements, but as with many others in this
community, | am very passionate about this matter.

Many thanks,

Jerrad S Atkins
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From: Woodard, Patrick

To: Jones, Jennifer

Ce: Tice, Molly

Subject: Disclosure of communications concerning the April 4th P&Z Meeting for District 4
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2019 4:42:49 PM

Attachments: | oppose the rezoning of Joseph Brandon Nikki Thomas in Scottsmoor.msg

Item 1BPZ00156.m

KEEP SCOTTSMOOR RURAL!. msg

Land Use Change For Scottsmoor.msg

mail letter Scoltsmoor Community Assoc,msg

North Brevard Re-zoning Issue.msg

mail-Letter Map.msq

Please oppose density increase in Scoltsmoor on April 4th.msg
RE Research on Future Land Use in Merritt Island.msg
Research on Future Land Use in Merritt Island.msqg

Rezoning MISTAKE.msg

Rezoning concems Simms 18PZ00130 Part 3 of 3.msg

Fw Rezoning of property in Scottsmoor.imsg

Rezoning Request 18PZ00130.msqg

re-zoning request 4 April 2019 to have 19.75 acres rezoned to RR 1 one home per acre.msg
Scoltsmoor Re-zoning Proposal.msg

Scottsmoor zoning change.msg

Zone Change.msg

Zoning change north of Scoltsmoor.msg

RR1 Scottsmoor Rezoning .msg

Rezoning concems Simms 18PZ00130 Part 1 of 3.msg

Jennifer,

Commissioner Smith received the attached emails regarding the April 4" P & 7
Meeting, and he also talked by phone to David Laney, Jerrad Adkins and Rose

McGinnis on March 22"d concerning 18PZ00153 &18PZ00154.
Regards,

Pat Woodard

Pat Woodard

Chief Legislative Aide to Commissioner Smith

Brevard County, Distiict 4

AN 044 | Patrick. Woodard@brevardfl.gov

A725 Indage Tran danmeson Way, g o !

Micaa, VL A2040

Please note:

Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from the
offices of elected officials are public records available to the public and media upon request,
Your email communications may, therefore, be subject to public disclosure.



Re: Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas property zoning change application 4/1/2019

Commissioner,

My name is Jerrad Atkins and | have been a resident of the Scottsmoor community for 5 % years, along with my
wife Alyssa and our 2 young sons. We relocated to Scottsmoor from Merritt Island because we wanted to buy more land
and start a farm and raise our boys, Chase and Reily, in the country. Not wanting to leave Brevard County, of which we
are both long-term residents, we chose Scottsmoor because of the rural nature it provides and because the AU zoning
and 2.5 Acre per house minimum requirement, meaning limited and responsible development would maintain that rural
nature.

|, like many others in the community, vehemently oppose the change in zoning from AU 2.5 to RR1. | can say
this with knowledge because | have personally spoken with over 400 people regarding this issue, and have gone door to
door informing the community of the rezoning application. | have acquired the packet of information submitted by Mr.
Buchanan at the planning and zoning board meeting, and have shown the information to members of the community.
Of the over 400 people | have spoken with, there are a total of 4 who do not oppose this. | had an opportunity to speak
at the P&Z meeting. | spoke of my concerns as well as some from the folks | had met with about this application.

Originally, | became involved with this matter because of the love of our rural environment that | share with our
neighbors, and since have come across a multitude of reasons that this application requires further scrutiny. With a
higher density being allowed in this area, there are several concerns that | share with several other members of this
community. There are issues with infrastructure, certainly the lagoon concerns, water runoff, etc... However, | would
like to address the issues that were brought up as red herrings by Mr. Buchanan and/or the P&Z board at the P&Z
meeting and with which we are not concerned.

1) Septic system pollution to the lagoon
If you review the minutes from the P&Z meeting, you will note that septic systems were bought up
as an issue but the board was satiated that the problem was solved with a BDP to the effect of high
efficiency septic systems that reduce nitrogen deposits. The issue here, is that while the applicant’s
property is very close to the IRL, there is no measurable impact to a body of water at least 60 meters
from the septic system. Couple this with the fact that ANY subdivision of 6 homes or greater
requires this upgrade anyhow, and this is a non-issue, just a distraction from the legitimate issues.
Furthermore, according to the septic overlay on the Brevard County Natural Resources map,
approximately 5 of the proposed homes would have to utilize upgraded tanks even without the BDP
to that effect. (see graphic and overlay below)

2) Cemetery issues
The recently constructed Veteran’s Cemetery in Scottsmoor was referenced throughout the P&Z
meeting as well. It was stated that due to this construction several people had to have their wells
re-drilled. This is an accurate statement, however, as a community with legitimate concerns about
the cemetery’s impermeable ground area and sloping that does not allow for surficial regeneration
of the groundwater, we are not simply casting our frustrations onto new growth in the area. Our
concerns are completely separate from this issue, and it was not portrayed as such by Mr. Buchanan
at the P&Z meeting. This was again an opportunity to shift the focus from our legitimate concerns
to make us appear to be nothing more than angry and scorned neighbors.



Another point | would like to bring up is in regards to the letters of support that were presented by the Thomas’s
and Mr. Buchanan at and before the last P&Z meeting. There are two in particular on which | would like to comment.
One letter is from the Fetzer family. The Fetzers own 107.88 acres of orange groves immediately adjacent to the
Thomas property. They do not live on the property, in Scottsmoor, or even in Brevard County. They are not residents of
this community that will see the impact that this denser development will have on our roads, environment etc... | will
also note that Fetzers have had this grove for sale for years and likely see neighboring development as a benefit to the
value of their own land. Mr. Stuart Buchanan, March 11 P&Z Minutes, page 11 “the largest citrus grower on the area is
the one that wrote the letter of support for this project, which happens to be the abutting neighbor”. Not only is this, as |
stated, not a neighbor in our community, but a land investor, and who is not the largest citrus grower in the area. In
fact, he’s not even the second or third largest. You will find the sighatures of the three largest citrus growers in the area
on the petition opposing this rezoning request.

Another letter of support came from Les (L.H.) Hallum. Mr. Hallum undeniably has roots in this community that
go back decades. Mr. Hallum is a nice man who | respect a great deal. In fact, he used to own the land the Thomas’s are
applying to rezone. He also owns land that he has not been able to sell in recent years. He too has a path to personal
gain through the approval of this application. His first cousin, JD Hallum has these same roots in this community and
owns massive amounts of land in Scottsmoor, which he farms citrus, cattle, watermelons and hay. You will find his
name on the petition to oppose this as well.

There is a 2013 DVD called “The Florida Suite”, named after an 1888 musical composition by Frederick Delius.
The 41-minute film, produced by Brevard County Library Services Director Jeff Thompson, is set to that musical piece
and features a retired prominent attorney turned citrus farmer. Based on the retired life of Andrew Graham, prominent
Brevard County Attorney who was based in Melbourne, the film shows the rural nature of Scottsmoor better than words
can describe, and it is filmed about 500 feet from the property of the Thomas’s. Mr. Graham operates a 12-acre citrus
grove and is an excellent example of a caretaker of a small piece of our Scottsmoor land. | understand as a
commissioner you likely have a packed schedule, but | believe, especially if you have never been back into the dirt roads
of our community, the only way to understand is to take 41 minutes and watch the film. | was unable to obtain 5 DVDs
and hand-deliver them when we met regarding this rezoning issue, but | have located the film on YouTube and am
providing the link below. If phone searching, it is the video with the Osprey in the image. The first 10-12 minutes is a
little slow, but by the end of the film, you will not regret watching the entire thing. It illustrates rural Brevard like
nothing else can. Heat up a plate of nachos and give it a chance. It really is worth it. You will also find Mr. Graham’s
signature on our petition.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=quaaXooGsQk

lintend to say my piece at the upcoming April 4 Commissioner meeting this Thursday evening, but with only 3
minutes available to me, | wanted to get these points across beforehand, in the likely event that | am unable to squeeze
them in at the meeting. Please forgive me for the long-windedness of my statements, but as with many others in this
community, | am very passionate about this matter.

Many thanks,

Jerrad S Atkins
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From: Ronald Bartcher

To: Ronald Bartcher
Subject: Land Use Change For Scottsmoor
Date: Sunday, March 17, 2019 7:34:14 PM

Dear Commissioner:

| object to the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and Nikki
Thomas' property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

In 2008, following the Brevard County Commission’s acceptance of the Mims Small Area
Study, the County arbitrarily extended the dividing line between RES 1 and Res 1-2.5 Future
Land Use from Flounder Creek Road north to the county line. Apparently, they used an
arbitrary distance {(of approximately 6500 feet) from US1 and just drew a line north to the
county line. This arbitrary extension caused many properties to end up with two separate
Future Land Uses. A more logical approach would have been to select a natural division line,
such as the road Dixie Way, as the dividing line to avoid creating a problem for property
owners.

An even more logical approach would have been to designate all property north of
Scottsmoor, except for that facing US1, to have a Future Land Use of RES 1-2.5, since all that
property is 2.5 acres or more. By using RES 1-2.5 Future Land Use, the County would have
avoided creating a large area of Zoning/ Future Land Use inconsistencies, since virtually all this
property is Zoned AU (which allows same density as RES 1-2.5).

One more thing to consider is that density, like beauty, is in the eye of the beholder. If a
resident lives in a city, then one house per acre appears to be low density. To residents that
live in this rural area of North Brevard, one house per acre is viewed as high density; one
house per 2 % acres is medium density; and we would view one house per 20 acres as low
density. This difference in perspective is important when considering Future Land Use
changes. Future Land Use changes should not affect the residents in a negative manner. The
residents of this area live here specifically because of what they perceive as low density. They
have invested their money and located their families in this rural area of Brevard, and they
rightly expect the Land Uses will continue to be compatible with their community values.
Please deny the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and
Nikki Thomas’ property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

Regards,

Ron Bartcher



Scottsmoor Community Association
. 3724 Magoon Ave. ... .
Mims, FL. 32754 N

RECEIVED

Commissioner Curt Smith

2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way .
Building C Suite 214 APR 2 HECD
Viera, Florida 32940
DISTRICT 4
CONMMISSION OFFICE

Dear Commissioner Smith,

The Scottsmoor Community would like to thank you for taking the time to speak with three of our
members regarding a proposed Small Area Plan change to the existing Brevard County Future Land
Use Map, and the associated request to change the existing zoning on that 19.75 acres from AU 1:2.5,
minimum 2.5 acres per home, to R:1, 1 home per acre. The subject property is the North East corner of
Brevard County at the intersection of Dixie Way and County Line Ditch Road, Southeast corner. An
acrial map of the affected rural residential Scottsmoor area 1s attached with this letter to better illustrate
the rural nature of our Scottsmoor Community. Additionally, there is a map included to this package
illustrating the the physical proximity of the parcel subject to the requested rezoning with respect to the
designated dedicated conservation properties surrounding it.

As our members Rose McGinnis, Jerrad Adkins, and David Laney conveyed to you, the Scottsmoor
Community Association, and over 1,100 other residents of this section of North Brevard County
vigorously oppose these requested changes. Our opposition is not based in a total opposition to
development. In fact we welcome our new neighbors who come to enjoy our rural community values
and contribute to the preservation of our rural environment. Rather, our opposition stems from the
negative impacts that would absolutely result from increased population density and the inordinate
demand that development would place on our rural environment and the resources and infrastructure
which currently sustain it. Additionally, we believe our objections to this requested rezoning are well
founded and supported by principles and requirements set forth in Florida State Statues, the Florida
Long Range Comprehensive Plan, and the Brevard County Long Range Comprehensive Plan.

The concemms our Scottsmoor Community Members expressed to you included the direct impact on our
already fragile surficial aquifer, directly resulting from an increased pumping demand accruing from an
increased residential development density. This surficial aquifer is the source of potable residential well
water for all homes in the Scottsmoor area, as well as a source for agricultural irrigation. Our concem
for the degradation of our potable water supply over time is shared by Dr. Amoldo Valle-Levinson,
Professor, Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment, University of Florida, Dr
Valle-Levinson is a renowned expert in the field of salt water intrusion and Estuarine studies. His
concerns are expressed in his letter, included in the package.

Additionally, we of the Scottsmoor Community expressed our concerns for the larger negative
environmenta] impacts which would result if this increased residential development were to be
approved and developed. These concerns are further expressed by our State Representative Rene
“Coach P” Plascencia in a letter he sent to Commissioner Pritchett. A copy of this letter is included.



Again, thank you for making time to speak with members of our Scottsmoor Community. And of
course if you have any additional questions or need for additional clarification related to any of our
positions, please do contact us.

Very Respectfully,

Members of the Scottsmoor Rural Community
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UF [FLORIDA

Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering 365 Weil Hall

Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment PO Box 116580

Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering Gainesville, FL. 32611-6580
Amoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor 352-392-9537 Department Phone
arnoldo@ufl.edu 352-392-3394 Department Fax

www.essie.ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Laney
Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6", I became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. I am able to place such request in the context of natural and human-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon,

I'think that any new mirastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater fromn the aquifer, Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and ¢) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral.
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified

demands for aquifer water. Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in dettiment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Institution



Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia
Flonda House of Representatlyves

District 50
0 South SH#IC Orange Conaky Legllitive Delegtlon 317 Houxe Office B ullling
Tasrille, FL 12720 Brevard Cannly Legizhive Dele gitlon 4005 Lilowoe O Tolbhasiee, FL A0
1301) 33-5151 Rene. Plaerc L@l Ly Py tidaBpuse Cior Q0| F17-0%

March 26,2019

Commissionar Rita Pricchaeet
Brevard County Discrice |

2000 S, Wazhingtan Ave., Suim 2
Thus ville, FL. 32 780

RE: North Arevard Ra-Zoning Request
Commissianer Primhat,

Tt has come to my atcencion that chare Iy currently » rezoring request going before the Brevard County Comum iision
on 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres o Nowh Brevard mroned te RR |, one home per acim, which s curmit zoned as
AU 1:2.5.] was madeawnre that ar the March LL* Planning 8. Z oring meeting there wara anly rwo letters s ubmlred
supporing the m-toning tequast while there were 157 property owners who signad the pecition opposing k.

These properies ar riz k of being rezoned are che agricultural propertias currently zerving as Florida Forever and
Blueways buffer, and 3 num ber of theiw arecaigated x5 Flerida Forever acquisitions. Currertly these agriculeural
proparties provide ezsential contiguous habitar for wild!ife and forage for migraring birds. To compound the nagarive
apexts of this proposed re-xoning, all of these propertie ame direccly irrer-connscted vie open storm water dainage
directly to tha lagoon. [ sk rhat you plasse take the tine to consider the ramificatiore of thiz revonlng if It were to be
wpprovad. [t s my beliat chaz decades of effor to prerac the Enserncide of the Indian River Lagoan in North
Boavard Counry, whils ezrubliz hing effeccive contiguous Plodda Forever wildlife habitar and corridors will have keen

for maughe if this pazzes.
Feel free to reacli out to rae if you have any questions,

Razpeafully Yours,

Representazive Rene “Coach P! Plasench

FPeprdly Son <o Enit Orangre Coun Iy & Brovand County
Workforce Dovolopment & Touriem Subcammittee - Chair s Hoalth Qunlity Subsommitipe -~ Vieo Chalr;
Appmprictiors Commitee ; Commor e Committen ; Health Core Apprapriations Subcommittoe ; Overaight,
Twnsparerzy & Public Managomsnt Sybcamurdtter



From: Douglas and Mary Sphar

To: Commissioner, D4

Ce: Woodard, Patrick

Subject: Please oppose density increase in Scottsmoor on April 4th
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 10:50:35 AM

Dear Commissioner Smith,

I am very concerned about the proposed zoning change from AU to RR-1 on 19.75 acres in
Scottsmoor and the associated Comprehensive Plan change for 3.15 of those acres from RES
1:2.5to RES 1. This agenda item will be heard by the Commission on April 4.

Scottsmoor is a very special rural area and increasing the density on the subject property
would conflict with the community character. I attended the March 11th P&Z meeting for
this item, where it was stated that the nearest property with a similar zoning for 1-acre lots was
amile away. From the P&Z minutes on the Brevard County website, page 13:

Bruce Moia - From the picture I have, everything around here is AU (Agricultural
Residential), where is the closest zoning similar to what theyre requesting?
Erin Sterk - I think it’s more than a mile away.

Having attended all the local community workshops for the "How Shall We Grow?" visioning
initiative several years ago, [ believe that increasing density in this Scottsmoor area is exactly
how we shouldn't grow! In fact, one of the 4 conclusions of that visioning exercise was
captured under the Regional Growth Priority "Countryside”, meaning "Maintaining Central
Florida's heritage of agriculture and small villages." Additional information can be found on
the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council website.

A much more appropriate place for North Brevard to grow is Titusville.

If this density increase is granted, a precedent will be established, allowing other nearby
landowners to ask for the same density to build subdivisions that ignore community character
and help destroy it.

In addition, the subject property is in an area with a network of conservation lands including
the Indian River Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project, some parts of which have been
purchased as public land and some that need to be acquired. Our Indian River Lagoon should
be top priority!

I have recently been reviewing some sea level rise and resiliency documents from the East
Central Florida Regional Planning Council that pertain to Brevard County, and have
concluded that the Blueway Project lands will become more and more critical to our County's
resilience. The Scottsmoor rural lands combine with the conservation lands to provide a first
line of defense to mitigate the effects of sea level rise.

In conclusion, please vote NO on the requested rezoning and associated Comp Plan change on
April 4th.

Thank you,

Mary Sphar



825 Cliftons Cove Ct.
Cocoa, FL 32926



From: fedexxit@aol.com

To: c . D1; C i D2 C . D3; - D4; ¢ - D5
Subject: KEEP SCOTTSMOOR RURAL!
Date: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 8:13:05 PM

Everything is getting too built up. We need green space! We need rural areas. Keep Scottsmoor as is!
Enough said!!

Marielle Marne & Steven Moore



From: David Laney

To: Lommissioner, D4
Subject: North Brevard Re-zoning Issue
Date: Friday, March 22, 2019 2:39:16 PM

Commissioner Smith,

We in Scottsmoor appreciate your taking the time to speak with us this morning. As you
probably picked up from our conversation, we are passionate about protecting the community
and the active rural agricultural lifestyle, while at the same time retaining the conservation
aspects of the undeveloped environment.

The proposed residential development of a property in the last remaining section of rural
Brevard County East of highway 1, a property that is bounded on all four sides by
Comnervation lands, is something that should sound alarms at all level.

Not only is our rural community and lifestyle threatened, but years of efforts by various
Conservation entities such as The Nature Conservancy, Marine Resource Council IRL, and
Environmentally Endangered Lands are at risk of being marginalized.

Thank you again for your time and consideration of of our issue,
David Laney

Jerrad Adkins
Rose McGinnis



Commissioner, D1

From: JERRAD ATKINS <jer_rad@yahao.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2019 1:52 PM

To: Commissioner, D1

Cc: Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5
Subject: | oppose the rezoning of Joseph Brandon & Nikki Thomas in Scottsmoar
Attachments: BOCC Letter re Thomas Rezoning.docx

Please see attached letter regarding this agenda item for 4/4

Thanks,

Jerrad Atkins

Project Manager

(321) 432-1451 mobile



b

Re: Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas property zoning change application 4/1/2019

Commissioner,

My name is Jerrad Atkins and | have been a resident of the Scottsmoor community for 5 ¥ years, along with my
wife Alyssa and our 2 young sons. We relocated to Scottsmoor from Merritt Island because we wanted to buy more land
and start a farm and raise our boys, Chase and Reily, in the country. Not wanting to leave Brevard County, of which we
are both long-term residents, we chose Scottsmoor because of the rural nature it provides and because the AU zoning
and 2.5 Acre per house minimum requirement, meaning limited and responsible development would maintain that rural
nature.

