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APRIL 19, 1984 

PUBLIC HEARING 

The Board of County Commissioners; Manatee County, Florida, met 

in SPECIAL SESSION in the Courthouse, Bradenton, Florida, Thursday, 

April 19, 1984 at 9:08 a.m. 

Present were Commissioners: 

Edward W. Chance, Chairman 

Westwood H. Fletcher, Jr., Vice-chairman 

Kent G. Chetlain 

Patricia M. Glass 

Vernon E. Vickers 

Also present were: 

Keith Roberts, County Attorney 

David Rothfuss, Assistant to, and representing 

Robert F. Fernandez, County Administrator 

Richard H. Ashley, Chief Deputy Clerk, representing 

R. B. Shore, Clerk of Circuit Court 

Representing the various news media were David McKeever, WBRD, and 

others who entered during the meeting. 

Invocation by Commissioner Westwood H. Fletcher, Jr. 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Chance. 

CIRCLE-N-BAR RANCH - DRI/REZONING 

Public hearings(notices published in The Bradenton Herald 2/18/84) 

were opened for the purpose of considering applications by Island 

Investment Properties Ltd. and Kabara, N.V. for Master Development 

Order (DRI #12) and rezoning and conceptual development plan 

approval (Z-83-63), on a 1,140 acre tract known as Circle-N-Bar 

Ranch, for mixed use development by the Arvida Corporation. 

Planning Commission recommended APPROVAL with conditions. 

Recommended Conditions for Z-83-63 

General 

1. The development of this project shall proceed in accordance 

with the information, plans, projections, representations 

and materials contained in the Application for Master 

Development Approval and application for rezoning and 

conceptual plan approval, except as modified by the 

stipulations, conditions and requirements set forth in 

subsequent DRI or local approvals required for this 

development. 

2. Nothing herein shall be construed as limiting the authority 

of Manatee County, in the course of review and development 

of this project, to implement and apply laws, ordinances, 

rules and regulations under its jurisdiction, consistent 

with the approval hereby granted. 

3. The matters addressed herein, as well as additional matters 

that are appropriate to review at later stages of review, 

may be reflected in additional and/or more detailed 

stipulations, conditions and requirements to be formulated 

and applied at later stages of review of this project under 

local and DRI review procedures. 

4. In the event that the import of any of the stipulations 

contained herein appears uncertain, interpretation thereof 

should be by reference to the staff report presented to 

the Planning Commission and Board of County Commissioners 

in connection with their consideration of this development 

proposal. 

5. In the event ownership of any portion of the property 

embraced by this project, or any of the development rights 

acquired by virture of this or subsequent approvals, is 

transferred to any party other than the applicant, the 

applicant or other transferor of such property or rights 

shall notify the Board of County Commissioners thereof and 

shall, in writing, identify the party or parties who will 

then be responsible to fulfill the obligations and meet 

the conditions established by these stipulations. 
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6. Nothing herein or in the AMDA shall be construed as 

authorizing any use of the property other than as described 

in the AMDA Master Development Plan and in the conceptual 

plan, hereby approved, nor shall anything herein be 

construed as denying the property owner or developer any 

rights to the continuation of existing uses that may be 

provided by the Land Development Code or other applicable 

law. 

7. The terms "fair share" and "pro rata share" as used herein 

refer to a contribution or participation by the developer, 

whose purpose is to address an impact generated by new 

development upon the public domain or upon services or 

facilities provided by the County, in an amount or of a 

value that approximates as nearly as is practicable the 

impact of this development as a proportion of the total 

of impacts upon the same services, facilities, or element 

of the public domain, that are expected to be generated 

by all or that are specifically anticipated on the basis 

of submitted development requests. 

8. Where these stipulations require, expressly or by 

implication, an exercise of discretion or judgment, but 

do not specify the nature or parameters thereof, or where 

some determination must be made or approval granted or 

condition satisfied, the necessary decision or judgment 

shall be made by the County; but in doing so the County 

shall act reasonably and in good faith and, where 

appropriate, in accordance with accepted practice. 

9. In the event the County or other government entity with 

jurisdiction in the matter established impact fees or 

siaila.r charges that are designed to pay the cost of any 

of the types of facilities, services, or impacts upon the 

public domain .that the developer by virtue of these 

stipulations has an affirmative obligation to address, and 

suffh fees are payable with respect to portions of the 

development thereafter completed or finally approved, 

apppropriate adjustments to the developer's obligations 

as set forth herein shall be considered and may be 

reflected in stipulations made a part of subsequent 

approvals. 

Land Use Compatibility 

1. Generous setbacks and landscape buffering is to be provided 

between different land use classifications internal to the 

project and those external to it. This condition would 

apply particularly to the industrial area planned to be 

adjacent to and between the areas proposed for rezoning 

to PDC and PDR and the planned low-density residential area 

south of University Parkway in Sarasota County. The depth 

of setbacks and extent and location of landscaped buffers 

will be reviewed with future Preliminary Development Plan 

applications. Design of these buffers must include careful 

consieration and noise, odor, and visual impacts on 

adjacent land uses, including University Parkway. 

2. Future development in the PDC and PDI districts is to be 

restricted to only such uses that do not generate any 

significant air, water, noise, hazardous wastes or other 

polluting by-products, and that will ensure protection 

against the possibility of adverse impacts to the 

watershed. A review of uses proposed will be required 

prior to Preliminary Development Plan approval. Evidence 

by the developer that uses proposed meet this condition 

will be required. Additionally, site design shall 

„demonstrate significant attention to aesthetics. 

Dev'e.J.opment Trends and Timing 

1. The maximum number of residential units shall be limited 

to 3,450 and the maximum overall density shall not exceed 

3.7 du/acre. With each preliminary plan submitted, the 

Residential Sector Data Table (Table 2) shall be revised 

, (o Includte all units previously constructed and to projtWfc 

more accurately the number of units remaining to be 

constructed in each development sector. 
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2. Prior to the approval of a Preliminary Development Plan 

for the PDC designated areas, the developer shall 

quantifiably justify the need for the amount of floor area 

proposed for development by a market analysis which takes 

into account other existing and proposed commercial 

developments in the Southeast Area. Approval shall be 

based on an evaluation of the proposal in light of the 

projected need for commercial development for the area and 

the County. 

3. The village center will be limited to a site 10 acres in 

size/ located totally within the residential component of 

the project and limited to 40,000 square feet of gross 

floor area. 

4. Commercial develoroent shall be planned with a unified 

internal circulation system and with limited access to 

abutting thoroughfares as depicted on the Conceptual 

Development Plan. 

Environment 

1. At the time the first preliminary plan (and AIDA) is 

submitted, the following is required to have been completed 

and submitted with the application: 

(a) A Florida Department of Environmental Regulation 

jurisdictional determination; 

(b) Additional baseline monitoring reflecting seasonal 

variations for preconstruction surface and groundwater 

quality and quantity; 

(c) A master Drainage Plan for the entire development, 

including a demonstration of the effect of the proposed 

lowering of the water table (to improve drainage) on 

the preservation of existing jurisdictional wetlands, 

the effect this will have on their ability to 

biologically filter out nutrients and sediments, and 

the effect that altering and deepening existing 

wetlands will have on their ability to filter surface 

water and percolating groundwater. This Master 

Drainage Plan, though it may have been approved by the 

County, will be subject to modifications by new "State 

of the Art" techniques and surface water management 

performance standards that may be developed or adopted 

during the course of the development process. 

(d) A demonstration of compliance with the WP, ST and AF 

Overlay Zones. As required by the ST District, the 

Board of County Commissioners must make a determination 

that "Best Possible Technology" is being employed prior 

to any construction. 

(e) A demonstration that all jurisdictional areas will be 

preserved so that they can continue to absorb surface 

water pollutants. At minimum, the proportion of the 

site in wetlands shall equal the existing proportion. 

(f) A Stormwater Maintenance plan specifying construction 

and postconstruction monitoring and the design and 

execution of a maintenance program to ensure adequate 

functioning of the system. 