I, like many others in the community, vehemently oppase the change in zoning from AU 2.5 to RR1. | can say
this with knowledge because | have personally spoken with over 400 people regarding this issue, and have gone door to
door informing the community of the rezoning application. | have acquired the packet of information submitted by Mr.
Buchanan at the planning and zoning board meeting, and have shown the information to members of the community.
Of the over 400 people | have spoken with, there are a total of 4 who do not oppose this. | had an opportunity to speak
at the P&Z meeting. | spoke of my concerns as well as some from the folks | had met with about this application.

Originally, | became involved with this matter because of the love of our rural environment that | share with our
neighbors, and since have come across a multitude of reasons that this application requires further scrutiny. With a
higher density being allowed in this area, there are several concerns that | share with several other members of this
community. There are issues with infrastructure, certainly the lagoon concerns, water runoff, etc... However, | would
like to address the issues that were brought up as red herrings by Mr. Buchanan and/or the P&Z board at the P&Z
meeting and with which we are not concerned.

1} Septic system potlution to the lagoon
If you review the minutes from the P&Z meeting, you will note that septic systems were bought up
as an issue but the board was satiated that the problem was solved with a BDP to the effect of high
efficiency septic systems that reduce nitrogen deposits. The issue here, is that while the applicant’s
property is very close to the IRL, there is no measurable impact to a body of water at least 60 meters
from the septic system. Couple this with the fact that ANY subdivision of 6 homes or greater
requires this upgrade anyhow, and this is a non-issue, just a distraction from the legitimate issues.
Furthermore, according to the septic overlay on the Brevard County Natural Resources map,
approximately 5 of the proposed homes would have to utilize upgraded tanks even without the BDP
to that effect. (see graphic and overlay below)

2) Cemetery issues
The recently constructed Veteran’s Cemetery in Scottsmoor was referenced throughout the P&2
meeting as well. It was stated that due to this construction several people had to have their wells
re-drilled. This is an accurate statement, however, as a community with legitimate concerns about
the cemetery’s impermeable ground area and sloping that does not allow for surficial regeneration
of the groundwater, we are not simply casting our frustrations onto new growth in the area. Our
concerns are completely separate from this issue, and it was not portrayed as such by Mr. Buchanan
at the P&Z meeting. This was again an opportunity to shift the focus from our legitimate cancerns
to make us appear to be nothing more than angry and scorned neighbars,



Another point | would like to bring up is in regards to the letters of support that were presented by the Thomas’s
and Mr. Buchanan at and before the last P&Z meeting. There are two in particular on which | would like to comment.
One letter is from the Fetzer family. The Fetzers own 107.88 acres of orange groves immediately adjacent to the
Thomas property. They da not live on the property, in Scottsmoor, or even in Brevard County. They are not residents of
this community that wiil see the impact that this denser development will have on our roads, environment etc... | will
also note that Fetzers have had this grove for sale for years and likely see neighboring development as a benefit to the
value of their own land. Mr. Stuart Buchanan, March 11 P&Z Minutes, page 11 “the largest citrus grower on the oreq is
the one that wrote the letter of support for this project, which happens to be the abutting neighbor”. Not only is this, as
stated, not a neighbar in our community, but a land investor, and who is not the largest citrus grower in the area. In
fact, he’s not even the second or third largest. You will find the signatures of the three largest citrus growers in the area
on the petition opposing this rezoning request.

Another letter of support came from Les (L.H.) Hallum. Mr. Hallum undeniably has roots in this community that
go back decades. Mr. Hallum is a nice man who | respect a great deal. In fact, he used to own the land the Thomas’s are
applying to rezone. He also owns land that he has not been able to sell in recent years. He too has a path to personal
gain through the approval of this application. His first cousin, JD Hallum has these same roots in this community and
awns massive amounts of land in Scottsmaoor, which he farms citrus, cattle, watermelons and hay. You will find his
name on the petition to appose this as well,

There is a 2013 DVD called “The Florida Suite”, named after an 1888 musical composition by Frederick Delius.
The 41-minute film, produced by Brevard County Library Services Director Jeff Thompson, is set to that musical piece
and features a retired prominent attorney turned citrus farmer. Based on the retired life of Andrew Graham, prominent
Brevard County Attorney who was based in Melbourne, the film shows the rural nature of Scottsmoor better than words
can describe, and it is filmed about 500 feet from the property of the Thomas's. Mr. Graham operates a 12-acre citrus
grove and is an excellent example of a caretaker of a small piece of our Scottsmoor land. | understand as a
commissioner you likely have a packed schedule, but | believe, especially if you have never been back into the dirt roads
of our community, the only way to understand is to take 41 minutes and watch the film. | was unable to obtain 5 DVDs
and hand-deliver them when we met regarding this rezoning issue, but | have located the film on YouTube and am
providing the link below. If phone searching, it is the video with the Osprey in the image. The first 10-12 minutes is a
little slow, but by the end of the film, you will not regret watching the entire thing. It illustrates rural Brevard Jike
nothing else can. Heat up a plate of nachos and give it a chance. It really is worth it. You will also find Mr. Graham’s

signature on our petition.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=quaaXooGsQk

lintend to say my piece at the upcoming April 4 Commissioner meeting this Thursday evening, but with only 3
minutes available to me, | wanted to get these points across beforehand, in the likely event that | am unable to squeeze
them in at the meeting. Please forgive me for the long-windedness of my statements, but as with many others in this
community, | am very passianate about this matter.

Many thanks,

Jerrad S Atkins
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0 321.431.6604

B Sirfer59@aol.com

LORI MACINTYRE

April 2, 2019

Commissioner John Tobia

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Viera, FL 32940

Re: Scottsmoor

Dear Commissioner Tobia,

Google describes Scottsmoor as “an unincorporated community in the north end of Brevard County, Florida,”
which “is a farming community.” Zillow is reporting zero houses for sale in Scottsmoor today, although land parcels
were listed. How many communities do know that have no homes for sale? Things to do, as represented by Trip
Advisar, is nil in Scottsmoor.

The purpose of this writing is to support of the families residing in Scottsmoor, Florida, and their way of life.
Cur son, Jerrad, daughter-in-law, Alyssa, and two young grandsons currently reside in Scottsmoor, along with their
beef cows, dairy cows, goats, chickens, turkeys, rabbits, dogs, and cat. Their homestead provides a safe
environment to raise their sons and teach them how to use the land responsibly, along with raising farm animals.
They chose the Scottsmoor area because of the wide-open spaces, neighborly character, untouched countryside,
and innocent nature of the surroundings. The purpose of investing their life savings in the Scottsmoor
neighborhood was to live near other family members without residing in a city proper, at the same time providing
safety, security, and privacy to their household.

We understand some folks are interested in rezoning part of the area from AU to RR1, which is concerning to
those seeking to maintain their family’s current lifestyle. A second generation native of Florida, born and raised in
the Central Florida area, | am all too familiar with community growth and development. The pasture where my
horses grazed is now a supermarket. The necessity for growth is completely understandable; however, this area of
Brevard County is rural. Families that purchased property here did so because the zoning limited the density to
certain size parcels of land, which is why they invested their hard earned money in Scottsmoor. These individuals
appreciate, love, care for the land where they reside. To entertain altering zoning in this area, is a step toward
allowing others to increase the density landscape of the area and lose the quaint culture that has grown in the
small town. Thank you for taking the time to consider our view. Please do not change the zoning in this area.

Warm regards,

Phillip G. Maclntyre

Lori M. Macintyre
DAD AND MOM



Commissioner, D1

From: Macintyre, Lori {EOIR) <Lori.MacIntyre@usdoj.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2019 7:41 PM

To: Commissioner, D1

Subject: Letter in support of Scottsmoor Families
Attachments: Pritchett.Scottsmoor Letter. April 2 2019.docx
Categories: AMY

Thank you for taking the time to read our letter.



D 321.431.6604

B4 Sirfer59@aol.com

LORI MACINTYRE

April 2, 2019

Commissioner Rita Pritchett

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Viera, FL 32940

Re: Scottsmoor

Dear Commissioner Pritchett,

Google describes Scottsmoor as “an unincorporated community in the north end of Brevard County, Florida,”
which “is a farming community,” Zillow is reporting zero houses for sale in Scottsmoor today, although land parcels
were listed. How many communities do know that have no homes for sale? Things to dg, as represented hy Trip
Advisor, is nil in Scottsmoor.

The purpose of this writing is to support of the families residing in Scottsmaor, Florida, and their way of life.
Qur son, Jerrad, daughter-in-law, Alyssa, and two young grandsons currently reside in Scottsmaoor, along with their
beef cows, dairy cows, goats, chickens, turkeys, rabbits, dogs, and cat. Their homestead provides a safe
environment to raise their sons and teach them how to use the land responsibly, along with raising farm animas.
They chose the Scottsmoor area hecause of the wide-opan spaces, neighborly character, untouched countryside,
and innocent nature of the surroundings. The purpose of investing their tife savings in the Scottsmoor
neighborhood was te live near other family members without residing in a city proper, at the same time providing
safety, security, and privacy to their household.

We understand some folks are interested in rezoning part of the area from AU to RR1, which is concerning to
those seeking to maintain their family's current lifestyle, A second generation native of Florida, born and raised in
the Central Florida area, | am al too familiar with community growth and develcpment. The pasture where my
harses grazed is now a supermarket. The necessity for growth is completely understandable; however, this area of
Brevard County is rural. Families that purchased property here did so because the zoning limited the density to
certain size parcels of land, which is why they invested their hard earned money in Scottsmoor, Thesa individuals
appreciate, love, care for the land where they reside. To entertain altering zoning in this area, is a step toward
allowing others to increase the density landscape of the area and lose the guaint culture thal has grown in the
small town. Thank you for taking the time to consider our view. Please do not change the zoning in this area.

Warm regards,

Phillip G. Macintyre

Lari M. Macintyre
DAD AND MOM



Craddock, Amy

From: County Commissioner District 1 <BEACH.ADMIN@8Brevardcounty.us:>
Sent: Wednesday, April 03, 2019 10:45 AM

To: Craddock, Amy

Subject: Phone Log - Delbert Link/543 Allen Street Mi...

County Commissioner District 1

Delbert Link/543 Allen Street Mi... has been added

Modify my alert settings View Delbert Link/543 Allen Street Mi... View Phone Log Mabile View

Name/Company: Delbert Link/543 Allen Street Mimg 32754

Phone Number: 321-321-3683-8871

Date/Time Call 4/3/2019 18:40 AM

Received:

Purpose of Call; Mr. Lirk called to express is disapproval of the rezoning request in Scottsmoor. He signed a petition that he is against
the rezoning and will be attending the meeting an 4/4/19.

Follow Up Needed: Amy Craddock

Date Received: 4/3/2019
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ORDINANCE NO. 19- /

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE III, CHAPTER 62, OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF BREVARD COUNTY, ENTITLED "THE 1988 COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN", SETTING FORTH THE FOURTH SMALL SCALE PLAN AMENDMENT OF 2019,
198.03, TO THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:
AMENDING SECTION 62-501 ENTITLED CONTENTS OF THE PLAN; SPECIFICALLY
AMENDING SECTION 62-501, PART XVI (E), ENTITLED THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP
APPENDIX; AND PROVISIONS WHICH REQUIRE AMENDMENT TO MAINTAIN
INTERNAL CONSISTENCY WITH THESE AMENDMENTS; PROVIDING LEGAL
STATUS; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, Section 163.3161 et. seq., Florida Statutes (1987) established the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.3167, Florida Statutes, requires each County in the State of Florida to prepare and adopt
a Comprehensive Plan as scheduled by the Department of Economic Opportunity; and

WHEREAS, on September 8, 1988, the Board of County Commissioners of Brevard County, Florida, approved
Ordinance No. 88-27, adopting the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive Plan, hereafter referred to as the 1988 Plan; and

WHEREAS, Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, and 163.3189, Florida Statutes, established the process for the
amendment of comprehensive plans pursuant to which Brevard County has established procedures for amending the 1988
Plan; and

WHEREAS, Brevard County initiated amendments and accepted application for small scale amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan for adoption in calendar year 2019 as Plan Amendment 19S.03; and

WHEREAS, Brevard County established Technical Advisory Groups consisting of County technical employees
grouped according to their operational relationship to the subject of a plan element or sub-element being prepared or
amended, and these Technical Advisory Groups have provided technical expertise for the Amendment 19S.03; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Brevard County, Florida, have provided for the broad
dissemination of proposals and alternatives, opportunity for written comments, public hearings after due public notice,
provisions for open discussion, communication programs and consideration of and response to public comments concerning

the provisions contained in the 1988 Plan and amendments thereto; and



WHEREAS, Section 62-181, Brevard County Code designated the Brevard County Planning and Zoning Board as
the Local Planning Agency for the unincorporated areas of Brevard County, Florida, and set forth the duties and
responsibilities of said local planning agency; and

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2019, the Brevard County Local Planning Agency held a duly noticed public hearing
on Plan Amendment 198.03, and considered the findings and advice of the Technical Advisory Groups, and all interested
parties submitting comments; and

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2019, the Brevard County Board of County Commissioners held a duly noticed public
hearing, and considered the findings and recommendations of the Technical Advisory Group, and all interested parties
submitting written or oral comments, and the recommendations of the Local Planning Agency, and upon thorough and
complete consideration and deliberation, approved for adoption Plan Amendment 19S.03; and

WHEREAS, Plan Amendment 19S.03 adopted by this Ordinance comply with the requirements of the Local
Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, Plan Amendment 198.03 adopted by this Ordinance is based upon findings of fact as included in data
and analysis.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF BREVARD
COUNTY, FLORIDA, as follows:

Section 1. Authority. This ordinance is adopted in compliance with, and pursuant to the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulations Act, Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, Florida Statutes.

Section 2. Purpose and Intent. It is hereby declared to be the purpose and intent of this Ordinance to
clarify, expand, correct, update, modify and otherwise further the provisions of the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive
Plan.

Section 3. Adoption of Comprehensive Plan Amendments. Pursuant to Plan Amendment 19S.03 to the
1988 Comprehensive Plan, Article IIT, Chapter 62-504, Brevard County Code, the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive
Plan is hereby amended based on documentation shown in Exhibit A and as specifically shown in Exhibit B. Exhibits A

and B are hereby incorporated into and made part of this Ordinance.



Section 4. Legal Status of the Plan Amendments. After and from the effective date of this Ordinance, the
plan amendment, Plan Amendment 19S.03, shall amend the 1988 Comprehensive Plan and become part of that plan and the
plan amendment shall retain the legal status of the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive Plan established in Chapter 62-
504 of the Code of Laws and Ordinances of Brevard County, Florida, as amended.

Section S. Severability. If any section, paragraph, subdivision, clause, sentence or provision of this
Ordinance shall be adjudged by any court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment shall not affect, impair,
invalidate, or nullify the remainder of this Ordinance, but the effect thereof shall be confined to the section, paragraph,
subdivision, clause, sentence or provision immediately involved in the controversy in which such judgment or decree shall
be rendered.

Section 6. Effective Date. The effective date of this small scale plan amendment shall be 31 days after
adoption, unless the amendment is challenged pursuant to Section 163.3187(3), Florida Statutes. If challenged, the
effective date of this amendment shall be the date a final order is issued by the Department of Community Affairs, or the
Administration Commission, finding the amendment in compliance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statues. A certified
copy of the ordinance shall be filed with the Office of the Secretary of State, State of Florida, within ten days of enactment.

DONE AND ADOPTED in regular session, this day of , 2019,

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:
Scott Ellis, Clerk Kristine Isnardi, Chair

As approved by the Board on __,2019.



EXHIBIT A
19S.03 SMALL SCALE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
Contents

1. Proposed Future Land Use Map



PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE MAP

THOMAS, JOSEPH BRANDON AND NIKKI
18PZ00153 SMALL SCALE AMENDMENT 195.03
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EXHIBIT B

FINDINGS OF FACT

Contents

1. Legal Description
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DISTRICT 2 (1BPZ00159) 3M!ARA IR
MND IOSEPH "), TULSKIE, IR, - (Rod 'y
aneycutt) e lmt Tamoval of an exist-
P (slrs Dovelopment  Plan),

¥n¢ A CUP (Condl hty Tﬂ% IIirse Permit) for a
pmporary Secui raller, rope
dtuﬂob:dm o og n’?l:rr
gt 'b%ﬁ"’?n"é‘i“é am tps" R
320, o{ the Public cm.h Hrevarel

County, Florida: nnd Lot 3 Blotk D,
Morritt Winter  Homes Dml
Sublly

ine Ave. ant N Yopltnl Trall. (Lot
140 N Tmpltnl Trail, Mnrrllt Iifand Lot 3
= No assigned aderos: 60‘50}
J'O!IN L. JACKSON, 'f 'JSTE = (Bruce
Moia} requests a small Scale campte»
hensive Plan  Amendment, 195.04,
change the Future Land Use dﬂh]naﬂon
from NC  (Nolghbothood  Commereinl
and €€ (Community Commercial) 1o all
CC, on property doscribod os folloves: fo-
Il;@ a pnm«.l nl‘ Innr.l Ia(alnd In Section
ip $, Range 34, Brovard
Counly. Florids, and bnlng a portlon of a
col of land conveyed by deed to John
. Jacksen Ir. u;!ea ot al, g5 recorded
in Doed Hook 6133, Page 2745, uf the
Public Remrds ol Brovard lenl‘ Florl-
mote particularly de bed as

luﬁomnqau in ot the et % corner of
Sectlon 13, l henee westarly along the %

section SHfdeg3d 51*w, o distance of
lm 11, lhame B"m‘ﬂ cmlnrler
wetlon llno HOtd !6’0 tance
af 59.52 . to o pal lil on the norﬂmﬁy
tlgh! of-way of S8, 46 b3 shown on o
tofwvay map for SR 9 tlntmmo
9 , Brovard Colnty, Section 70225, F
Project-Numbar 09! 3:1141, sald polnt bo—
ing the point of beginning and being
more Mrtkulmly domlbe o (ollows:
thernce a!on? arth rlﬂhboi ww ni
Slt, A6t ollowlup three (3) cou!
W. a distanie of 11-1.oe
‘38"E, o distance of
16 02 . 3) 3 IIM?J'BS‘W. a distanco
346,42 1t; thonte Teaving the right-of-
wav ol 5.R_46 NOOdeg26'59°W, o dis-
tance ul;‘ 1,034.80 11, to |hc south Iinu o!