2. With the objectives of protecting the Evers Reservoir and 

to encourage the newly established "Save Our Rivers", the 

following condition is required: 

Conceptual Land Use approval for all land areas located 

within the current SWFWMD approved five year 

acquisition plan for the "Save Our Rivers" Program and 

Sector "Y" is deferred, thereby prohibiting any 

residential development of the property though zoned 

PDR. However, stormwater management facilities and 

passive recreation facilities may be constructed in 

this area if not detrimental to the water quality and 

quantity of the Evers Reservoir and if determined 

compatible with the "Save Our Rivers" Program. At the 

time the final ADA is submitted for the entire project, 

a request of development approval may be requested 

contingent upon the status of the "Save Our Rivers" 

Program and development Regulations in effect at that 

time. Any development of this property will follow 

the guidelines of the Evers Reservoir Watershed 

Management Study, (Smith & Gillespie, November, 1983) 

of superior State-of-the-Art techniques. 
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3. The Stormwater Management System will follow the guidelines 

of the Evers Reservoir Watershed Management Study (Smith 

& Gillespie,November,1983),orsuperior state-of-the-art 

techniques. 

4. Any development of individual septic tanks will not be 

permitted in this project on land lying in the Braden River 

Watershed. 

Archaeological and Historical Preservation 

~1~.At thetime preliminary plansFincluding the first two 

increments) are submitted, the developer must identify the 

location of all archaeological and historic sites, verify 

which ones are significant, which will be protected and 

preserved and by what method. For property zoned ST. the 

developer must comply with all requirements to demonstrate 

"Best Possible Technology". 

Transportation 

1. All traffic impacts of every portion of this development 

shall be identified in advance of development by the 

developer using data and techniques acceptable to and used 

generally in the County. The developer shall be 

responsible for whatever measures are deemed necessary to 

fully mitigate, offset and address the impacts so 

identified. Specific measures identified elsewhere herein 

or as conditions of subsequent approvals shall not be 

construed as limiting the effect of this requirement. 

2. In accordance with Policy 9-1.C of The Manatee Plan, Level 

of Service "C" shall be maintained on all portions of major 

thoroughfares that are projected to experience significant 

traffic impacts as a result of this development. Those 

portions of the major thoroughfares will be identified at 

the time of AIDA and ADA review. No development will be 

finally authorized that would general traffic which, in 

conjunction with existing traffic and traffic anticipated 

as a result of other development approvals and other 

circumstances upon which the County may base traffic 

projections, will have the likely result of causing or 

contributing to a degradation of the Level of Service on 

the identified segments of these major thoroughfares to 

a level below "C" or, if a lower level has already been 

reached, any degradation in traffic capacity. 

3. To mitigate the effects of the absence of extensions to 

Country Club Way and Cathedral Way, which extensions 

otherwise would be required in accordance with County 

regulations and policy respecting traffic movement, the 

developer shall: 

(a) improve the segment of University Parkway from 

Whitfield Avenue extension to the entrance to the PDC 

shopping area as necessary to ensure that at all times 

during the development of this project. Level of 

Service "C" is maintained on that segment, no matter 

what the source of the traffic that might threaten a 

degradation in service below that level; 

(b) tie Cathedral Way to the project's major entrance road, 

at a point near University Parkway. 

4. Subsantial screening and buffering shall be required to 

Separate this development from University Parkway. The 

type and extent of buffering shall be reviewed and approved 

at the time Preliminary Development Plans are submitted 

for approval. 

5. Land to be dedicated to Manatee County in connection with 

the Major Thoroughfare Plan shall be reserved by the 

developer, and development plans shall respect the intended 

future use of such land for road right-of-way. Such land 

shall be dedicated at any time following the effective date 

of the rezoning, upon the request of the County. 

Parks & Recreation 

T^All'impactsoT every portion of this development upon 

public recreational facilities and open space, and the 

extent of the needs therefore to be generated by each 

portion of this development, shall be identified in advance 

of development by the developer using methodology 

acceptable to and utilized generally by the County. The 

developer shall be responsible for providing for all 

recreational and open-space needs so identified and 
otherwise fully offsetting the identified impacts. 
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Schools 

1. All impacts of every portion of this development upon 

school facilities and the extent of the needs therefore 

to be generated by each portion of this development, shall 

be identified in advance of development by the developer 

using methodology acceptable to and utilized generally by 

the School Board. The developer shall be responsible for 

providing for all public school facilities so identified 

and otherwise fully offsetting the identified impacts. 

Measures for addressing and offsetting such impacts may 

include/ without limitation, conveyance of land for school 

facility sites/ or pro-rata contribution to the cost of 

such sites. 

2. Once the School Board or Manatee County has determined/ 

upon. considertion of the impacts of this development in 

conjunction with consideration of existing needs and the 

needs anticipated as a result of other development 

approvals/ that a certain type or types of public school 

facilities that would serve this development are needed 

in this part of the County/ and the School Board can 

demonstrate a present ability to provide such facility or 

facilities/ in cooperation with this development or 

otherwise/ final approval of any development scheduled to 

occur thereafter/ and the timing thereof/ shall be 

contingent upon the prior or prospective completion of such 

facility or facilities. 

Centralized Water and Sewer 

1. The developer shall be required to connect to the County 

centralized water supply system. The developer shall be 

responsible for contributing a pro-rata share for 

construction of a regional elevated water storage facility 

in accordance with County engineering standards. Pro-rata 

share shall be calculated over the total service area of 

the elevated storage facility and contributions may be made 

in cash/ equivalent value in land/ or a combination 

thereof. 

2. The first two imcrements of development as defined in the 

Agreement dated February 20/ 1984/ shall be provided 

wastewater treatment from the Southwest Regional Treatment 

Plant with the developer paying the pro-rata share of 

improvements to offsite collection systems to convey 

wastewater to the Southwest facility. Improvements may 

include flow equalization. When deemed by the County to 

be cost effective/ wastewater from the first two increments 

shall be rerouted to the Southeast Regional Wastewater 

Facility upon its construction. The wastewater from the 

remaining increments of development shall be treated at 

the Southeast Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant with the 

developer paying the pro-rata share of improvements to 

offsite collection systems to convey wastewater to the 

Southeast Facility. 

3. The developer shall provide the on-site right-of-way access 

and easements to the regional system as needed for area 

projects to convey wastewater to Regional Wastewater 

Treatment plants and pay a pro-rata share of costs to the 

County of obtaining rights-of-way and/or easements off the 

property as necessary to convey the wastewater to the 

treatment plant. 

4. Development plans shall respect the intended use by Manatee 

County of land identified as needed as rights-of-way and 

easements for water and wastewater delivery facilities. 

Such rights-of-way and easements shall be conveyed to 

Manatee County at any time following the effective date 

of this rezoning/ upon the County's request. 

Fire Protection/Emergency Services 

1. All impacts of every portion of this development upon 

emergency and fire protection services and the extent of 

the needs therefore to be generated by each portion of this 

development/ shall be identified in advance of development 

by the developer using methodology acceptable to and 
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utilized generally by the County. The developer shall be 

responsible for providing for all emergency services and 

fire protection needs so identified and otherwise fully 

offsetting the identified impacts. Specific measures 

identified elsewhere herein or as conditions of subsequent 

approvals shall not be construed as limiting the effect 

of this requirement. 

2. The developer shall be responsible for contributing a pro- 

rata share of the cost of a site for, and constructing and 

equipping, an EMS station and fire station, or a joint 

facility. This obligation may be satisfied in part by 

conveyance of a 2-acre site for a joint facility, or other 

conveyance of land suitalbe for the intended use. 

3. If, prior to the time permanent EMS and/or fire protection 

facilities in this area of the County are deemed desirable 

by County and/or the fire district, a temporary station 

is deemed desirable, developer shall also contribute a pro- 

rata share of the cost of a site for, and of constructing 

and equipping, such facility or facilities. 

4. Once a present ability to construct and equip a temporary 

or permanent EMS and/or fire station in this area of the 

County, that would serve this development, is demonstrated, 

final approval of any development scheduled to occur after 

the establishment of such substation, and the timing there 

of, shall be contingent upon the ability of EMS and/or fire 

district to provide service" to such development with a 

response time generally accepted by the County and/or fire 

district as safe and adequate. 

5. The fire hydrant system shall use publicly-owned easements 

and facilities or, if a private system is used, shall be 

approved by the fire district as to provision for adequate 

operation and maintenance and other features related to 

fir® ^safety. 