FOOT [mxl
nlan@ the wuth ine of i F&)l‘ nm{:
followl )

ng v
Nnide D3P, adisanch of 38739 (1)
2) § 03'46°€, o distance of 618.08
ft. to the ml line of doseritied property:
thenge $00d 129°€, o distance of 317
1t thence $890eg0s'30"W, 2 (llalam:u o
352.2) f1. thenee soodeui
tance of 355.76 I o tho mtnl a

. Less and except that partion w mn
is alieady CC (Community Commercial),
(3.28 acres). Located on the north side of
5.R: 46, approx. 0,2 mile loolss
and s.ﬁ 6 Interchange, (No assigned
addrets. In the Mims areal) T
Ing mdlmn:n willl also be considered In
can]umion wilh the small Scale Plan
Arendme 95.04;  an  ordinance
nmldlh%Mkln I, Chapter 62, of the

sidinances of Brovard © County,

cmil.lnd "lh_c Cﬂrmmemldn Plan®,

rldlnq . entitlod Con-
!enu of tha Plnn, L lcally amanding
smlou 62-501, X1, entitled Future
Land sc Elernunl nnd Fulure Land Use

Map Seeley; and provisions which requlie
amendmant to maintain internal consis-
lon:r with thiese dﬂ!l!m.lm!rm. praviding
stotus;  providing o severabllity
dnuw and mwltlin‘gI an nil’ﬂlm data.
. gm 161) ) IACKSON,
Ianm o L

timnuw of roning clamnm:on 1om c,u

=2
5%

3

{Genoral  Use), BU1 (Geaeral  Retall

mimarcial), and BU.2 (Retall, Warg-
housing, and omhs Commercial) to
all BU-2, on property described a6 fols
ows Being a parcel of land lomad in
Section 13, Townsh ¢ 34 Em
Bravard County, Florida, ar MI':.P
portion of a porl:a! of land convi b{
deed to lohn . mk lr.. l'ru; no.
al, as recorded Pagje
45, of the Puhllr. Re«mﬁ ol Ihwnrd
County, Jloﬁda Ina mate particutor]
deseribod at follows: Hogin at thie east
mmet of Sect 3, thence m:terly
the 1 wcllon 3'57°W,
dl‘tnnm of 234411 (0 thence Iomrfng
sald % section Ilne NO1deg26'03°W, a
distance ui 59,52 {t. to a point on the
northerly  right-ol-way of S.ﬂ A6 o
1 an the tlgl\l—u‘? p for SR,
9 (1-95), firovard County, uion 70225,
FED Project No. 0953-11-1, snle) point be-
ing the paint of beginnln and hning
more particularly descel 0 lollows:
Thence alo llw.- north right-of:way of
| thige (3) courses:

SR._46 tho following 1 1

1 3! 22°W, b distance of 114.08
gg 6‘3& £, a distance of

1 Old 3) ldau!?i “W, a distance

of 3647 ft; thence Teaving U (ho fight.al-

A
v

Iwayo

wuy of SR A6 NOGHegab'sy we, a ti.

F?;DT du thence
‘ ’ 4 ‘xluofukﬂ

atty the following two (2) courses: 1)
'.‘4"2 l!hl wo of 287.39 it
M 23" a tistance of e 0§

5
L. to the cast ling of described proparty:
=m‘rusow S8'29"E 5 admampt: é’ﬁ 7
5220 e, thanes Sond
hence
tance of 555 76 1, 10t us nt ot be-

inn
P ngelng a p-mml a iand located In

mn d as l'n at the east ;
wmr of (lbqn 13, thence wulory
ng the % on SBBdey3357"W,

cllum:ge of 2, 5068 it: thonce Inav?m_;

Section 13, Townihip 215, Ra e 34k,
Brevard County, Florida, and e? 3
portion of a parcel of fand conve:

deed to lohn L. Jacksan, Ir., Trustee, nl
2, as recorded in Deed Book 6133, Page
2745, of the Public Hecords of Brevard
Cﬂunl. Floeid. huing more particula

oW

distance of 59.54 it 10 a ac{nl an 1
northorly
shown on the right-ofw, mup for s;

e af 1,034.89 11, 1o liw south line of
itmant o Transpartation

gmw T prap.

3467, a distance o

a distance of
'S9°E, 2 dis-

AND further described as fol-

section 1Im NO1deg ZG‘M‘W.

right-ofway of S8 A6 m

9 (1.95), Brevard County, 7

L s e N oS3V Satd pOIt B

ing the point of h«glnnl nnd lralng

more paflicurally dmr |
north aluhl‘of ww of

e ey Taw, 5 distancs of
l&s.ﬂ it.‘ “}9 o Imlng the rluhi.gll»

e
Na9de s'iu'e o ditance of 352,31 1
the 90 south 00 ‘29%E, o distance
of 152 42 I‘l. to 1he rorth IInu of groi:ar-
‘zw iy nl;mn T lne |

e 33—22"0\? n(ﬂnnnw o eoe 1, 1o

lhn sk fine of snld lhnrltt
m\dng 1ald asrlh ling
Istance of 200 1. to the pu!nl o! 'ln-

nT 164 -t- aeras, Located o

1Wh of SR, 46, nppm 02 m'.ln
west o!lM!!SondSﬂ.

ange,
ned 58, I thc Mim) ma!

50 O Gosont ARD

BOARD OF COUI COMM#‘SSIONERS -

Wwiy) wque\ls [ f.hnngn of 20

glnilkntl rom BU-1 (General Rel

Comrnnrcl al) lnd (L hl tndutlrlnl) to
|I) (mrnmnnl anaged Lands -
nta z wilh mmwnl of 8D

(n ndin naw on U por-
tion only, on dmrllmu 03 Tax
Parcol 530, on ?‘;wdw in ORB 7544, P

‘ges 553 = 555, of the Public Records of
. r@md_;oun:’;ola fordg, . Tou'paicl

529, 03 fecon CHB 4563, Pages
1249 ~ 1250, of the Pulill: Racords. of
"%"’"ﬁml 3%‘"?'«'.9« 3l (6 ac?ggmah%
oW ;

on the southwest comer of Pineda Cau-
sewny and the Florida Eut Com Rall-
road rght-ofa, aga 5/2915/2925
fineda mwy,. Me ufnni Puhll: Hear-
ﬂg bafo and  Zoning

{%ﬁl P| nhau:%&my) will be
\

at i
Cenm 2725 Judge Fran Jamleson Wa
Vieta,: Flogfdn on MOHOM’ FE.I
uuﬂn\r 11, 2019, at 3:00 p
Hearing will be’ held by Ihe Boald ol
County Commissioners at the Brovard
Cnum Government Center, 2725 Judge
Fran Jamleson Way, Commission Room,
Bldg, €, Viera, FTutldn, an THURSDAY,
MARCH' 7, 2019, at 5:00 pm. Al Inter-
ested pariles con be heard at sald time
and place. 1f & person decides to appenl
any deciston of this Board with reipecl
1o any malter considired at this meeting
ot heating, such a pecson will need o re:
mrd ol H-m procoedings and that, for
such mn ws, such person miy nead !a

ersure_that o verbatim record of the

.

rocendings s made, ar his own ex:
5 n;;w I\c\lr:\ h se:erdJ;(lnd:: ’tnﬂtﬂ
antl evidence
puai I lu bo b "°3 Final re{mt of mn
bove re emnc agendn will be heard

a1 this meeti In accardance with the
Amnfi cans wil bilitles Act and Sec-
ton 286, lﬁ{. Flotichy  Statutes, persons
wil.h disabilities neer.llnq ‘p‘islhl main-
modations 1o pnrli g:lo In this procecd:
ing thould contact le}nlnu &hu“ilfl
opment De nrmml o later than
Pg’urs prlr.n [:: the meeting .~1 613-2069
of

d Counii
& Duvel il Depariment Yoor: | Tad
Cnlulns. Hannlng and Divempinent DI
roctor, By: lennifor Jones spuckal Proj
uets Coordinotor Ii,




ORDINANCE NO. 19-

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE I, CHAPTER 62, OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF BREVARD COUNTY, ENTITLED "THE 1988 COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN", SETTING FORTH THE FOURTH SMALL SCALE PLAN AMENDMENT OF 2019,
198.03, TO THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
AMENDING SECTION 62-501 ENTITLED CONTENTS OF THE PLAN; SPECIFICALLY
AMENDING SECTION 62-501, PART XVI (E), ENTITLED THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP
APPENDIX; AND PROVISIONS WHICH REQUIRE AMENDMENT TO MAINTAIN
INTERNAL CONSISTENCY WITH THESE AMENDMENTS; PROVIDING LEGAL
STATUS; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, Section 163.3161 et. seq., Florida Statutes (1987) established the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.3167, Florida Statutes, requires each County in the State of Florida to prepare and adopt
a Comprehensive Plan as scheduled by the Department of Economic Opportunity; and

WHEREAS, on September 8, 1988, the Board of County Commissioners of Brevard County, Florida, approved
Ordinance No. 88-27, adopting the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive Plan, hereafter referred to as the 1988 Plan; and

WHEREAS, Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, and 163.3189, Florida Statutes, established the process for the
amendment of comprehensive plans pursuant to which Brevard County has established procedures for amending the 1988
Plan; and

WHEREAS, Brevard County initiated amendments and accepted application for small scale amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan for adoption in calendar year 2019 as Plan Amendment 19S.03; and

WHEREAS, Brevard County established Technical Advisory Groups consisting of County technical employees
grouped according to their operational relationship to the subject of a plan element or sub-element being prepared or
amended, and these Technical Advisory Groups have provided technical expertise for the Amendment 19S.03; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Brevard County, Florida, have provided for the broad
dissemination of proposals and alternatives, opportunity for written comments, public hearings after due public notice,
provisions for open discussion, communication programs and consideration of and response to public comments concerning

the provisions contained in the 1988 Plan and amendments thereto; and



WHEREAS, Section 62-181, Brevard County Code designated the Brevard County Planning and Zoning Board as
the Local Planning Agency for the unincorporated areas of Brevard County, Florida, and set forth the duties and
responsibilities of said local planning agency; and

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2019, the Brevard County Local Planning Agency held a duly noticed public hearing
on Plan Amendment 198.03, and considered the findings and advice of the Technical Advisory Groups, and all interested
parties submitting comments; and

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2019, the Brevard County Board of County Commissioners held a duly noticed public
hearing, and considered the findings and recommendations of the Technical Advisory Group, and all interested parties
submitting written or oral comments, and the recommendations of the Local Planning Agency, and upon thorough and
complete consideration and deliberation, approved for adoption Plan Amendment 195.03; and

WHEREAS, Plan Amendment 198.03 adopted by this Ordinance comply with the requirements of the Local
Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, Plan Amendment 19S.03 adopted by this Ordinance is based upon findings of fact as included in data
and analysis.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF BREVARD
COUNTY, FLORIDA, as follows:

Section 1. Authority. This ordinance is adopted in compliance with, and pursuant to the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulations Act, Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, Florida Statutes.

Section 2. Purpose and Intent. It is hereby declared to be the purpose and intent of this Ordinance to
clarify, expand, correct, update, modify and otherwise further the provisions of the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive
Plan.

Section 3. Adoption of Comprehensive Plan Amendments. Pursuant to Plan Amendment 19S.03 to the
1988 Comprehensive Plan, Article III, Chapter 62-504, Brevard County Code, the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive
Plan is hereby amended based on documentation shown in Exhibit A and as specifically shown in Exhibit B. Exhibits A

and B are hereby incorporated into and made part of this Ordinance.



Section 4. Legal Status of the Plan Amendments. After and from the effective date of this Ordinance, the
plan amendment, Plan Amendment 19S.03, shall amend the 1988 Comprehensive Plan and become part of that plan and the
plan amendment shall retain the legal status of the 1988 Brevard County Comprehensive Plan established in Chapter 62-
504 of the Code of Laws and Ordinances of Brevard County, Florida, as amended.

Section 5. Severability. If any section, paragraph, subdivision, clause, sentence or provision of this
Ordinance shall be adjudged by any court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment shall not affect, impair,
invalidate, or nullify the remainder of this Ordinance, but the effect thereof shall be confined to the section, paragraph,
subdivision, clause, sentence or provision immediately involved in the controversy in which such judgment or decree shall
be rendered.

Section 6. Effective Date. The effective date of this small scale plan amendment shall be 31 days after
adoption, unless the amendment is challenged pursuant to Section 163.3187(3), Florida Statutes. If challenged, the
effective date of this amendment shall be the date a final order is issued by the Department of Community Affairs, or the
Administration Commission, finding the amendment in compliance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statues. A certified
copy of the ordinance shall be filed with the Office of the Secretary of State, State of Florida, within ten days of enactment.

DONE AND ADOPTED in regular session, this day of , 2019,

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:
Scott Ellis, Clerk Kristine Isnardi, Chair

As approved by the Board on __,2019.
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PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE MAP
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ADRIIAGTTH, 1/24/2019
NOTICE 14 hereby given u‘nlmn'l o
Chaplers 125 & 163, FLORIDA STA
and Chapter 62, Art th Vi of th ﬂuvnr
County Codo, that the Bravard County
mr‘nnln aw.l' Zonillg Emrddtlofal Plan«
] ¢ Board of Count
cammlsslonm will conslider the ullu‘\'\r“-r
lng requests on MONDAY, FEIIRUMY
2015, and THURSDAY, MARCH L
2019 Items | and 2 are North Merritt
Island. Be;la_nndent Special District Board
items, DISTRICT | 3.{18PZ00145) ~ MAN-
DA LAJOIE TAYLOR - requedts a change
of mnlng classification from GU (Gener-
al Use) fo AU {Aglri(ultural Hesldential)
on prnpmy dqwbeo as Tract 8, Block
'Ig o Irove Subdi-
vision, as fllod In Survoy Book 2, Page 55,
of the Publlic Records of Bravard cguﬂly.
‘lutldn Section 33, Township 23, Range
5. (2,30 peres) Located on the east i
of Florida Palm Ave,, approx. 0.18 miles
rlnrth of Arecs Palm St. (5125 Florida
m Ave, Cocoa) 4, HSPZOCIM?] Wik-
I.}AM EMMONS ANG LAURIE TURNER -
request o cha o o zonl c&miluliun
fram RU-1-7 le-Farnlly Residential)
to SR {Suhmbaﬂ etidential), on proper-
ty described as ra;r Parcel 501, as record-
2h'In ORG 8178 Page 868, of tho Public
Records of Bravord County, Horlda Sct-
tioh 17, Townshlp 21, Ran
.arm] Located on the east slme of N. Sin
g&lunveam.lss. north of
nrlu.-r St (2265 N, Singleton Ave., Mims)
S (1BPZO01SD) JAMES AND IENNIFER
UTTER - request a change of zoni
elassification from GU {Goneral Use) an
RU-1-13 (Singlo- Farnlly Residential)  to
Bu 1-A rﬂes rlm Nelgh borhood

di
to1 17, th!t s ru:e urn; subdivision.
u%‘fgccr;.l'cd in %&: -
of the Public liemrcli of smraru
County, Florida. Sectlon Township
21, Range 34, 1 Is cres) Located on the
n_orlh:deaf nnS! approx. 145 ft.
west of Holder 218 Main St
Mims) 6, (xmmmsal IOSEP'H BRANGION
AND 1OMAS request o Smull
Scale Cnrn ehiensive Plan Amendmen
(185.03) from AES 1 {Resldnnsini 1) nn:l
HES 1:2.5 (Residential 1:2.5), to all RES 1,
on praperty described as the most cast-
ern end of Lots A & B, Block 1, Tul! &
Paxtons Subdivision, as recorded in ORG
6692, Fages 1049 - 1050, of the Public
ocards of Bravard County, rlorldn. ox-
!ena!nu 235 I, from east to west along
the north property line, and 278 H, from
cost to wast al the sout h operty
line. Section 39, Townshij ?'n
:3, (3 15 1! ur.rm lom %& Ibnm DF‘T
Line fid. a xle
‘Way, {6?05 l)lnie W Milmj 't'ho foliow-
Ing ordinonge wlll be considered In
conjunction with_the Small Scale le
amunélimon:\.’ |:gsifl'3(h an ;mil fa
amending Asticle apter 62, of the
Code of Ordinances of B‘:‘ward County;
entiffed  “The Comprehensive  Plan®,
amending Sectlon 62-501, entltled Con:
tonts af the Plan; specificall amending
Section 62:501, Part X1, entitled Future
Land Use Eigment and Future Land Use
Map Sories; and provisions which require
amendment to maintaln internal consls.
lv.-n-:f with these amendments; providing
legal smm. providing  a  severablll
clause! and g)r oviding an effective date.
? (18P200150) JDS HRANDON AND
1K1 THOMAS request a change of zon
mg clossification from AU tAu:h.ulturnl
nmidemtnlp 1o F.Ill (Rural Regldentlal),
Luop&rr doscribed a5 Lots A &
Glm 1, Tul aPuthuhdlvuls;gn. asm

o7 tha PUbIE Racoass o
of the c Ricords II
Florida, Section 39, N MMd ('ounug

5 Dixi , Mims)
Qorronitt Men unﬁm ( :w-'"{’cl:w
mlno Furtm} fequests Gge of
0

InH ?o 'ion om S% hmﬂmlal}:_

rlbnd a Ta Pumais Tk
morded In ORE ??3?.‘Pml 3!7423'

ol (1l I'uum uh.urun ol mewﬁ Curnt .

ind 1 nil ma?
B e e e
a3 reeof ‘fl?'g glo“ ﬂ':g‘a ‘.iFo:ﬁ‘

lllt Public Recordy of Brwﬂa‘d Couhly.

lorldn. Saction 15, Township 23, R nnna
as {1327 acres) Located on the west
Mde of Grissom Pkwy . between Cinna-
lmn Fern Blvd. and Hanch Rd. (No as-

Ps ned address. in the Cog
DISTRICT 2 9. [18P200159) BARBARA J.
AND JOSEPH J. TULSKIE, JR, - {Rodney
Hon ngtu‘!t} 1w u\m remu\ml of an exist-
Ing 4Dp naq opinent Plan),
and ;‘:'t"l.lg|I (;.':ml"w nnrlalll.lsfe Permit) :rrio
on, pr
b s tot 'l: Pt
Winter Homas division,
a4 mo'rdcd In ORB E 10, Pa 05 319 -
120, of the Pu’oli: nucms of Hrevard
County, Forida, ‘and Lot 3, dlock O,
Marrit wmlol _l_t-nrnm Dmlop nt
hslos deorded in ORB 8203,
ol um?;}g cﬁﬂy o; Eﬂ? Fubll: “‘“”3‘5
v,
Towenship 24, Ronge 36, (l 55 acies) Lo-
cnu-donlhe mmhenst corner of Tanger-
Ine Ave. and N, Tropleal Trall, Lurl-

140 M, Trnpkﬂl Trail. mltl fsla % Lot 3.

= No asignod o nm
JOI*N L "JACKSON, - (atum
Molo) requests a Smull Scaln.- Compfe
hensive Plan  Amendment,  195.04,
thnge tho Future Land Um m}qnation
rom
and €C {Community Co:nnmﬂnli to all
€ on property doseribod as follows: Bo-
Ing a pnml of land located In Section
l Ti 215, Range 34E, Brovard
unty, Flm , and baing a portion of a
pmul of land ¢o by deed to lohn
L, latkion, I, Trustee ot al, a3 recorded
iy Doed Book G133, Page 2745, of the
Publle Immdl ui llnewml County, Florl-
da. Hoing moto particlaly described s

Iollowx at the oml \ﬂ comar o!
Settion I1: !heg_gu westarly along the %

§l{u 3NS7W, o distance of
a4, 11 !t.. nto leau! uld uartor

mlron | ﬂ{!l stanco
ta 2 nl on the nortl'-oﬂy
ghl o!-ww of S a3 shown on the

ripht-of-way mup I‘m sn 9 lmmtnm
95), Brovard County, Sectlon 70225, F
?fojntt Number ns 3.11-1, 14l point bo-
ing the point of beginni nnd Mlng
more partieularly daml o5 follows:
thence 1!04\? the north right-ofway of
SR.AG6 the ollew(nu lhreo 1) counsos:
1.) 588deg3¥'22"W, a dlslnm‘- of 114,08
L 2‘} h‘.l 26'38"E, distance of
26,02 932" 3S'W. a distance
af 346, 45 I‘t..' thoence leavin |hn fight-of.
way of 5.8 46 NOOdeg26'59"W, o dis-
tanco of 1,034,689 It to the soulh line of
FOOT drainage ) Iharm'
along the south line of sa T pr
HIR the lollowlng two (2) toursol’ }
di 2]'24"5. o distance of 287.39 It
) $58deg03'A6"E, o distance of 618,08
1 to the east line of describind prop wr
thence S00degs8'29"E, a distance of 317
I; thence s89deq05°307W, a l.imarh'.n. of
352.21 1t thonce 500deqi6'50"E, o tis:
mn(o nf 355.76 /1. to the point of begin:
r-q Less and except that portion which
Is already CC (Community Commerciall,
I.! 28 acros). Located on the north side of
n 45, “%"i’“ 02 mlln l of the 195
and SR nterchange. (No assigned
address. In the Mims area) The follow
Ing ordinance. will also be considered in
mn}uncuon with_the Snnnlt Scale Plan
Amendment,  195.04:  an  ordinange
amending Article Il Clmniur 62, of the
Code of Ordinances of Bruvntd County,
entitled "The  Camprohensive  Plan™,
rmmdin;,;h ection 62- SDI. entitled ton‘
o

tmu of Dlnn, ndl
501, Par?em unn’llud ful

Lund e EFelnnnl and Futdre Lond Ulo
Map Seeles; and provisions which require
amendment to maintain internal consis:
lanﬂr with these nmendm.'m\_ praviding
Ilulus. providing  a  severabllity
:J.ww nrl ovl:lln on offective date.
mp JOUN, L JACKSON,
iarucu Molo) roquosts a
:linngu oi :onlnn <lassification from GU
(General  Use),  8U-1  (General  Aetall
Commarcial), and BU2 {(Retall, Ware:
l\wﬂn% and Wholesals Commarcial) to
all By property  described as fol
lowes: Beinn a pnm.-l ol Iand located in
Section 13, Townth ]p 15, Range 34 Eml.
Broyard County, Florido, bl
portion of a parcel of land <o by
deed lo Jnh L Jack Jr, Trustee, at

| al, os 0 Deed 6133, Page

?45 o! iho Publl: Records of Brevard
Counly, Flotida, helnﬂ more parli-‘.ularl‘z
deseribod as follews: Begin al the vast
corner of Section nee wmerly
along the % w:tlon deg 3357w,
dimn:u of 234401 (1, thence Ioav|ng

% section line NOYdo eg26'03°W, a
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D2 Disclosures for 04/04/19 BOCC Meeting (P&Z agenda items)

e

Public Hearing Items #5 and #6 (Scottsmoor, Joseph Brandon/Nikki Thomas)

On Mar 11, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Rose McGinnis (3734

Huntington Ave, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 13, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Melanie Lorenti (3108

Coral Ave, Mims), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 14 and Mar 17, 2019, the D2 Office received emails from Ronald Bartcher
(3431 Grantline Rd, Mims), who expressed his objection to the proposal

On Mar 14, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from David Laney (3800 Sams

Ln, Scottsmoor), who expressed his concerns about the proposal.