6. The developer shall construct an emergency access "stub" 

to the adjacent property on the west, known as the Wallace 

Tract, that connects with a fully constructed portion of 

the street system within the development, at a location 

which is coordinated with the owner of the Wallace Tract 

and which can allow eventual connection to an extension 

of Country Club Way. This emergency access route shall 

be properly stabilized and equipped with an electronic gate 

and openers. 

Police Protection 

1. The developer shall pay a pro-rata share of the cost of 

the Sheriff's Department portion of the Tara public service 

building and other related capital facilities. Specific 

requirements will be determined at the ADA stage of the 

development process. 

Recommended Conditions for DRI #12 

1. The incremental AIDA and final ADA reviews shall be 

conducted pursuant to Chapter 380.06, F.S., except that 

AIDA approvals shall be recorded as separate amendments 

to, the Master Development Order. 

2. The AIDAs for the first and second increments shall be 

filed with the County and TBRPC and other reviewing 

agencies no later than two years after the effective date 

of. the Alternative Review Agreement. Failure to file these 

AIDAs within two years shall require that TBRPC reassess 

the regional issues associated with each increment and add 

or delete regional issues as appropriate. 

3. Within five years of the date of the agreement, the 

developer -shall submit an ADA to TBRPC and the County for 

review pursuant to Chapter 380.06, F.S. The ADA shall 

address all regional impacts on a cumulative basis 

including regional impacts reviewed in any AIDA. 

4. The regional issues listed below shall be addressed in 

subsequent incremental and final reviews. Failure to 

mitigate adverse regional impacts related to the regional 

issues identified for this project as set forth below in 

a manner to attain conformance and consistency with adopted 
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TBRPC policies may result in a recommendation of denial 

of an AIDA or ADA or appeal of ADA by TBRPC. 

Regional Issues: 

a. Regional transportation impacts. 

b. Regional environmental issues relating to lake 

management, water and air quality protection, wildlife 

habitat/ soil and subsurface geologic suitability, and 

protection of the watershed. 

c. Regional economic impacts relating to employment/ 

capital improvement costs/ and the regional tax base. 

d. Regional impacts relating to water, sewer and solid 

waste services/ energy use and hazardous waste disposal 

(if applicable). 

e. Regional issues relating to housing. 

f. Preservation of regionally significant historical and 

archeological sites. 

5. Prior to submittal of the first AIDA, an overall master 

drainage plan shall be developed. The plan shall be based 

upon the findings of a County approved water quality and 

quantity monitoring program. It shall be submitted with 

the first AIDA to assure the drainage plans for each 

increment are compatible with one another, and with 

drainage systems of the surrounding or adjacent property. 

The.plan is to be developed in such a manner so as to 

assure maximum protection to the Braden River watershed 

and to maintain the existing hydroperiod of all existing 

jurisdictional wetlands. 

6. Preliminary site plans and other information submitted to 

the County pursuant to Section 403F, Manatee County 

Comprehensive Zoning and Land Development Code, may serve 

as the basis for Chapter 380.06, F.S. review of the AIDAs. 

County site plan information shall be indexed and cross- 

referenced to the ADA and submitted to TBRPC and reviewing 

agencies as an AIDA. 

7. The dwelling units proposed in Sectory "Y" shall be 

deferred from Conceptual Development Plan approval. 

Development consideration of this area will be reassessed 

at the ADA stage of the development process. 

8. An archaeological survey shall be.conducted on the portion 

of the project site recommended for survey by the Florida 

Department of State, Division of Archives, History and 

Records Management, prior to the issuance of permits for 

land clearing or development activities. 

9. The ADA and incremental submittals shall address the 

matters raised in the responses from reviewing agencies 

to the AMDA, as appropriate. 

10. The terms and conditions of the Agreement between Manatee 

County, the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council and Arvida 

Corporation are hereby incorporated into this document by 

reference. 

11. The developer shall pay TBRPC one-third of the TBRPC DRI 

application review fee in force upon filing the AMDA with 

Mantee County. Two-thirds of the DRI application fee in 

force shall be paid TBRPC when the ADA is filed or ADA 

preapplication conference is requested. The developer 

shall pay TBRPC the DRI increment review fee in force at 

the time .an AIDA is filed or preapplication conference is 

requested. These amounts shall constitute the total 

application fee to TBRPC. 