On Mar 16, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from David Botto (Indian Habour
Beach), who expressed his opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 18, 2019, the D2 Office received and email from Rachel Burke (6010 Dixie
Way, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 18, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Maureen Rupe, who

expressed her concerns about the proposal.

On Mar 19, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Marielle Marne and Steven

Moore opposing the proposal.

On Mar 27, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Mary Sphar (825 Clifton
Coves Ct, Cocoa), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 27, 2019, Commissioner Lober (phone) and staff (in person) met with

Scottsmoor area residents David Laney, Rose McGinnis and Jerrad Atkins, who

expressed their concerns with the proposal
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D2 Disclosures for 04/04/19 BOCC Meeting (P&Z agenda items)

Public Hearing Items #5 and #6 (Scottsmoor, Joseph Brandon/Nikki Thomas)

On Mar 11, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Rose McGinnis (3734

Huntington Ave, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 13, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Melanie Lorenti (3108
Coral Ave, Mims), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 14 and Mar 17,2019, the D2 Office received emails from Ronald Bartcher
(3431 Grantline Rd, Mims), who expressed his objection to the proposal

On Mar 14, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from David Laney (3800 Sams

Ln, Scottsmoor), who expressed his concerns about the proposal.

On Mar 16, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from David Botto (Indian Habour
Beach), who expressed his opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 18, 2019, the D2 Office received and email from Rachel Burke (6010 Dixie
Way, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 18, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Maureen Rupe, who

cxpressed her concerns about the proposal.

On Mar 19, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Marielle Marne and Steven

Moore opposing the proposal.

On Mar 27, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Mary Sphar (825 Clifton
Coves Ct, Cocoa), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

On Mar 27, 2019, Commissioner ober (phone) and staff (in person) met with

Scottsmoor area residents David Laney, Rose McGinnis and Jerrad Atkins, who

expressed their concerns with the proposal
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® On Mar 30, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Leesa Souto of the Marine

Resources Council, who expressed her concerns about the proposal.

® On Mar 31, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Maxine Zieman (3465

Sunste Ave, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

® On April 1, 2019, the D2 Office received a letter from the Scottsmoor Community

Association, opposing the proposal.

* On April 2, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Kathy Ceballos (6045 Oak

St, Scottsmoor), who expressed her opposition to the proposal.

® On April 2, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Jerrad Atkins (Phone #321-
432-1451), opposing the proposal.

® On April 3, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Philip & Lori Maclntyre

(Phone #321-431-6604), opposing the proposal.

e On April 4, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Morgan Maclntyre,
opposing the proposal.

Public Hearing Item #7 (Merritt Island, Clark and Patricia Simms)

® On Mar 20, 2019, Commissioner Lober met with Susan and Lindsey Johnson (520

Timuquana Dr), who expressed their concerns about the proposal.

® OnMar 23, 2019, the D2 Office received an email from Bill Heink (685 Timuquana

Dr), who expressed his concerns about the proposal.

Page 2 of 2



Van, Fritz

From: fedexxit@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 8:13 PM

To: Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4;
Commissioner, D5

Subject: KEEP SCOTTSMOOR RURAL!

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

Everything is getting too built up. We need green space! We need rural areas. Keep Scottsmoor as is! Enough said!!

Marielle Marne & Steven Moore



Van, Fritz

From: Ronald Bartcher <bartcher@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 8:50 PM

To: Ronald Bartcher

Subject: Zoning change north of Scottsmoor
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

Dear Commissioner:

| was greatly disappointed on Monday, March 11, 2019, when the P&Z Advisory Board narrowly voted to
recommend approval of a zoning change on 19.75 acres north of Scottsmoor, located at 6705 Dixie Way.

| am writing to you because the concerns of the Scottsmoor residents are my very same concerns. | live
halfway between Mims and Scottsmoor and | want to keep this quiet, rural area of North Brevard as is.

| believe that some members of the Advisory Board were swayed to vote for this change because the
developer agreed to put in the new high-performance septic tanks. However, this property is about 3700 feet
west of the lagoon and any septic tank that far away will not contribute any measurable amount of pollution
to the lagoon. The science on this is clear. Thus, the Board created a solution to a problem that doesn’t exist.
Even worse, the vote was not based on relevant information.

In voting for this change the Board is actually creating a larger pollution problem than exists with the current
zoning. We heard testimony from residents that there is runoff from properties in that area and that the
ditches have water flowing to the lagoon, even in the dry season. However, because this property is not an
active agriculture area, it is essentially vacant land. There is virtually no fertilizer in that runoff. By allowing a
higher density of smaller residential lots, there will be runoff containing more yard fertilizer and grass clippings
going into the ditches and into the water that flows straight into the lagoon. The developer is only obligated to
not increase the runoff; he is under no obligation to decrease existing runoff. Thus, development will not
decrease the pollution of the Indian River Lagoon.

It appeared to me that the Board ignored the highly significant issue of compatibility with the surrounding
property. This property is directly across the road from property in Volusia county that has been set aside as a
Conservation Easement. In addition, just a short distance southwest of this property is a large parcel of
Conservation Easement property. Furthermore, immediately to the east is property that is part of the Indian River
Lagoon Blueway Florida Forever Project. The subject property is almost surrounded by property that is specifically
designated to avoid development. Having a higher density development next to Conservation Easement properties
is most certainly not compatible.

In addition to these three objective issues, there are also two subjective issues that, | believe, explain why the
P&Z meeting room was filled with residents objecting to this rezoning. First, residents are concerned, and
rightly so, that their wells will have problems. More development certainly means more people competing for
the limited amount of potable water. The residents testified that some of them have already seen problems

1



Van, Fritz

From: Ronald Bartcher <bartcher@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2019 7:34 PM

To: Ronald Bartcher '

Subject: Land Use Change For Scottsmoor

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

Dear Commissioner:

| object to the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’
property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

In 2008, following the Brevard County Commission’s acceptance of the Mims Small Area Study, the County
arbitrarily extended the dividing line between RES 1 and Res 1-2.5 Future Land Use from Flounder Creek Road
north to the county line. Apparently, they used an arbitrary distance (of approximately 6500 feet) from US1
and just drew a line north to the county line. This arbitrary extension caused many properties to end up with
two separate Future Land Uses. A more logical approach would have been to select a natural division line,
such as the road Dixie Way, as the dividing line to avoid creating a problem for property owners.

An even more logical approach would have been to designate all property north of Scottsmoor, except for that
facing US1, to have a Future Land Use of RES 1-2.5, since all that property is 2.5 acres or more. By using RES 1-
2.5 Future Land Use, the County would have avoided creating a large area of Zoning/ Future Land Use
inconsistencies, since virtually all this property is Zoned AU (which allows same density as RES 1-2.5).

One more thing to consider is that density, like beauty, is in the eye of the beholder. If a resident lives in a city,
then one house per acre appears to be low density. To residents that live in this rural area of North Brevard,
one house per acre is viewed as high density; one house per 2 % acres is medium density; and we would view
one house per 20 acres as low density. This difference in perspective is important when considering Future
Land Use changes. Future Land Use changes should not affect the residents in a negative manner. The
residents of this area live here specifically because of what they perceive as low density. They have invested
their money and located their families in this rural area of Brevard, and they rightly expect the Land Uses will
continue to be compatible with their community values.

Please deny the Future Land Use change that is being considered for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas’
property on County Line Ditch Road, north of Scottsmoor.

Regards,
Ron Bartcher



Van, Fritz

From: David Laney <David.Laney@ucf.edu>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 9:55 AM

To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: North Brevard Zoning Threatens Florida Forever and Lagoon
Attachments: Easement Map with rezoning request.jpg

Good Morning Kika,
As we discussed on the phone, below is advance information for Commissioner Lober for our March 27th meeting.

My name is David Laney, | reside at 3800 Sams Lane, Scottsmoor, Florida. I'm writing to make you aware of an impending
conservation crisis here in North Brevard County. Please take the time to read this.

My wife and | are the owners and Project Managers of Sams Hammock Conservation Area (please see attached map). We
donated the conservation easement for this property to Brevard County Florida as a component of the Environmentally
Endangered Lands (EEL's) with the assistance of The Nature Conservancy (TNC), National Resource Council(NRC), and
others. Kierstyn Cox of TNC is very familiar with Sams Hammock

Currently there is a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Commission on 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres
rezoned to RR 1, one home per acre. The referenced property is drawn in on the attached map.

This area of Brevard county is currently zoned AU, 1:2.5 , meaning a minimum of 2 1/2 acres per home. Just across the county
line in Volusia County, the north side of the referenced property, there is no residential allowed due to its conservation
designation. The remainder of the Volusia County side of County Line Ditch road going West from Dixie Way is zoned a
minimum of 10 acres per home.

If the requested re-zoning is approved, by precedence, it will open the flood gates for re-zoning in this northern most area of
Brevard County east of Highway 1. At the 11 March, 2019 Planning & Zoning meeting there were only two letters submitted
supporting the re-zoning request while there were 157 property owners who signed the petition opposing it.

Each of the two letters submitted supporting the re-zoning were submitted by property owners/developers who want this zoning
request approved so they, in turn, can rezone and develop large tracts of land immediately adjacent to the subject property, and
other tracts in this immediate area abutting Florida Forever and Blueways properties.

As you will note, these properties at risk of being rezoned are the agricultural properties currently serving as Florida Forever and
Blueways buffers, and a number of them are targeted as Florida Forever acquisitions. Currently these agricultural properties
provide essential contiguous habitat for wildlife and forage for migrating birds.

To compound the negative aspects of this proposed re-zoning, all of these properties are directly inter-connected via open storm
water drainage directly to the lagoon. Imagine the impact if 100's of acres of these agricultural properties are converted to
residential.

Please take the time to consider the ramifications of this re-zoning if it were to be approved. Decades of effort to protect the
Eastern side of the Indian River Lagoon in North Brevard County, while establishing effective contiguous Florida Forever wildlife
habitat and corridors will have been for naught. | am not overstating this potential. Amazing how a section of property only 3
miles long North - Soth, and 1 1/2 miles wide East-West, can be such an abdolutely essential component of much larger
initiatives.

And | haven't even addressed the very real risk of salt water intrusion to the fragile superficial aquifer that is the sole source of
potable water for residents in the area. That's a whole other issue, but very real.

If | can be of any further assistance, in any way, please contact me directly. Or you can contact our County and State
Representatives listed below.

We in Scottsmoor will greatly appreciate any and all assistance you might provide in protecting this essential conservation
enclave.

Sincerely,



Van, Fritz

From: dbotto1 <dbotto1@cfl.rr.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2019 1:52 PM

To: Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4;
Commissioner, D5

Subject: Scottsmoor Re-zoning Proposal

Please refer to my E Mail dated March 10.
The subject zoning change, if approved, would be a glaring example of irresponsible land use management.
I respectfully urge you to reject this request.

David C. Botto
Indian Harbour beach
321773 2327



Van, Fritz

From: rachelburke0325@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 7:40 PM
To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: RR1 Rezoning Scottsmoor
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Bills & Agenda Items

My name is Rachel Burke, my hushand and I live at 6010 Dixie Way in Scottsmoor. Right down the road from the
proposed RR1 rezoning. We live on a narrow dirt road that is impassable at times due to large trucks, flooding, or the
road being in disrepair. On a normal day, two cars can not travel on this road next to one another. Rather, one car must
pull up on the side of the road to yield to the oncoming traffic. We have well water that has declined substantially in
quality since the cemetery was built. We have had to spend thousands of dollars on having our well re drilled and added
reverse osmosis and a chlorinator just to have drinkable water. Salt intrusion is something we worry about with the
expansion of the cemetery and each new home that is built. We live on 5 acres; as do all of our neighbors. Our area is
currently zoned for agriculture; one home per 2.5 acres. All of our homes are like this. Please do not approve the
rezoning for RR1. This would have an immense negative impact on our water and way of life. We all live here because
we love the land and rural way of life. The RR1 would NOT match anything around it. Rather, a crowded eye sore. Please
take into consideration what the community thinks. We greatly need your help in preventing this from being passed.
Please vote no to rezoning.

Sent from my iPhone



Van, Fritz

From: Turtle Coast Sierra Club <turtlecoast@digital.net>

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 7:27 PM

To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: Proposed density increase in Scottsmoor on April 4th agenda
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

Dear Commissioner Lober,

| am very concerned about the proposed zoning change from AU to RR-1 on 19.75 acres in Scottsmoor and the
associated Comprehensive Plan change for 3.15 of those acres from RES 1:2.5 to RES 1. This agenda item will be heard
by the Commission on April 4.

Scottsmoor is a very special rural area and increasing the density on the subject property would conflict with the
community character. |attended the March 11th P&Z meeting for this item, where it was stated that the nearest
property with a similar zoning for 1-acre lots was a mile away. From the P&Z minutes on the Brevard County website,
page 13:

Bruce Moia — From the picture | have, everything around here is AU (Agricultural Residential), where is
the closest zoning similar to what they’re requesting?
Erin Sterk — | think it’s more than a mile away.

Having attended all the local community workshops for the "How Shall We Grow?" visioning initiative several years ago,
| believe that increasing density in this Scottsmoor area is exactly how we shouldn't grow! In fact, one of the 4
conclusions of that visioning exercise was captured under the Regional Growth Priority "Countryside", meaning
"Maintaining Central Florida's heritage of agriculture and small villages." Additional information can be found on the
East Central Florida Regional Planning Council website.

A much more appropriate place for North Brevard to grow is Titusville.

If this density increase is granted, a precedent will be established, allowing other nearby landowners to ask for the same
density to build subdivisions that ignore community character and help destroy it.

In addition, the subject property is in an area with a network of conservation lands including the Indian River Lagoon
Blueway Florida Forever Project, some parts of which have been purchased as public land and some that need to be
acquired. Our Indian River Lagoon should be top priority!

I have recently been reviewing some sea level rise and resiliency documents from the East Central Florida Regional
Planning Council that pertain to Brevard County, and have concluded that the Blueway Project lands will become more
and more critical to our County's resilience. The Scottsmoor rural lands combine with the conservation lands to provide
a first line of defense to mitigate the effects of sea level rise.

In conclusion, please vote NO on the requested rezoning and associated Comp Plan change on April 4th.

Thank you,
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Has the County Commission thought about the damage it is doing by repeatedly increasing density around the
lagoon and St John’s River? Do the residents of Brevard County realize this increase in density is basically
removing any positive effects our tax dollars are doing to restore the Indian River Lagoon? Shouldn’t the
county conduct a study on the effects the increased density is having on the Indian River Lagoon’s water
quality? .

Please do not allow this increase in density on our northern cou nty borders. In addition, please conduct a
study to find what harm is being done with continually increasing density. It is the minimum we should be
doing whilst the rezones on Merritt Island continue, and septic tank Permits still being approved by the
State. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Maureen Rupe
7185 Bright Ave
Port St John, 32927
321-639-6839

“One of the penalities for refusing to participate in government
is that you end up being governed by your inferiors.” - Plato



Van, Fritz

From: Maureen Rupe <rupe32927@earthlink.net>

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 9:57 AM

To: Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D5;
Commissioner, D3

Subject: re-zoning request 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres rezoned to RR 1, one home per acre

Follow Un Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

There is a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Commission on 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres rezoned
to RR 1, one home per acre near the Volusia-Brevard County Line (see attached jpg).

The Brevard Lounty Commission must at some time realize thal increasing density along our Indian River Lagoon is
detrimental to the work our residents are doing to try to fix the lagoon. The area in question must require septic
systems due to not having sewer service anywhere close to the property. Septic Systems in this area is detrimental even
at one per 10 acres. It would not even be the number of septic tanks you would be adding so close to our precious

indian River Lagoon, but any residentiai properties seeitis {o be addicted to having grass on their lawns and public
P ] [

areas. Increasing density allows more nitrogen and phosphorus into the lagoon, as this area allows any contamination
immediately into the lagoon’s water shed.



Van, Fritz

From: Rose McGinnis <rose_is_morgans_grammie@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 2:39 PM

To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: Re: Rezoning change:

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Constituent Complaints

Thank you,

Yes we are meeting with her soon. | appreciate your response.

Thank you

On Monday, March 11, 2019, 11:24:17 PM EDT, Commissioner, D2 <D2.Commissioner@brevardfl.gov> wrote:

Ms. McGinnis:

When it comes to property matters, | almost always defer to the commissioner in whose district the project is
located as he or she will have the greatest knowledge and expertise of the area. If you haven't yet reached out
to Commissioner Rita Pritchett, please do so and see if she will meet with you. If you have her onboard, the
chances are incredibly high, you'll have me as well.

Kind regards,

Bryan

From: Rose McGinnis <rose_is_morgans_grammie @yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:09:29 PM

To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: Rezoning change:

Commissioner

Bryan Lober

[ am a resident of North Brevard. Specifically, Scottsmoor. We are a rural community. And hope to remain a rural
community. On April 4th agenda will be a rezoning request for Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas'. A VAST majority of
our community is against this zone change. And after having some time to digest and understand the Future Land Use
change they are proposing | am against this also. Frankly, | am surprised that an antiquated arbitrary map can give them
the ability to change the dynamic of our community. Those who live out here have all complied with the current zoning of
AU. Most of our community was not even aware of the Future Land Use from the 1980's that put a future land use of RR1
in that area. We also did not know that our corner of Brevard County was again overlooked when the county requested
Small Community Land Use Studies from parts of unincorporated Brevard. Mims was ask to participate in such a study
but it was ended at Flounder Creek Rd. Just South of Cape Canaveral National Cemetery in Scottsmoor. .

A change in rating from AU to RR will result in a precedence being set and allow surrounding farmland to be sold with
RR1 rating.

There is little rural life left along the Eastern Banks of the Indian River. We are it. Allowing the current rate of building to
at least double would greatly impact our lifestyle.



We understand that 14 homes will not greatly impact our community, but the homes that will be built due to a new zoning
precedence wouid adversely affect this community.

Please vote NO to allow this change in zoning.

Thank you

Rose McGinnis

3734 Huntington Ave
Scottsmoor, Fl



Van, Fritz

From: Leesa Souto <Leesa@mrcirl.org>

Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2019 8:51 AM

To: Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4;
Commissioner, D5

Cc: jimswann@cfl.rr.com; Duane DeFreese IRL Council; Bill Cox; Bo Platt; Bob Day; Dave

Botto; Jim Moir; Ken Lindeman; Ken Tworoger; Lady Shirley Beirne; Mary Chapman-
Mundt; Maureen Rupe; Paul Laura; Stephen E. Chalmers; Terry Casto
Subject: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property
Attachments: BOCC_Letter_Rezoning.pdf

March 30, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBJ: Please Deny Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Dear Chairwoman Isnardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC) is dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the Indian River
Lagoon (IRL) and we are pro-actively supporting the Indian River Lagoon Project Plan which seeks, at great

cost, to correct and repair past mistakes that caused great harm to the lagoon. We have significant concerns
with the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forever Blueway Project, of which Brevard is a
participating partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from development. Most importantly, the land drains directly into the lagoon.
Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, will open the entire area for the
same.The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, water storing land essential to the sustainability of our
lagoon and add yet more polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new
sewer and septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the subject density change
request would be a serious mis-management of land use and lagoon use. We recommend that all such
requests be shelved until a study of land use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling
changes come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida's waterways, water
supplies and quality of life from more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a
changing climate. We recommend that Brevard County and Municipalities adopt, in its entirety, the Low Impact
Development (LID) concept endorsed by both US EPA and Florida’s DEP and clearly presented in their web
sites. The concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water storing land and to reduce the
destructive run-off loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional
Resiliency Action Plan by the East-central Florida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.
Respectfully,
Leesa Souto, Ph.D.

Executive Director
Marine Resources Council



Van, Fritz

From: mellorenti <mellorenti@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 12:26 PM
To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: Rezoning MISTAKE

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Constituent Complaints

Dear Bryan,

I truly hope you hear our small community of Scottsmoor's cry for help. We desperately gringe at the thought of a
change in zoning. This is my families biggest fear! We chose this small community for the purpose of it being rural. My
family and myself needed a slower pace of home life, living here has made my husband and three daughters so happy.
Coming from an eggresivily over populated town of Port Orange who's commisioners have aloud the chaos to happen. |
no longer feel the stress and burden of coming home. For once | enjoy driving home and up our beautiful road of fields
and farm animals.

If this rezoning of 1 acre changes from 2.5 acre we feel is a terrible mistake and sadly will turn into what this community
doesn't want as a hole. More people equals more crime! Please keep this community rural the way we chose it to be for
a families!

Let's not give into the greed of a single person! This single person will effect thousands of residents in

this community in my opinion odds of 1:1,00 do not make proper sense for this town.
Do not let our town become the greedy overpopulated crime ridden end of an era.
Keep Scottsmoor Rule!

Thank you kindly,
Melanie Lorenti, CPhT

3108 Coral Ave.Mims, FL 32754
386-212-9195

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Note® 4, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone



Van, Fritz

From: Max <maxinezieman@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 31, 2019 4:54 PM

To: D2ACommissioner@BrevardFLgov

Subject: Rezoning of Property in Scottsmoor

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items, Constituent Complaints

Commissioners Lober

the Scottsmoor meeting hall to tel| people what they had in mind for their 19.75 acres on Dixie Way and
County Line Ditch Road.

comment to him was-so you want to bring the craziness that you left in South Florida to usin
Scottsmoor. We don’t want that kind of density in our area. We bought our property in 2005 because of
the rural nature. | have horses and | like the open spaces in Scottsmoor. Please keep the zoning 2.5 AU.

Thanks,
Maxine Zieman
3465 Sunset Ave



Scottsmoor Community Association
3724 Magoon Ave.
Mims, FL. 32754

Commissioner Bryan Lober Recewed
Merritt Island Service Complex
2575 North Courtenay Parkway Suite 200

Merritt Island, Florida 32953

apR 01208

mm".SSi-Un

District 2 County co
Dear Commissioner Lober,

The Scottsmoor Community would like to thank you for taking the time to speak with three of our
members regarding a proposed Small Area Plan change to the existing Brevard County Future Land
Use Map, and the associated request to change the existing zoning on that 19.75 acres from AU 1:2.5,
minimum 2.5 acres per home, to R:1, 1 home per acre. The subject property is the North East corner of
Brevard County at the intersection of Dixie Way and County Line Ditch Road, Southeast corner. An
aerial map of the affected rural residential Scottsmoor area is attached with this letter to better illustrate
the rural nature of our Scottsmoor Community. Additionally, there is a map included to this package
illustrating the the physical proximity of the parcel subject to the requested rezoning with respect to the
designated dedicated conservation properties surrounding it.

As our members Rose McGinnis, Jerrad Adkins, and David Laney conveyed to you, the Scottsmoor
Community Association, and over 1,100 other residents of this section of North Brevard County
vigorously oppose these requested changes. Our opposition is not based in a total opposition to
development. In fact we welcome our new neighbors who come to enjoy our rural community values
and contribute to the preservation of our rural environment. Rather, our opposition stems from the
negative impacts that would absolutely result from increased population density and the inordinate
demand that development would place on our rural environment and the resources and infrastructure
which currently sustain it. Additionally, we believe our objections to this requested rezoning are well
founded and supported by principles and requirements set forth in Florida State Statues, the Florida
Long Range Comprehensive Plan, and the Brevard County Long Range Comprehensive Plan.

The concerns our Scottsmoor Community Members expressed to you included the direct impact on our
already fragile surficial aquifer, directly resulting from an increased pumping demand accruing from an
increased residential development density. This surficial aquifer is the source of potable residential well
water for all homes in the Scottsmoor area, as well as a source for agricultural irrigation. Our concern
for the degradation of our potable water supply over time is shared by Dr. Arnoldo Valle-Levinson,
Professor, Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment, University of Florida. Dr
Valle-Levinson is a renowned expert in the field of salt water intrusion and Estuarine studies. His
concerns are expressed in his letter, included in the package.

Additionally, we of the Scottsmoor Community expressed our concerns for the larger negative
environmental impacts which would result if this increased residential development were to be
approved and developed. These concerns are further expressed by our State Representative Rene
“Coach P” Plascencia in a letter he sent to Commissioner Pritchett. A copy of this letter is included.



Again, thank you for making time to speak with members of our Scottsmoor Community. And of
course if you have any additional questions or need for additional clarification related to any of our
positions, please do contact us.

Very Respectfully,

Members of the Scottsmoor Rural Community
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Brevard County Property Appraiser

March 26,2019
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SAVING THE LAST GREAT PLACES ON EARTH

Wendy J. Caster
22 February 2006




UF [FLORTDA

Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering 365 Weil Hall

Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment PO Box 116580

Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering Gainesville, FL 32611-6580
Arnoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor 352-392-9537 Department Phone
arnoldo@ufl.edu 352-392-3394 Department Fax

www.essie.ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Laney
Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6™, I became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. I am able to place such request in the context of natural and human-related
pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

I think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aquifer. Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and ¢) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral.
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified
demands for aquifer water. Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely

be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Institution
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Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia
Florida House of Representatlves

District 50
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March 26,2019
Comm fssioner Rita Pricchect
Bravand County Disteier |
20008, Washington Ave., Suite 2
Thrus vitle, FL 32 780

RE! North Brevard Ra-Zoning Request
Commiseianer Pritchett,

Ic has come to my attention that there &t currently a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Comm ission
on4 April, 2019 to hawve 19.75 acres in Nawh Brevard rezoned to RR 1, one hame per acre, which s currert zoned as
Al 1:2.5.T was made aware that 2t the March 11 Planning & Z onirg meeting there were only rwo lecrers subm fred
suppotting the re-zoning request while there were 157 proparty owners whe signed the petition opposing .

These properties at rizk of being rezoned are the agricultural properties currently serving as Florida Forever and
Blueways buffers, arnd a nurber of them areraigered as Florida Forever acquisitions . Currently these agricultural
propesties provids essential contiguous habiar for wildlife and forage for migrating bieds. To compourd the negative
aspects of this proposed re-zoning, all of these propertiss are dirsctly inter-connecred via open storm water drainage
directly to the lagoen. I ask that you please take the rime to consider the ramificatlors of this re-zaning if it were to be
approved. [t is my balief thar decades of effort to protect the Eastern side of the [ ndian River Lagoon in North
Brevard County, while establishing effective cantiguous Florida Forever wildlife habitar and corddars will have been
for mught if thiz passes.

Frel free co reach out ta me if you have any questions,

Rezpectfully Yours,

Representative Rene "Coach PY Plasercia

Pasudly Serveny hast Crapgre County & Brovand Couoty
Workfo e Development & Tourlsm Bubcommittes - Chalr ; Health Quality Bubzammittee - Viep Chair
Appropriations Committes ; Cammeree Conunittee ; Hoalth Care Appropriations Subeommitiee ; Cheraight,
Tratspareticy & Public Manngement Subeommittes
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Golan, Kika

From: Kathy Ceballos <kceballos@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 2, 2019 7:09 AM

To: Commissioner, D2

Subject: Scottsmoor zoning change

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oppose Item/Policy, Bills & Agenda Items

Dear Commissioner Lober,

I live in Scottsmoor at 6045 Oak St. During this Thursday's meeting you will be discussing the zoning change that was
requested by the Thomas's for their 19 acre property on Dixie Way. | will not be able to attend the Thursday night
meeting, so | would like to take a moment of your time to let you know my feelings on this issue.

My husband and | have lived in the Scottsmoor area since 1989. We moved to this area because of the rural

nature. Since we moved here a lot of houses have been built around us, but they have been built as per the zoning - 1
house per 2 % acres. | live on a dirt road, surrounded by Oak trees - and I find it one of the most peaceful places to
be. My husband retired from NASA and | retired from Parrish Medical, so this is our permanent home.

Please consider the impact a rezoning will have on this area. Our roads are not very good - sometimes you have to pull
over so oncoming traffic can go by. Everyone is on well water. Some people have good water - most do not. A lot have
had salt water intrusion in their well. Pinewood Elementary School is already overcrowded and the school district is
trying to move a lot of students to Mims Elementary. It is a very quiet area and needs to stay this way. That is why most
people moved here.

| am respectfully requesting that you deny this zoning change. Please consider the residents that have lived here for a
long time. It is impressive to see so many residents band together to fight this issue. It shows that the majority of
residents do not want the zoning changed. Don't allow someone to come in and decide that they need to change the
area. Our infrastructure is not suited to this change. Keep the property one house per 2 % acres.

It should matter that the majority of current residents are against this change. Please demonstrate to us that we, the
people, matter - not just money.
We would appreciate your support.

Thank you for your time,
Kathy Ceballos



Re: Joseph Brandon and Nikki Thomas property zoning change application 4/1/2019

Commissioner,

My name is Jerrad Atkins and | have been a resident of the Scottsmoor community for 5 % years, along with my
wife Alyssa and our 2 young sons. We relocated to Scottsmoor from Merritt Island because we wanted to buy more land
and start a farm and raise our boys, Chase and Reily, in the country. Not wanting to leave Brevard County, of which we
are both long-term residents, we chose Scottsmoor because of the rural nature it provides and because the AU zoning
and 2.5 Acre per house minimum requirement, meaning limited and responsible development would maintain that rural
nature.

I, like many others in the community, vehemently oppose the change in zoning from AU 2.5 to RR1. | can say
this with knowledge because | have personally spoken with over 400 people regarding this issue, and have gone door to
door informing the community of the rezoning application. | have acquired the packet of information submitted by Mr.
Buchanan at the planning and zoning board meeting, and have shown the information to members of the community.
Of the over 400 people | have spoken with, there are a total of 4 who do not oppose this. | had an opportunity to speak
at the P&Z meeting. | spoke of my concerns as well as some from the folks | had met with about this application.

Originally, | became involved with this matter because of the love of our rural environment that I share with our
neighbors, and since have come across a multitude of reasons that this application requires further scrutiny. With a
higher density being allowed in this area, there are several concerns that | share with several other members of this
community. There are issues with infrastructure, certainly the lagoon concerns, water runoff, etc... However, | would
like to address the issues that were brought up as red herrings by Mr. Buchanan and/or the P&Z board at the P&Z
meeting and with which we are not concerned.

1) Septic system pollution to the lagoon
If you review the minutes from the P&Z meeting, you will note that septic systems were bought up
as an issue but the board was satiated that the problem was solved with a BDP to the effect of high
efficiency septic systems that reduce nitrogen deposits. The issue here, is that while the applicant’s
property is very close to the IRL, there is no measurable impact to a body of water at least 60 meters
from the septic system. Couple this with the fact that ANY subdivision of 6 homes or greater
requires this upgrade anyhow, and this is a non-issue, just a distraction from the legitimate issues.
Furthermore, according to the septic overlay on the Brevard County Natural Resources map,
approximately 5 of the proposed homes would have to utilize upgraded tanks even without the BDP
to that effect. (see graphic and overlay below)

2) Cemetery issues
The recently constructed Veteran’s Cemetery in Scottsmoor was referenced throughout the P&Z
meeting as well. It was stated that due to this construction severa! people had to have their wells
re-drilled. This is an accurate statement, however, as a community with legitimate concerns about
the cemetery’s impermeable ground area and sloping that does not allow for surficial regeneration
of the groundwater, we are not simply casting our frustrations onto new growth in the area. Our
concerns are completely separate from this issue, and it was not portrayed as such by Mr. Buchanan
at the P&Z meeting. This was again an opportunity to shift the focus from our legitimate concerns
to make us appear to be nothing more than angry and scorned neighbors.



[J 321.431.6604

< SirferS9@aol.com

LORI MACINTYRE

April 2,2019

Commissioner Bryan Lober

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way

Viera, FL 32940

Re: Scottsmoor

Dear Commissioner Lober,

Google describes Scattsmoor as “an unincorporated community in the north end of Brevard County, Florida,”
which “is a farming community.” Zillow is reparting zero houses for sale in Scottsmoor today, although land parcels
were listed. How many communities do know that have no homes for sale? Things to do, as represented by Trip
Advisor, is nil in Scottsmoor.

The purpose of this writing is to support of the families residing in Scottsmoor, Florida, and their way of life.
Our son, Jerrad, daughter-in-law, Alyssa, and two young grandsons currently reside in Scottsmoor, along with their
beef cows, dairy cows, goats, chickens, turkeys, rabbits, dogs, and cat. Their homestead provides a safe
environment to raise their sons and teach them how to use the land responsibly, along with raising farm animals.
They chose the Scottsmoor area because of the wide-opan spaces, neighborly character, untouched countryside,
and innocent nature of the surroundings. The purpose of investing their life savings in the Scottsmoor
neighborhood was to live near other family members without residing in a city proper, at the same time providing
safety, security, and privacy to their household.

We understand some falks are interested in rezoning part of the area from AU to RR1, which is concerning to
those seeking to maintain their family’s current lifestyle. A second generation native of Florida, born and raised in
the Central Florida area, | am all too familiar with community growth and development. The pasture where my
horses grazed is now a supermarket. The necessity for growth is completely understandable; however, this area of
Brevard County is rural. Families that purchased property here did so because the zoning limited the density to
certain size parcels of land, which is why they invested their hard earned money in Scottsmoor. These individuals
appreciate, love, care for the land where they reside. To entertain altering zoning in this area, is a step toward
allowing others to increase the density landscape of the area and lose the quaint culture that has grown in the
small town. Thank you for taking the time to consider our view. Please do not change the zoning in this area.

Warm regards,

Phillip G. Macintyre

Lori M. Maclintyre
DAD AND MOM



Stuart A. Buchanan
P.O. Box 1545
Titusville, Florida 32781

April 3, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, Florida 32940

RE: Rezoning Case 18PZ00154
SSCPA Case 18PZ00153

To the Honorable Chairperson Isnardi & Commissioners,

[ have the privilege to represent Brandon & Nikki Thomas for the above referenced cases. I have
attached three agency submittals and our responses I would like to have placed into the public
record and summarized below. I have also included one community notice from the Scottsmoor
Community Association.

(A)Letter dated March 10, 2019 on University of Florida letterhead.
Response to University in-house legal counsel.

(B) Letter dated March 15, 2019 from Representative Rene Plascnia
Response includes communication with Florida Forever acquisition staff contradicting
information provided to Representative’s office.

(C) Letter dated March 29, 2019 from Marine Resources Council
Response includes email chain with Council staff refusing to confirm that the Council
members itself ever reviewed or voted to submit comments as stated in the letter.

(D) Community email/posting dated March 26, 2019 from Scottsmoor Community Association.
No response was necessary.

I would like to take this opportunity to bring to the Commissioners attention the diligent effort by
Rose McGinnis as a community leader to promote community harmony as evidenced in attachment
D and throughout this process.

Yours truly,

A R

Stuart Buchanan

Enclosures



UF 1 UNIVERSITY of
Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering
Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Fnvironment
Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor
arnoldo@ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Lancy

Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David.

Public C@mmentw)
18PZ00153 & 15

Thomas
(Submitted by David
Laney)

365 Weil Hall

PO Box 116580

Gainesville, FL. 32611-6580
352-392-9537 Department Phone
352-392-3394 Department Fax
www.essie.ufl.edu

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6™, T became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. I am able to place such request in the context of natural and human-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

[ think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and scnsibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aquifer, Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise ~ 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and c¢) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral.
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified
demands for aquifer water. Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,
Aslas Valle SV

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Institution
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Stuart A. Buchanan
P.O. Box 1545
Titusville, Florida 32781

April 3, 2019

Amy M. Hass, Esquire

Vice President and General Counsel
University of Florida

123 Tigert Hall

P.O.Box 113125

Gainesville, FL 32611-3125

RE: Rezoning Case 18PZ00154

SSCPA Case 18PZ00153
Dear Ms. Hass,
I have the privilege to represent Brandon & Nikki Thomas for the above referenced cases as their
planning consultant. This includes a quasi-judicial zoning case. 1 have attached the formal
opposition dated March 10, 2019 from the University of Florida and filed with the Brevard County
Board of County Commissioners. Your attached is now been entered into the public record into

perpetuity.

Should an administrative hearing be required, could you please confirm that your office will be
accepting service on behalf of the University in this matter?

I have copied Ms. Gentry, Vice President for Human Resources in the event this correspondence

was submitted on University letterhead in error, rather than on the personal stationary of the
employee.

Yours truly,

Stuart Buchanan

Cc:  Jodi Gentry, Vice President for Human Resources

Enclosure



Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia
Florida House of Representatives
District 50

400 Soadh 5t #1C Orange County {eg e Delegation Ofbice Building
Titusviile, FL 33780 Brevard County Logislative Delegation e, FL A3G9

1y 2835181 Rene Plasencia@MyFloridakiouse. Gov J 717-5050

March 15, 2019

Commissioner Rita Pritchesn
Brevazd Conmy District

2000 5. Washington Ave., Sure 2
Tirasville, FLL 32786

RE: Notth Brevard Re-Zoning Request
Cormrmssioner Prrchertt,

It has come to my atteniion that there s cutrently a re-zoning request going before the Brevard (‘icu:,*:uy Cotnmission
oad April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres in North Brevard rezoaed o RR L one home per acee, which 1s current zoned as
AU D25 T was made aware thar at the March 119 Planning & Zoning meeting thete were only two letrers submitied
supporting the re-zoning request while there were 157 property owness who signed the petitan opposing i

These =>ropez‘tic< at risk of being rezoned are the agrculonral properties currently serving as Fonda Forever and
Blueways buffers, and a number of them are repered as Flodda Forever acquisitions. Curtently these agriculural
properties provide esseanal f‘!muguoui habirat for wildhfe and fotage for migrating bieds. To compound the negatve
aspects of this proposed wezoning, all of these properties are ditectly intet-conaected via open storm water dramage
directly to the lagoon. T ask that vou please take the time to consider the ramifications of this re-zoniay if it were to be
approved. 1t is my belief that decades of effatt to proteet the Hastesz side of the Indian River Tagoon in North
Brevard County, while estblishing offective contiguous Florda lorever wildlife habiat and corndors will have been

for naught 1f this passes,

-

Fegl free to teach put to me if you have any questions.

Respectfully Yours,

o' Pl

presentative Rene “Coach P Plasencita

Proudly Serving Bast Qrange County & Brevard County
Workforce Development & Tourism Subcommitiee « Chair ; Health Quality Subcommittee ~ Vice Chair ;
Appropriations Committee ; Commerce Committee ; Health Care Appropriations Subcammittee ; Oversight,
Transparency & Public Management Subcommittee



4/4/2019 Gmail - From 'Write Your Representative' Website @ @ )
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From "Write Your Representative’ Website

titusvillenative@gmail.com <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 10:08 AM
To: Rene.Plasencia@myfloridahouse.gov
Cc: titusvillenative@gmail.com

Stuart Buchanan

P.O. Box 1545

Titusvile, FL. 32781

(321)362-0689

04/02/19 10:08 AM

To the Honorable Rene "Coach P" Plasencia;

Lobbyist Tres Holton advised me to contact the Tallahassee office and ask for Sonny. A piece of correspondence was
released from the Representative's Titusville office with several inaccuracies. | would like to bring this to the staff's
attention prior to the upcoming public hearing being held on Thursday where the Representative's correspondence will
unfortunately become part of the public record in a quasi-judicial hearing.

Please email me a good time to call the Tallahassee office. | understand the legisiation is in session and things are
hectic.

Thank you,

Stuart Buchanan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4399345c4b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1629711605798172577&simpl=msg-f%3A16297116057... 1/1
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6705 Dixie Highway Mims Florida 32754

Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 4, 2019 at 11:33 AM
To: Andrew.Fleener@dep.state.fl.us, Douglas.Dane@dep.state.fl.us

Dear Mr. Fleener & Mr. Dane,

Please see email below. | received a response that Mr. Vinson is no longer with DEP.

Could you please forward to the correct staffer to respond?

Thank-you,

Stuart Buchanan

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Stuart Buchanan <tilusvilienative@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Apr 4, 2019 at 11:31 AM

Subject: 6705 Dixie Highway Mims Florida 32754

To: <Hank.Vinson@dep.state fl.us>

Dear Mr. Vinson,

I am currently working with the owners of 6705 Dixie Highway, Mims, Florida 32754. We are in the process of having the
property appraised for future sale. Several neighbors have stated to the appraiser onsite that the Florida Forever
Program has slated this 19 acre parcel of land for acquisition. The property has been clear and was previously a citrus
grove. ltis currently a single family residence.

Previously, | prepared and presented Florida Forever & Greenways and Trails grant applications for various cities and
counties, including Lake County. | am unfamiliar with the Florida Forever program targeting small 19 acre parcels with an

existing residence such as this one for acquistion.

Could you or a member of your staff confirm that the Florida Forever Program is not placed this 19 acre parcel on an
acquisition list? The parcel id is 20G-35-39-01--A, the Brevard County property appraiser tax account # is 2004879.

I will forward your response to the appraiser.
Thank you,

Stuart Buchanan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4399345c4b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a%3Ar-37179459162577965898dsqt=18&simpl=msg-a%3Ar-3... 1/1



Marine Resources
Council

Turning Science into Action

www Savi Thel Kl org

3275 Dixie Hwy NI, Palm Bay, FLA290S

March 29, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioncts
2728 Judge Fran Jamicson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBJ: Request to re-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas property

Deur Chairwoman [snardi and Distinguished Membets;

The Marine Resources Councll (MRC) s dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the tndian River
Lagoon {IRL) and we are pro-actively supporting the Tndian River Lagoon Project Plan which seckas. at great

cost. to correct and repair past misfakes that caused great harm to the lagoon, We have signilicant concorns with
ch contradicts the purposes of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent io and a buffer tor the Florida Forever Blueway Project, of which Brovard is a
participuting partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from development. Most importantly, the land drains dircotly into the lageon.
Approval of this request will open it tor development and, by precedence, witl open the entive arca for the same.
The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, watcr storing land essential to the sustainability of our lagoon
and add yet more polluling run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as weil as ultimately, more new sewer and
septic needs. New development at this scale will amplify more muck and wastewaler problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the suhjecet density change
request would be a serious mis-management of land use and lagoon use. We recommend that all such requests
be shelved until a study of land use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling changes
come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida's waterways, water supplies and
quality of life frorn more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a changing climate
We recommend that Brevard Counry and Municipalitics adopt, in ils entircty, the Low Impact Development
(L1D) concept endorsed by bath US EPA and Florida’s DUP and clearly presented in their web sites. The
concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervions, water storing land and to reduce the destructive run-
off loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to roview the Regiona! Resilicney
Action Plan by the East-contral Florida Reglona! Planning Council. We must look to the future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.

Respectfully,

N AT ¢
e

L.eesa Souto, Ph,D,
[ixeeutive Director

ce: Jim Swann, Duane Delbreese

)
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North Brevard Rezoning - Brandon & Nikke Thomas

Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 7:51 PM

To: Sondee Lima <sondee@mrcirl.org>
Cc: Leesa Souto <leesa@mrcirl.org>

Thank you Ms. Lima,

I cannot tell from your response whether the zoning item in question was on the agenda or not. Could you please clarify
whether this item was on the agenda of the Marine Resources Council? Please confirm whether or not the Thomas
Rezoning was on the Marine Resources Council agenda for discussion.

Thank-you,
Stuart Buchanan

On Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 2:41 PM Sondee Lima <sondee@mrcirl.org> wrote:
Hello, Mr. Buchanan,

Minutes have not been finalized yet.
Our next board meeting is on April 12, at which time the minutes will be approved.
| will seek approval to send them to you at that time.

Sondée Lima

Deputy Director

Marine Resources Council
Turning Science into Action
3275 Dixie Highway NE

Palm Bay, FL 32905
www.SaveThelRI_.org
321-725-7775

Conate Today!
Fe 3
0 hd ]

’a
5 A,

Marine Resources Council

On Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 9:56 AM Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Lima,

Could you please email me the minutes of the Marine Services Council where the proposed rezoning above was
discussed? It may not have previously been on an agenda, but thank you in advance for confirming if this is the

case.
| have copied Jennifer Jones, Brevard County Planning & Development on this email.

Thank you for your timely response.

Stuart Buchanan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4399345c4b&view=pt8search=all&permmsgid=msg-a%3Ar37956895793587712878&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-a%3Ar37....
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Fwd: Caution!

thomasnikki321 <thomasnikki321@gmail.com> Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 11:22 AM
To: Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com>

From: Scottsmoor Community Association <scottsmoorcommunityassaciation@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019
Subject: Caution!

To all members and residents of Scottsmoor:

It was brought to my attention that there may be a video posted online of Nikki Thomas as she shopped at the Circle K in
Scottsmoor. | have not confirmed the existence of this video. Frankly, | would not want to view any such item anyway.
That being said it was stated that this video may be racially motivated. Again, | have not viewed the video and hope this
is not true. Lastly, it was reported that the perpetrators of this video are easily recognizable.

This kind of behavior is absolutely wrong and unacceptable. If you know about this or who is doing this please encourage
those involved to quitimmediately. Please pull down the posted video, discontinue any future actions like this and
hopefully apologize to Nikki Thomas and her family.

There are many reasons why this is unacceptable. Most importantly, it is a personal attack on a resident. She has a right
to live free of harassment. It also looks bad for our community. One persons stupid actions can influence us ali(which is
the basis for our disagreement with the zoning changes to begin with). And, of personal interest to those involved in this
action, Brevard Sheriff's Dept. could investigate this as a hate crime and pursue criminal action.

Scottsmoor Community Association is based on community, not hate or harassment.

Rose McGinnis: Executive Board Member: Scottsmoor Community Association

https://mail.googIe.com/mail/u/O?ik=439934504b&view=pt&search=a||&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1629082121 128699205&simpl=msg-f%3A16290821211... 1/1
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DOH #E83758 ® 304 S, Spring Garden Ave. ® Deland, Florida 32720 ® 386.736.1307 requirements of NELAL
Date Repont Issued 4702 5400

Drinking Water Analysis Report - Chloride

wystemiProject Name: Jerrad Atkins

Sample ID: 2014040106

yelem: Address: 3000 Sunset Avenue Permit/PWS 1D:

Hy. Mg State: Fionds 2ip: 32754 Sample Collector:  Jerrad Atkins - Client - 321.432-145 1
smipie Poit Well Collection Date:  4/2:/7014 Colaction Time: 1 00 At
arapie Type: Grab Supply Type FPrvate Well Reoceived Dale. 4/23:2014 Received Time: 11 04 Ak

Chemical Analysis
sler i Analyte/Method  Analyst Analysis Date/Time Result MCL G Units MDL RL Lab ID

Ghloride KME 410472074 B30 AM 1220 250 mg/ll 14 50 EBI?EL L i< Maele Tamiy
$M4500C] - B . Repotting §

WSL samphng il DEP-S0D 005011 (F 575001 T

SRS All data presented in this, repon meets NELAC standards,

i ]
A4 \;t /()i A " ~}

Laboratory 0/1 cial Ay «tdlu,
’ e Uiy, ;)u ) '._:t{.-:' {/ (){/ /‘/
ierrac Atkins Title “uchiniest Directo - Date
00 Sunset Avenue
" K I S |
tMums Florida 32754 (“ / Y
ms 3 K adAa) 78 I W .
Raviewing Official &ial'o L. Ber iy
i / Ve 2«/7/ Pl
EBVT Sy el N 2
Title Sookheeper | Date

S guestions concernmg data presen*ed in thls report, ,.!f;ace contact George W Taylor, Laboratory Dsrector at (386) ?36 3367
Results shown are valid only for samples submitled for analysis

Visit us on the internet at http.//www.watershedlab.com
Page 1 of 1



< THE WATER SHED
monmom:s, INC.

DOH #ERITSS ® 34 5. Spring Garden Ave. ® DeLand, Florida 32720 ® 386-736-3397

Nuisance Contaminant Analysis Report

Hten! Name: Jerrad Atkins Sample ID: T20140023
itzgd Address: 3000 Sunse! Avenue Sampte Collector:; Jarrad Atkins - Clignt - 321-432-1451

iy hims State: Flonda Zip: 32754 Collection Date:  4/22/2014 Collection Time: T0:00 A
srvgrte Point. Well Received Date:  4/22/2014 Recelved Time: 1104 Akt
upniy Type Private Well Analysis Date: 472412014 AnalysisTime: 10:00 AbA

Analytical Results

arameter 1D Anaiyte/Method Analyst Resuit pMCL: Units MDL
ron SM3500-Fe-D KMS <0.3 0.3 mg/L 005
4ydrogen Sulfide SM4500-5%"-D KMS N/A N/A mg/L 0.015
fufal Disolved ShM2510-B KMS 2260 500 mg/L 1.0
solids

Tannins SM5550-B KMS 0.1 N/A mg/L 0.1
34 SM4500-H"-B KMS 7.13 NiA pHunits 01
jaridness SM2340-C KMS 599 N/A mg/L 10

*Maxirmnum contaminant level as per F.A.C, 82-550 for Public Water Systems

Lemarks

Jerrad Atking y “'*-* S(p L_,Q

3000 Sunset Avenue Laboratory Official
Mims Florida 32754 _ (/j f}
[ AN e Yoyry
Title Date

51 guestons concerning data presented in this report please contact George W. Taylor, Laboratory Director, at (388) 736 34@(

Visit us on the internet at http://www.watershediab.com
Page 1 of 1
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Petition against Rezoning at S+

6705 Dixie Way, Scottsmoor FL

Petition summary and background:

A request for change of zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural
Residential (RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres located at the southeast corner of County Line Ditch Road
and Dixie Way has been filed.

Action Petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, state that we fully support the existing zoning classification of Agricultural Residential (AU,
2.5 acres per home) in our community, and welcome new neighbors joining our rural lifestyle. However, we
STRONGLY OPPOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request be denied.

Petition Data:

Scottsmoor = 347 S'gnatu res
Mims =494
Scottsmoor/Mims = 841
Brevard County = 1,167
Neighboring Counties= 67
FL Residents = 1,328
Total Signatures = 1,500

Petition pages were reviewed i |
. u Scottsmoor/Mims |
and entered into a spreadsheet
to review for accuracy and to Other Brevard
remove potential duplicates.
Not all signers provided their
address. The addresses that
were provided were entered into an overlay
reference and plotted on Google Maps. This
image shows the area from Titusville to Oak -armton
Hill. This map represents over 1,000 petition
signatures.

+ Neighboring Counties

it is important to note the density of the
points on this map, relative to the low density
of housing in the Scottsmoor area.

For further questions, contact
Jerrad Atkins (321) 432-1451

Alyssa Atkins (321) 652-9524
Rose McGinnis (321) 446-3093
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Individual contacted at the St John’s Water Mgt Dist.

Is Jason Sirois at 321 409-2122

EPA recommended Standard for drinking water is not
more than 250 mg/L of Chloride (salt). Levels higher than
that may exhibit a salty taste.

Test well number 6 at the intersection of Huntington Ave
and Dixie Way is tested quarterly by Titusville’s water
Department who owns the well.

Jason Sirois at St Johns Water Mgt Dist is the person that
monitors the testing of all the wells.

Since pumping of Titusvilles Well Field began, the
chloride levels have varied back and forth between a low
reading of 124 mg/L and a high of 317 mg/L.

William Goff

3320 Huntington Ave
Scottsmoor, FL 32775
321 268-5039



Property acreage by proximity to applicant’s 19.75 Acres located at 6705 Dixie Way, Scottsmoor

107.88 Fetzer (3 adjoining parcels 27.58, 10.3, 70)

25 Floyd

7.5 Plante

48.87 Laney (includes 40ac conservation easement)
12.7 Graham

10 Harrell

20 Story (2 adjoining parcels 7, 13)
40 Half Mooned Farms LLC, Dunn

10.03 Barnes (3 adjoining parcels 2.51, 2.51, 5.01)

33 Stephenson
71.4 State Conservation Land

30.53 Roberts (2 adjoining parcels 24,71, 5.82)

9.47 Kincaid
25 Meyer

2.5 Van Orner
5 White

Thomas Parcel = 19.75 Acres

Average surrounding parcel (+/- 2000ft) = 27.57 Acres

Parcel quantity sampled = 32

10
152.2
10

25
17.56
3

3

3
4.83

2117
87.88
10
9.29
101.44

Wagner

Green Wing LLC
Primo Broodstock LLC
Smith

Root

Cheney
Marshalt
Bowen

Thomas

Stone

Brevard County
Green Wing LLC
Currahee
Parker

Roberts
Bellemore



107.88

1 107.88| 107.88
2 2.5| 110.38 55.19
3 7.5 117.88 39.29333333
4 48.87| 166.75 41.6875
5 12.7] 179.45 35.89
6 10| 189.45 31.575
7 20 209.45 29.92142857
8 40| 249.45 31.18125
9 10.03] 259.48 28.83111111
10 33| 292.48 29.248
11 71.4] 363.88 33.08
12 30.53] 394.41 32.8675
13 9.47| 403.88 31.06769231
14 2.5 406.38 25.02714286
15 2.5| 408.88 27.25866667
16 5] 413.88 25.8675
17 10| 423.88 24.93411765
18 152.2f 576.08 32.00444444
19 10 586.08 30.84631579
20 25| 611.08 30.554
21 17.56| 628.64 29.9352381
22 3] 631.64 28.71090909
23 3| 634.64 27.59304348
24 3] 637.64 26.56833333
25 4.83| 642.47 25.6988
26 5[ 647.47 24.90269231
27 21.17| 668.64 24.76444444
28 87.88| 756.52 27.01857143
29 10 766.52 26.43172414
30 9.29( 775.81 25.86033333
31 101.44| 877.25 28.2983871
32 5| 882.25 27.5703125
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P.O. Box 1545
Titusville, Florida 32781

April 3, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way
Viera, Florida 32940

RE: Rezoning Case 18PZ00154
SSCPA Case 18PZ00153

To the Honorable Chairperson Isnardi & Commissioners,

[ have the privilege to represent Brandon & Nikki Thomas for the above referenced cases. I have
attached three agency submittals and our responses I would like to have placed into the public
record and summarized below. I have also included one community notice from the Scottsmoor
Community Association.

(A)Letter dated March 10, 2019 on University of Florida letterhead.
Response to University in-house legal counsel.

(B) Letter dated March 15, 2019 from Representative Rene Plascnia
Response includes communication with Florida Forever acquisition staff contradicting
information provided to Representative’s office.

(C) Letter dated March 29, 2019 from Marine Resources Council
Response includes email chain with Council staff refusing to confirm that the Council
members itself ever reviewed or voted to submit comments as stated in the letter.

(D) Community email/posting dated March 26, 2019 from Scottsmoor Community Association.
No response was necessary.

1 would like to take this opportunity to bring to the Commissioners attention the diligent effort by
Rose McGinnis as a community leader to promote community harmony as evidenced in attachment
D and throughout this process.

Yours truly,

e S

Stuart Buchanan

Enclosures
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Thomas
UF l UNIVERSITY of (Submitted by David
FLORIDA Laney)
Herbert Wertheim College of Engineering 365 Weil Hall
Engineering School of Sustainable Infrastructure and Environment PO Box 116580
Department of Civil and Coastal Engineering Gainesville, FL 32611-6580
Arnoldo Valle-Levinson, Professor 352-392-9537 Department Phone
arnoldo@ufl.edu 352-392-3394 Department Fax

www.essie.ufl.edu

March 10th, 2019

David Laney
Subject: Salt Water Intrusion Potential, North Brevard County, Florida

Dear David,

Upon visiting the Scottsmoor area on March 6%, [ became familiarized with the rezoning
request in the area. | am able to place such request in the context of natural and human-related

pressures in the region of the Indian River Lagoon.

I think that any new infrastructure development in coastal areas, around the Indian River
Lagoon in particular, needs to be examined carefully and sensibly. This is because sea levels
around Florida have risen at rates that are more than 6 times the mean global rates. Between
2011 and 2016, sea level rose at a rate of % inch per year. Evidence of these rapid sea-level
increments are the increase in sunny-day flooding events in the state. Compound to this
problem is the ever-increasing human use of freshwater from the aquifer, Moreover, an
inconclusive trend in Florida rain values since 1895 indicates that the aquifer recharge is not
changing over decadal scales. This means that sea-level rise produces encroachment of salty
ocean water toward land, which is exacerbated by increased human consumption of aquifer
water for domestic and agricultural purposes. The 1) sea-level rise — 2) human consumption of
water represents a 1-2 punch that chokes the lagoon and affects the water and soil quality for
communities within, at least, the first few miles of the coast. Clear consequences of such 1-2
choking punch, or as they say, the canary in the coal mine, are a) the alarming incidence of toxic
algae blooms in the Indian River Lagoon, b) the widespread salinization of well water in the
communities around the lagoon, and ¢) threatening coastal erosion around Cape Canaveral.
Incidence of algae blooms, in particular, is accompanied by decreased air quality.

Evidently, any new rezoning that allows increases in settlement density will represent amplified

demands for aquifer water. Because sea level is expected to continue to rise, the area will likely
be drastically affected by the 1-2 choking punch, in detriment to water, air and soil quality.

Sincerely,

Arnoldo Valle-Levinson

The Foundation for The Gator Nation

An Equal Opportunity Institution
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Stuart A. Buchanan
P.O. Box 1545
Titusville, Florida 32781

April 3, 2019

Amy M. Hass, Esquire

Vice President and General Counsel
University of Florida

123 Tigert Hall

P.O.Box 113125

Gainesville, FL 32611-3125

RE:  Rezoning Case 18PZ00154
SSCPA Case 18PZ00153

Dear Ms. Hass,

I have the privilege to represent Brandon & Nikki Thomas for the above referenced cases as their
planning consultant. This includes a quasi-judicial zoning case. I have attached the formal
opposition dated March 10, 2019 from the University of Florida and filed with the Brevard County
Board of County Commissioners. Your attached is now been entered into the public record into

perpetuity.

Should an administrative hearing be required, could you please confirm that your office will be
accepting service on behalf of the University in this matter? :

I have copied Ms. Gentry, Vice President for Human Resources in the event this correspondence
was submitted on University letterhead in error, rather than on the personal stationary of the

employee.

Yours truly,

Stuart Buchanan

Cc:  Jodi Gentry, Vice President for Human Resources

Enclosure



Representative Rene “Coach P” Plasencia
Florida House of Representatives
District 50

400 South St #1C range County [egislative Delegation 317 House Office Building
Titusville, FL 32780 Brevard County Logislative Delegation 402 5. Morwoe S Tailahassee, FL 32394
{3211 383-3151 Rene Mlasenciad@My PloridaHouse Gov (850) 717-5050

March 15, 2019

Camnussioner Rita Pritchet:
Brevand County District 1

2000 5. Washungton Ave., Suite 2
Tirusville,

RE: N

otth Brevard Re-Zoning Request
Commuassioner Pritchett,

It has come te my attenton that there 15 curtently a re-zoning request going before the Brevard County Cotnmission
on 4 April, 2019 to have 19.75 acres in North Brevard rezoned to RR |, one hame per acre, which 1s cutrent voned as
ALE235, T was made aware that at the March 11% Planning & Zoning meeting there were only two letters submitted
stpporting the re-zoning request while there were 157 property owners who signed the petition opposing it.

These properties at risk of being rezoned are the agricultural properties cutrently serving as Forida Forever and
Blueways buffers. and a number of them are targeted as Florida Forever acquisitions. Currently these agriculnueal
propecties provide esscatial contiguous habieat tor wildfife and forage for migratiog birds. To compouad the aegative
aspects of this proposed re-zosag, all of these propertes are ditectly inter-conaected via open storm water dramage
direetly to the lagoon. Task that you please take the time to consider the ramitications of this te-xoaing if it were to be

Ak
approved. It is my belief that decades of effott to protect the Hastern side of the Indian River Tagoon in North
Brevard County, while establishing cficetive contignous Florida Forever wildlife habirat and corridors will have been
tor naught (f rhis passes.

Peel free to teach out to me if you have any questions,

Respeetfully Youus,

LAAL //Ml (e

Representative Rene “Coach P7 Plasencia

Proudly Serving East Orange County & Brevard County
Workforce Development & Tourism Subcommittee - Chair ; Health Quality Subcommittee - Vice Chair ;
Appropriations Committee ; Cormnmerce Comumittee ; Health Care Appropriations Subcommittee ; Oversight,

Transparency & Public Management Subcommittes

(&)
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From 'Write Your Representative' Website

titusvillenative@gmail.com <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 10:08 AM
To: Rene.Plasencia@myfloridahouse.gov
Cec: titusvillenative@gmail.com

Stuart Buchanan

P.O. Box 1545

Titusvile, FL. 32781

(321)362-0689

04/02/19 10:08 AM

To the Honorable Rene "Coach P" Plasencia;

Lobbyist Tres Holton advised me to contact the Tallahassee office and ask for Sonny. A piece of correspondence was
released from the Representative's Titusville office with several inaccuracies. | would like to bring this to the staff's

attention prior to the upcoming public hearing being held on Thursday where the Representative's correspondence will
unfortunately become part of the public record in a quasi-judicial hearing.

Please email me a good time to call the Tallahassee office. | understand the legislation is in session and things are
hectic.

Thank you,

Stuart Buchanan

S

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4399345c4b8view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1629711605798172577&simpl=msg-f%3A16297116057... 1/1
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6705 Dixie Highway Mims Florida 32754

Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 4, 2019 at 11:33 AM
To: Andrew.Fleener@dep.state.fl.us, Douglas.Dane@dep.state.fl.us

Dear Mr. Fleener & Mr. Dane,

Please see email below. | received a response that Mr. Vinson is no longer with DEP.
Could you please forward to the correct staffer to respond?

Thank-you,

Stuart Buchanan

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Stuart Buchanan <titusviilenative@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Apr 4, 2019 at 11:31 AM

Subject: 6705 Dixie Highway Mims Florida 32754
To: <Hank.Vinson@dep.state.fl.us>

Dear Mr. Vinson,

I am currently working with the owners of 6705 Dixie Highway, Mims, Florida 32754. We are in the process of having the
property appraised for future sale. Several neighbors have stated to the appraiser onsite that the Florida Forever
Program has slated this 19 acre parcel of land for acquisition. The property has been clear and was previously a citrus
grove. ltis currently a single family residence.

Previously, | prepared and presented Florida Forever & Greenways and Trails grant applications for various cities and

counties, including Lake County. | am unfamiliar with the Florida Forever program targeting small 19 acre parcels with an
existing residence such as this one for acquistion.

Could you or a member of your staff confirm that the Florida Forever Program is not placed this 19 acre parcel on an
acquisition list? The parcel id is 20G-35-39-01--A, the Brevard County property appraiser tax account # is 2004879.

I will forward your response to the appraiser.
Thank you,

Stuart Buchanan
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Marine Resources
Council

aritke Kesources Coangil - . - - 5
e Turning Science into Action

3275 Dixie Vwy NE, Malm Bay, FI. 32905 (3213 725-7775  www SaveThel R Lorg

March 29, 2019

Brevard County Board of County Commissioners
2725 Judge Fran Jamicson Way
Viera, FL 32940

SUBJ: Request to rc-zone Brandon and Nikki Thomas propesty

Deur Chairwoman [snardi and Distinguished Members;

The Marine Resources Council (MRC}) is dedicated to the preservation and restoration of the tndian River
Lagoon (IRL) and we arc pro-actively supporting the Tndian River Lagoon Project Plan which seeks, at great

cost, to correct and repair past mistakes that causcd great harm 1o the lagoon, We have significant concerng with
the subject re-zoning which contradicts the purposcs of the Save our Lagoon Project Plan.

The subject property is adjacent to and a buffer for the Florida Forcver Blucway Project, of which Brovard is a
participating partner. It is part of a larger area of agriculture lands which are prime Florida Forever targets for
conservation and preservation from devcelopment. Most importantly, the land drains dircetly into the fagoon.
Approval of this request will open it for development and, by precedence, will open the entive area for the same.
The result will be a disastrous loss of pervious, water storing land essential (o the sustainability of our lagoon
and add ycot more polluting run-off from roofs, lawns and pavement as well as ultimately, more new sewer and
septic needs. New development al this scale will amplify more muck and wastewater problems.

Considering the causes and effects of our present lagoon condition, approval of the suhject density change
request would be a serious mis-management of land usc and lagoon use. We recommend that all such requests
be shelved until a siudy of tand use impact in the IRL basin be made. These development enabling changes
come at a time when regional reports are focused on new challenges to Florida’s waterways, water supplies and
quality of life from more population growth, especially when magnified by real affects from a changing climate.
We recornmend that Brevard Coounty and Municipalitics adopt, in ity entircly, the Low Tmpact Development
(LID) concept endorsed by hoth US EPA and Florida’s IDTP and clearly presented in their web sites. The
concept is founded on the critical need to increase pervious, water storing land and to reduce the destructive run-
oft loss of water, an increasingly valuable resource. We also invite you to review the Regional Resilicncy
Action Plan by ithe East-central Flovida Regional Planning Council. We must look to the Future.

The Marine Resources Council requests that you deny the subject re-zoning.

Respecttully,

A ecte

Leesa Souto, Ph.D.
[ixceutive Director

ce: Jim Swann, Duane Delreese
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North Brevard Rezoning - Brandon & Nikke Thomas

Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com>

e

Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 7:51 PM
To: Sondee Lima <sondee@mrcirl.org>
Cc: Leesa Souto <leesa@mrcirl.org>

Thank you Ms. Lima,

I cannot tell from your response whether the zoning item in question was on the agenda or not. Could you please clarify
whether this item was on the agenda of the Marine Resources Council? Please confirm whether or not the Thomas
Rezoning was on the Marine Resources Council agenda for discussion.

Thank-you,
Stuart Buchanan

On Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 2:41 PM Sondee Lima <sondee@mrcirl.org> wrote:
Hello, Mr. Buchanan,

Minutes have not been finalized yet.
Our next board meeting is on April 12, at which time the minutes will be approved.
| will seek approval to send them to you at that time.

Sondée Lima

Deputy Director

Marine Resources Council
Turning Science into Action
3275 Dixie Highway NE

Palm Bay, FL 32905
www.SaveThelRL .org
321-725-7775

Donate Today!
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Marine Resources Council

On Tue, Apr 2, 2019 at 9:56 AM Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Lima,

Could you please email me the minutes of the Marine Services Council where the proposed rezoning above was
discussed? It may not have previously been on an agenda, but thank you in advance for confirming if this is the

case.

I have copied Jennifer Jones, Brevard County Planning & Development on this email.
Thank you for your timely response.

Stuart Buchanan
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i | I Gfﬂﬂ§§ Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com>

Fwd: Caution!

thomasnikki321 <thomasnikki321@gmail.com> Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 11:22 AM

To: Stuart Buchanan <titusvillenative@gmail.com>

From: Scottsmoor Community Association <scottsmoorcommunityassociation@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019
Subject: Caution!

To all members and residents of Scottsmoor:

It was brought to my attention that there may be a video posted online of Nikki Thomas as she shopped at the Circle K in
Scottsmoor. I have not confirmed the existence of this video. Frankly, | would not want to view any such item anyway.
That being said it was stated that this video may be racially motivated. Again, | have not viewed the video and hope this
is not true. Lastly, it was reported that the perpetrators of this video are easily recognizable.

This kind of behavior is absolutely wrong and unacceptable. If you know about this or who is doing this please encourage
those involved to quit immediately. Please pull down the posted video, discontinue any future actions like this and
hopefully apologize to Nikki Thomas and her family.

There are many reasons why this is unacceptable. Most importantly, it is a personal attack on a resident. She has a right
to live free of harassment. It also looks bad for our community. One persons stupid actions can influence us all(which is
the basis for our disagreement with the zoning changes to begin with). And, of personal interest to those involved in this
action, Brevard Sheriff's Dept. could investigate this as a hate crime and pursue criminal action.

Scottsmoor Community Association is based on community, not hate or harassment.

Rose McGinnis: Executive Board Member: Scottsmoor Community Association

f
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petition summary and A request for change of zoring uassu‘im'non fraim l\gncultura' Residentiat UI\U 2.5 acies per home) to Rural Residential
background (RRL, 1 acre ger home) on the 19.75 acres lorated at the southeast corner of County Line Ditch Poad and Dikie Way has
I been ﬁled o
Actlon petitioned for Ws the undsrs»qned ,tatc that we fully support the existing zonng classification rJngncultural Ges‘dentlal (Al at 2.5

acles per home': in our cummunity, end weicorne rew neighbors Joinng aur rural lifestyie. lowevar, we STRONGLY
DPPOSE this proposed rezaning ta RR1, nne home per acre, and ask that this request be denied.

1‘;u cHEmoC N E R 1 -<‘\l
ls

_‘Qp‘:gj--}\g‘ Ao '.L.J.e-\_.tj‘f%--/_i_;-‘hyi 3090 Swvel e otay guask, s ils alurys
! ) ” Ai .

-_ ) —— <y ST ,_'-'—1‘ A ar ¥,
l/" s -i‘.e o “// St AT LT O GO é_p__M--,-p [

le*iuk__ vhfami 290 (s s i S 28

~ ; Naids o #o, S5 o I
L‘S.L\.«.\.»J:L_L‘u‘.s_r:n__‘_. j/ FRteRN S UL g AN "—wl”fli A
—-gk-'"

BdlgAd uojned

l“_mu_l_k»‘tam_h SND e \‘J—) L..mk N ! a0y

.

k_ =l le&C‘ ves et 'rf‘é(f .’!,'n__i_ P L_. v o b !E}-'_.F}’ (Cf__
7 i Y £ 3
uzcens Ltden bes Vi ewdod | Qoo 2> i (2174
aned € Hf €l 7 i s el g el D G el w\b D reg N BT e 171
. - :
:ﬁ__‘-ﬁclrLi- i,f_-d_‘) :'__”“_ 7 T pn 5 5 $ea i pecat St foentT ‘/_'—./;n-f‘

Faneh Sugs I Gugap 4955 Disie Moy (N TR SN ES 94

ﬂ" - —— —
UJ



Petition to Keep Scotismoor Rural
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Atin petitioned for

1:,,,‘ Hie Irriornions
armer ""“I’ k.

ODM"T thie ':'v'p e mzaning

ir 0”.’ oamTrn

we Filhy suppart
fry, ~nd welsore e

for RRY, ¢ ane heaie per

the existing soning cassification of Agricuitural Residential (AU at 2.5
ahbors joining cur nuvel lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
acrs, and.ask that this request be denied.

er'\

e
--uc—-

3175 fuymzih -

U mpisted Nar: Siguatirc erattsoor Address Comment pate
1%t gy | el DAL 75 5mesT A oy S g
_%%%}‘a ] | 3275 Dossezr Aoz i N g@i/ ¥
SyRickte | “ssBuekmom {n *@( Lf:‘?ua'jl) me o lalzh
D0 (svary N 5940 Ovpicwany | Y N2t
Licpac™Sonase] 13355 Sowes | R Y 1273
ol o S |2355 Snes R | 2284
Davighiodseny T Ot 1 Ly N\ Rk |
(250 (Cpoth « £o¥5 0K H 7% /
| Kathy (bl bow” Dakst | feep 2aiy A ;
| Troeu Msh | oeyd Vaak 4176 Avarbira | 0 10 _ Rbela
A Wi/ o A/

i



Petition o Kae

(,,

Scottsmoor Rural

Peftien summarye ard
background

1 A mauest for chengs o7 ioning clessificaton from Sgrizuttuml Residentisl (AL, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Residentiai

J {RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres located at the southeast corner of County Line Ditch Road and Dide Way has

been filed.

Artir pglittarcs for

TN ]

| TEPOER (Rl rreposad ez

~nted Nt Signz fees oatlzmasr Addrass [ comment Date |
I S|SB boer pe | Ll |
Fexrin TJLeR Sbys STAMEDRD ST 2 H+/7|
Jomwe Spaent) 4185 e 51 _ N
ﬁ&ﬁmgﬁf& 345 (9/J_D3K‘?€ﬂi eeh ol neighhess 2faa(iq

dhaconlol boi 5157 Stapdord Iwss :'jL 227 e

e “a M:Qw sfaf.é 3 LGttt AUE %Cf/?/‘ﬁ'“/{“r 2.7
JRLBERT [Lipp 59385 Allen Svaecn ?ﬁf’;“ ffﬁs{“;f?r?p‘;:u 2.27-5
Qﬁk /)/lf/f7<:/’1 seze Gt A 0 o |227,9
Treat Mﬂcfw 330 Corg ’ﬁé‘i - A~27.19 _

"adha Ny

M%L@Mm@_-m

thrs VanGirned

{fﬂ e H) )‘..X»LQ_LUCL%*

MmN

.Leti.b.i_hf‘sﬁa_.kﬂm[_

12-2%A4)
228\




Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural
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Petition summary and
backgyround

Action ‘p;titicmeci I‘or__

Petition to Keep Scottsmoar Rural

A request far change of zoning classificancn from Agricultin al Resdentiai (AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Resicentia!

(R, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres located at the southeast corner of Counly Line Ditch Road znd T

beern flad

We, the undarsinned. slate that we fully support the existing zoning classification of Agricultural Residential (AU at 2.3
. acres per honte) in our communtty, and welceme new neighbors joining our rural) lifestyie, However, we STRONGLY

OPPOSE this preoesed rezoning to RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request be denied

ixle Way has
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Pariticn to Koop Scottsmoeor Rural

Petlian summery a- I sk foe ot
background (RR1, % acre per ’10“9, oR the 19,78 acras iocated st
been filed.

Soting petitinead for Ho tha 2y smta tha e Tl et g YTy : inri of Agriculturat Residential (AU at 2.5
& - joi I lifa astyle. HDWL\EI, we STRONGLY

-

?raping slascifration from Yar

al &l (AL, 2.5 acies per home) to Rural Residential
= 3“1_lthe'3§f' corner nf County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has
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- Petition &

te Keaep Scottsmeoor Rural

Prifen qumrnee 2net

background -

been filed

A Wwdt ficr chavgs of anning clessification from Agricuturat Residential (AU, 2.5 sares per home) {0 Rural Residential |
{RR1. 1 &cre par ! ﬁome}onthelgbacr& locatad at the southeast comer of County Line Dibdi Read and Dixde Way has

‘ 2tien petittone for

|

W the 1o

arree oo ke o

| mPrOSE this pirposed rezcing (c RRY,

woondwetoon

e

i REly zu ,J,,Jor* e pisling zoning dessHication of r'-\g Im!f.u.al Residential (AUaL 25

fibiors jalning our twe! Destjle, §owover, we STRSNGLY l

one hcme p{ acre, and.ask that this teguesi be denleo
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petition summary and
background

been filed,

A request for change of zoning classificalion from Agricultural Residential (AU, 2.6 acres per hame} to Rural Resident)al
{RR1, 1 acre par home] on the 19.76 acres located at the southeast corner af County Line Dikch Road and Dixia Way has

Aclion pelitioned for

We, the undersigned, state thal we fully support the exisling zoning classificalion of Agriculiural Residental (AU at 2.5
acras nar hnma) in our community, and welcome new neighbors Jaining our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE thig proposed rezoning 1a RR1, one homa per atre, and ask that th's request ba denied,

Lascn§ 'L)iw;

t_\p“'"_!?"‘; —_

2 I/ﬁﬂlﬁif"ﬁ"""
r 5{7";0 Hu.{\'\'\vakv\_

Printed Name Slgngiira /' i/} ‘SagltsTogr Address Camment Date
: 7 ‘-/ﬁﬂﬁkmﬂhﬂ%{ ﬂ' & 3/ 7/ 7 /
_ 0 Yol T EA |
Lepaler? |1§50 fidydr /s
AR 7 e B iz
b 172 wicv‘}f((%) VLA o g BRI
i m\fm%xmh“ﬁ T f‘l}r}i bl DLN\M\\(HHC( e l")“‘lc’l
mml\&c\-‘ f\m!.-r,q m\j‘;&z“ ' '*PQG MEAgeLs e 39219
o £782 Greatline P, -‘5;//7//5
Mbum 2 L%L i .:;s"éq ~-'?/.»ﬁ,7//‘:F
T e ¥l ‘ | BeoR ENisLL B
aic Co Pl a0 ol 5% "’”‘*"“%ﬂ 2
PercacOo, Nl [, f 7007 4l N5 5 SN2,
o ._. B / m@l‘ T—r\%‘hu?}!: ‘%’f//‘
3 ool g A Y S Tilfe
g3t W!‘m O o “.’-‘ &%l 7oe
o 'A. el oy RLS i‘ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁi{ ) 7/ e
@ana ; WP ey ?//3#»

y ’ , i)‘:ﬁ Sy,
! a .-H'._E?f -7/ 7[’“‘

IS i

= Jok

b/a?)/ 14

V7YY5 g 207 Th

2/,

Wprman)( Neyes]

N

LYAS Dy Ly

|/ 5200 Conponmenttl,] Ave polk. Cly €

348719
3 ’:’elq

I‘{\mw [\\P\j(’

\{'lvm f\( (Ll

LG 1[),mf Ay

EARS

L—-_l [ ]lt{ﬂ

‘7 J
.;7} (4 (,JL /

% r,l[ it I /f(,(/n/ )% !

3 ,f{!/g‘/; 4




Petition to Keep Scottsinoor Rural

| Pevtion summary and
hackgraund

been filed

A renuest far changie of zoning classification from Agriculturat Resldential {AU, 2.6 acres per horne) to Rural Residential
{RR1, 1 acre per home) on Ihe 18.75 acres located af tha southeast corner of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie YWay hee

Achion paitioned for

OFPOSE this proposed rezoning o RR1. cne home per acre, and ask that this reques! be denied

n, me'undors[gned. state that we fully support the existing zoning classification of Agriculiural Residantial AUai25
ackes pet home) in our communily, ang welcome naw nalghtiors iolning our rural litestyle. However, we STRONGLY

_Prmtud Name

Signature

______ _ Scottsmpor Address Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

| Pellen summary and A request for changs of zoning classlicalion from Agriculural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per nome) lo Rural Residential
narkgraund . (RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres located al the zoulheas! corner of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has
bean filed
| Action petitioned for We, \he undersigned, stale that we fully Support the existing Zoning classificalion of Agricultural Reaidential (AU at 2.5
: acres per home) in our commurity, and welcome new neighbors jaining our rural litestyle. However. we $TRONGLY
[ OPPOSE this proposed rezaning 1o RR1, tne homa per acte, and ask that this reqiies! be denied.
,' }5'-irltf.d Name Signature Scottomoor Address Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Faton summary and
Lackaground

baen filed

A renuast for change of zoning classification from Agricultural Residentinl (AU, 2 5 actes per home) to Rural Rasidential
{RR1, 1 acre per hame) on lhe 19.76 scres Incated at the southeast carner of Caunty Uine Ditck Road and Divie Way has

: .'\dil.:'f:;!f;'l!lﬂ‘!d for
|

We. the undersigned. state thal we fully support the existing zoning dassificalion of Agrculhral Resitiential (Al at 2.5
arres psr home) in aur eommunily, and welcome new nelghbors joining our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezonmg lo RR4, one home pier acre, and ask thal this request be denied.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Fetit:an summary and
background .

been fled.

A request for change of zoning clasaification from Agricuftural Residential {AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Residential
(RR1, 1 acra per home) on the 19.75 acres lacatad at the southeast corner of County Line Dilch Road and Dixie Way has

“Artian petitoned for

We, the undersigned, state that we fully sugpert the exlsting zoning dasslfication of Agricultural Residentlal (Al al 2.5
acres per home) in our community, and vielcome new neighbaors joining our rural ifestyle, However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this propoged rezoning ln RR1, one bome per acre, and ask ihal this request be denied.
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Suppnmam Address
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Peatdion summary and
background

been filed

A request for change of zaning classification from Agricultural Residenttal (AU, 2 § acres per home) to Rural Residential
(RR1, 1 arym per home) on tha 18,75 acres lacated al (ke soulheast cornar of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has

“Action pslilicred for

W, the undersigned, state that we fully support the existing zoning clagsification of Agricufiural Residential (AU at 2.5
acres per homej In our cammunily, and welcome new neighbors jolning our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPQOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request be deried,

Printed Name

Stgnature

et Arldress

Comment

(lewctes Glides
fc’ih ﬁmﬁey

NAA _
i

9955 Veyment St |
e Blgsthibigtn Avq

o |28 uop pe
Z

A

s iy T ple 7/7’}

I

Suth oo | seyydord sp| i 5/,Z//z';f

nga _Bﬂ}_,g__ é_;‘,ﬁ:_.".:j' IB0S Lecd Sv t L /2?//L
/\f Q:mmf /. S A 12807 Lupocag . - /Q
Mﬂi ¢ Z Ly Ea < g&/ZZ A/ﬁ/{q’ vt { 3Z_/L‘r‘

) - { i (‘

Sl Semmaadainde S wngto | S btllapd pe- | R V"Ll |
QW\(\M\J Lo e St Rddnon, 5754 Travisst, CKE
:Sm/r ciAck 17’ ,,6_ W 32/
/IM -’w&!ﬂfﬂ % M ‘ Sy W&’w/// E2 3 il d 3/ Z?é?—-
muwwﬁw U fWins fU j3-200H




e - 2 enyl‘n(exf

Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

,' Pettian summary and

lackaraund

A raquest for change ol zon

bean f_l_Isd

{R31, 1 acre per home) on th

INg classification from Agricullural Residenhal (AU, 2.5 acrss per home) (0 Rural Resldengal
€ 1875 arres located at the southeast comer of Counly Line Ditch Road and Dixi= Way has

W, lhe undersigned, sl.éte that we fully support the existing 2oning classification of Agricultural Residental (AU &t 2 &
acres per home) I our community, and wealcame new naighbors joining nur rural litestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, one home par acre, and ask that this reques! be denied.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petition summary and

A request for change of zoving classification from Agncultural Residential {AU, 2.8 acres per home) 1o Rural Residential
background

{RR4, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres lacated al the southeast comer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixia Way has
baen fead,

Acliou pelitforted for We, the undersigned, sate that we fully suppor the existing zoning classification of Agricullural Residental (AU at 2.5
acres pes home) in our community, and welcame new neighbors joining our rufal lifestyle, However, we STRONGLY

QPPOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, one homa par acre, and ask that this request be denied.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

backgraund

Petition summary and

been filed.

A request for change of zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per home) lo Rura| Residential
(RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 18,75 acres located at the southeast comer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, state that we tully support the exisling zoning classification of Agricultural Residentiat (AU at 2.5
acres per home) In our community, and welcome new neightiors jolning our rural kfestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, ore home par acré, and ask that this request be denied.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Satition summary ang
background

ceen filed,

{RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19.75 acres located al th

A request for change of zoning classification from Agricuitural Residentisl (AU, 2.5 acres per home) 1o Rural Residential
e southeast comer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixis Way has

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, state that we fully suppont ihe existing 20niny classification of Agricultural Residential (AU at 2.§
acres per home) in our community, and welcome new naighbors joining our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezoning to RR1, one home per acre, and sk that this request be denied
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Pellion surnmary and A request for change of zaning classification from Agricullural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per homne) to Rural Residential
batkground {RR1Y, 1 acre per horme) on the 18,75 acres lacated at (he southeas! comer of Counly tine Ditch Road and Dixie Way has

teen filed.

Ach'un petilioned far

We, the undersigned, slale thal we fully support the exisling zoning classification of Agriculturat Residential (AU at 2.5
acres per home) in our community, and walcome new neighbaors joining our rural lifestyle, However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE ilMs proposed rezoning lo RR1, one homa par atre, and ask that this request be deriad,
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petition summary and
backgrotnd

been filed.

A raquest for change of zoning dlassificalion from Agriculturat Residential (AU, 2.6 acres per home) to Rural Residential
{RR1, 1 acre per home} on the 18,75 acres located at the southeast comer of County Line Ditch Read and Dixle Way has

Action petitioned for

Wi, the yndersigned, state thal we fully support the existing zoning classifcation of Agncultural Residental (AL gt 2.5
aCres per home) In our cammunity, and walcoma new nelghbors jolning our rural ifestyls. However, we STRONGLY

[ OPPOSE this proposed rezoning & RR1, ohe home per scre, and ask thal tie reques! be deniad.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petition summary and
hackaround

been filed.

A request for change of zoning classificalion from Agricultural Rasideitial (AU, 2.5 acres pet homs} to Rural Residential
(RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19,75 acres located ot the southeast corer af County Line Ditch Road and Dixle Way has

"Action petilioned for

We. the undersigned, stale that we fully support the existing zonlng classification of Agricuftural Residential (AU at 2.5
acres per home) in our communily, and weicome new neighbors joling our rural lifeslyle. However, wa STRONGLY
OPPOSE Inis proposed rezoning to RR1, one homa per acre, and ask that this request be denied.
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

f‘cll(lun surnimany and
barkyround

been filed,

A iequest far change of zoning classification from Agricultural Rasidential (AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Residential
{RR1, 1 acre per hiome) on the 19 75 acres Iocaled at the southeast cormer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has

Jclion paiitioned 1ar

We, Ihe undersigned, state that we fully support the sxislting zoning clasatfication of Agricultural Residential (AU at 2 5
acres per hame) in our community, and welcome new neighbors jolning our rural ifestyle, However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezoning lo RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request be deniad,
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atiticn to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

V pettion summary and
background

A reqirest for change of zoning dessification from Agriculturat Residential (AU, 2.5 aaes per home) to Rural Residential
(RR1, 1 acre per hame) on the 19.75 acres located at the southeast comer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixie Way has
been filed.

Action petitioned for

We, the urie
aqges Darh

sianed, ctate thaf we fully support the existing zoning dassification of Agrcultural Residentiat (AU at 2.5
=Y in our commntty, and welcome: new neighbors jolning our rural ifestyle. However, we STRONGLY

! NPPOSE this pmpnsed rezoning to RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request be denied.

/'

! rointed Nams Signature Soottsmoor Address Camment | pate
/\Qn O pen=d 7/7 /. (rp— - -—#af,z) @ /71,;,,,& \' 3/9@
Daxd bomﬁgﬂwvxxﬁ’r A 3945 Grantlin, \1.5,:\ k(eo \lY Rug | ) 3/28
Do gf\cgm-.\.(ﬁ ML jﬂ';ﬁ» Jd ugda L-:hzs}da Ll Mo F@\L;ﬂ 1 Fued 51)‘533)
s Fioobirn] Momes? g 8| 4565 WAEBALN M| gy (C Ruae  |ZP¥
Buly 4 Nl ﬁ// WL — | 305 Psglooni fne | Rt ) ) £y
(?:ﬁ—(;k_/a J \/J[,w ) Al QL’ "éw’ ¢ N Qufiﬁk . 3.4
o L N Lowgkre 4/ Moty Sivepy et dr ffeep & Roal "3/&55

Va




Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

@,

Pelition summary and
background

baen fited.

A request far change of zonin
(RR1, 1 acre per home) an th

9 classification from Agricullural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Residanfial
e 19.75 acras localed al the southeas! comer of County Line Ditch Road and Dixje Way has

Aclion pefitioned far

We, the undersigned, slate tiral vee fuily support the exisling zoning classification of Agricultural Residential (AU a1 2.5
acres per home) in our community, and walcome nevs naighbors joining our rursl liteslyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE ihis proposed rezoning lo RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this raques! be deniad,

Wricin Hlove

Printed Name Signature _| Scottsmoor Address Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petillon summary and
Lackground .

teen filed

A reauest for change of zaning classification fram Agricultural Reaidential {AU, 2.5 acres per home) to Rural Residential
(RR1, 1 scre per home) on the 10,75 acres located al the southeasi camer af County Line Diich Road and Dixie Way has

“Achion etiticned fo

acres per home) In qur commu

We, the undersigned, state that wadully support \he existing zoning classification of Agricultural Residential (AU at 2.5
. and welcome new neighbors joining our rural Wfestyle. However, we STRONGLY

OPPOSE lhlspm ]::_1 raz?' % 10 RR*, one home per acre, and ask Ihat this reques! be denied.

| Printed Name ulm.re "’3 ;!, My /| Seottsmoor Address Gomment Date

Vi saisbell; sl lk P SI?V US Bt (A -}}7*"'-‘

W, ki) "L\dh»ﬂh /-‘ruf“ 1%’ f"' 5—7*5“{ V5 rhuy AN .}/“’—u_
jyafﬁ,(,_..ﬂu;;’m"- ; ,if A,J:/ it Ly ’,WL"./:/},,/,,,V’//‘, %ﬁ/f 7
XRS5 O AT fv/ G 515 '&\x{y! o~ -3[33f i
;.lt_v_\_u et iy i) 1{ ALY NS (,L\Hl& u %/e‘;)cf//:’
/! l[k’t )‘\ 1hih 4y )?*wul //L«, .?/7 2 /‘)u(’m M/ 3 w v/

:icf AU 7 -_',.,_,, f’./.,w uf 76 5 /""‘/ /ft </ 7 L-—’ﬁ' {
bee, (unallid P sit S e
,\,Hmd: f/" Lv il RS0 // SA26 o) . —-“‘/f.;,?_fy_,;
“"’f’f@ O o //‘ ) {:, S,‘(’ /1 3578 /'*_',!,1/\; A e ) " Z/JAN:;
’l)‘._ﬁ.* ‘ A*A&xﬁ#?\’\t Uz 75t loy im ko k. L 5 2y
‘ : )
| = -
- _
! — -
| D
| s
g
! o = -
B
o

o L




S

Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural —

Petition summary and
background

A raquesl for change of zoning clessification from Agricultiral Residentlal (AU, 2,6 acres per hame) to Rural Residential
{RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 19,75 acres lacated at the sautheast comer of Counly Line Ditch Rosd and Dixie Way has

baen filed,

Aclion petitioned for

We, the undersigned, slate that we fully support the exisling zoning classificalion of Agricultural Resldential (AU at 2.5
acres par home) In our cammunily, and wetcome new nelghbors |oining our rural lifestyle, However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE Ihis proposed rezoning lo RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this raquest be denied,
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

\

Pt R e P R e T B A e ot e o) Tt Woy has
el :“:?:%j;'fiﬁ)“ﬁu? CommUNly. S Welcame e IO R ot ol o e o (A 25
OPPOSE this proposed rezaning to RR1, one home per acte, and ask thot this request ba denied
Printed Name Signature | Seotmmer Addrens Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural l

L)

T e e e e e e
R ke e e I
OPPOSE this proposed rezoning ta RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this réquesl be denied.
Printed Name Signature Scottsmoor Address Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petilion sumtnary and A requasl far change of zoning classification from Agricultural Residential (AU, 2.6 acres per hame) to Rural Residential

backgraund (RRT, 1 acte per home) on the 19.75 acres located at the southesst corner of County Line Ditch Road and Dixe Way hag
been fited.

Actlon petitlaned for We, lhe undersigned, slate that we fully support the exisling zoning classification of Agricullisral Residential (AU at 2.6
acres par home) in our communily, and welcome new neighbors jolning our rural Iteslyle. Howsver, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this praposed rezoning lo RR1, one home per acre, and ask thal (his raquest be deniad.

Printed Name Slgnawre Evetints®r Address , Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

Petitfen summary and
background

been filad.

A request for change of zoning classificalton frem Agricultural Residential (AU, 2.5 acres per home) lo Rurasl Residential
{RR1, 1 acre per home) on the 18.75 acres letated at the aoutheast cornar of County Line Dilch Road and Dixie Way has

Agction petitioned for

We, the undersigned, state thal we fully support the existing zoning elassificalion of Agrcullural Residenlial (AU al 2.5
acres per home) in aur convrunity, and welcome new netghbors joining our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezenirg o RR1, one home per acre, and ask that this request ba denied,

Printad Name

Signature

Soolemat Address

Commeant

Date

/‘] }‘[.'? Dl LAY

’/Juh

3975 / ;)5'-.:1} Mg

(osp /6]

S A

Jifbk’ HUUC‘

A0 5 Pe. St

C{J Cod ﬁlf

’a/ ! 7/#:

(r

w,;s'ruimww St

s, #¢

J

?//?[/!

- - "

r] VPP |

' } cj ?'
Uosed v

i LW

a_Mng 1

/h/ Ir“'c‘ /Z

s/,-;ég
s zf? |

auov ?befh 1 '!’ﬁci-, 7

thfv F{

Tl

N Seasnedn N(lm %

M-T::w ‘[’I

3/11/ 19

(X

i"‘l‘"\ A)“— Ll’u\l L f

e
)fe(n[ U:.. £ \11
=t 1

Moees f L

{ 7{ /j I

b Bk

.i_\LLU_\Lw Lo

» o *-:J m‘“ ‘LL‘\S (O Fogale g}

.
‘-_'Y Ay ves g (—L\"'n .
o

?I.J.‘. ." — I {1

55k Jorpiad

Mam s o

3~y -1}

Fohe Dy 7,

490 iarerihagi omek

A'bk AT A’

1)

SO o b i oo
L0 AL LI I

Dean: Al syl JANA ‘-("’L )}
'qu.wv /”\y'M G 15y oy 1, Moy Bl // /
g ;‘I .111 Dl Ga W)z oy el \ - eIl
Trenas Skl 20 J30s |51 Mig < ¥\ S5
o lrteaaet St ,;u‘j',- i 0¥ /.‘.-«;fu e o 7 TALUYSy e fa L3 1R
Toion Sl Yhan . Sedd |18 vraliiss oy | iyl 47 32962
Teieso Do W[ Zanon [Fodd |l Freipree e D) AL pA S 37 5S¢
Vo AL S e [ &2 ““kn A c/c;u 2, Epe o peii Pl fuwiAq s T 75‘4{ [)‘ A
i \"L'-'\ru,-\'-r.l'.:x"'u"”:‘ S = B0 AR ILT ML—
oo IS 2 Res o G?"// (320 Ly Lixe | _Trlwes s | 34298,
Ko s oy “)c» s f)m; D%y Jey Tey 7. l we v i ll e ¢ R19
\) l‘-.-\\“-f" l)\k{lik r \(\ UU £ (r‘n ‘{ _").)iht\ ('(‘l'-lu.@(’ At .:3.(,‘:“\.--‘ st ¢ 4 ” - f‘:f‘
Mo Aot rgl,}/{ st ru: L\ g FoeguD s L Ay S 30714
' oo foi SV G ety i fp Fo| T P b Bt 1 7
’é m f“,,:-" Ei /5” é { {? 44 5050w lins !w%' ‘ 2,17 Het



ﬁd\\\v\“—

Petition to Keep Scotismoor Rural

Y

Polition surnmary and
background

been fled.

A requeal for change of 2oning classificalion trom Agricullurat Residential (AU, 2.5 arres per hoime) 1o Rural Rasidential
(RR1, 1 acre per home} on the 19,75 acres located al the somheast comer of County Line Dit¢h Road and Dixiz Way has

Action pslitioned for

We, the undewigned state that we fully support lhe exisling zoning classificalion of Agricullural Resideritial (AU al 2.5
acres per home) in our community, and welcome now neighbars joining our raral (ifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this propased rezoning lo RR1, one home per acre, and ask that Ihis request be denied,

2 Bczdkkr: fadovkenah 9734 Tyaa/)s

I

Printed Name Signature Scottsmaor Address Comment Date
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Petition to Keep Scottsmoor Rural

-

Pafitien summary and
backaraund

been filed.

A request for change of zoning claasificetion from Ag
(RR1, 1 acre per home) or the 10,75 aceas lo

ricullural Residenlial (AU, 2.5 acres per hame) to Rural Residential
cated at the southeas! comer of County Line Dilch Road and Oxie Way has

Actian pefitioned for

Wa, the undersigned, state that wa ful
acres per home) in our communily, an

ly support the exialing zening classificalion of Agricultural Residential (AU 8t 25 |
d welcome new nelghbars joining our rural lifestyle. However, we STRONGLY
OPPOSE this proposed rezaning lo RR1, one home poracre, and ask Ihal this tequest be cenied,
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