12. The developer shall reimburse Manatee County on the basis 

of time spent reviewing each DRI application. The 

developer will be billed after each phase of the 

application process is complete in accordance with the 

official fee schedule of the Planning & Development 

Department, adopted June 1, 1982, as follows: 

"All work performed by Manatee County employees 

directly and reasonably attributable to review of a 

DRI application shall be paid by the developer and/or 

agent. Fees will be based upon the hourly rate of pay 

of each employee performing the work, multiplied by 

the munber of hours worked plus 50%; to cover cost for 
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fringe benefits (30%), and for overhead and indirect 

costs (20%). A deposit of $3,000.00 will be paid by 

the developer and/or agent at the time of application. 

Any balance due over $3,000.00 will be billed. Any 

amount under $3,000.00 will be refunded. The developer 

and/or a.gent shall also pay the actual cost of a Court 

Reporter and transcript of proceedings (NOTE: Two 

copies of proceedings shall be provided to the County), 

the actual cost of necessary consulting services as 

determined by the Board of County Commissioners and 

other applicable fees as established by this fee 

schedule. 

Bruce Siciliano, Planning Department, noted that the legal 

advertisements made reference to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning 

Council (TBRPC) file/zoning numbers and clarified that Z-82-25 and 

Z-83-63 are one and the same and DRI #101 and DRI, #12 are also one 

and the same. 

Edgar Storms, Planning Department, pointed out that the proposed 

development is of the scope which would qualify for a Development 

of Regional Impact (DRI), that the applicants have chosen to use 

the alternative review process for the procedure of the DRI and 

described that process. 

(Depart Mr. Vickers) 

The Count'y Attorney explained that the process, with respect to the 

DRI approval, is one that was authorized by the Board when it 

approved an agreement (2/7/84) between the County, TBRPC, and the 

owners of the property to deal with this development project under 

what Chapter 380 (Florida Statutes) allows as a master development 

approval process.. 

(Enter Mr. Vickers) 

He stated because it is a master approval, it is conceptual in 

nature and the review would be more conceptual than in a case of 

an actual DRI, that a more detailed review will come later. Also, 

because of the scale of this proposed development, it is more 

conceptual, also with respect to the rezoning, than PDR projects 

of a smaller size. 

Mr. Storms described the project to be 1,140 acres of mixed use 

development controlled by the Planned Development (PD) districts. 

The residential component is proposed to be on 920 acres with an 

estimated 3,450 Garden Cluster, Townhouse,'Condominium and Single 

Family units on large tracts; the commercial component on 55 acres 

with 700,000 square feet of general commercial use and 300,000 

square feet of office professional use; and the industrial component 

on 165 acres with 1,350,000 square feet of park-like development. 

He stated this is located principally in the Braden River Basin, 

approximately 270 acres in the south portion of the site drain to 

Phillippi Creek. .There is a Florida Power & Light easement which 

runs through the eastern portion of the property, 160 feet wide. 

A small portion of the site is in the 100-year floodplain. The 

principal access to the property is from University Parkway (County 

Line Road). 

Bob Wilhelm, President of Arvida Corporation's West Coast Division, 

developers, outlined the proposed uses. of the property, stating he 

felt this project would be beneficial to the County because of 

recreational, commercial and industrial advantages on site. 

Recess/reconvene. All members present except Mrs. Glass. 

Katherine Fernald, 5920 Gulf of Mexico Drive, Longboat Key, spoke 

to and questioned wat»r and sewer services and the effect of 

developmen,t in the watershed. 

Bruce Franklin, agent for the applicant, and Jim Rhinehart, County 

Utilities Department, responded to questions by Ms. Fernald. 

(Enter Mrs. Glass) 
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Tom Reese, attorney representing Manasota 88 and Manatee County Save 

Our Bays, Inc., spoke to the protection of the water supply, 

development and industrial uses within the watershed, etc. 

Dr. William Taft, 3267 Pine Valley Drive, Sarasota, representing 

Manasota 88, commented on the fundamental issue to whether or not 

the Braden River can be used as a drinking water source in future 

years. He also spoke to the preservation of the wetlands. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

The Chairman declared the meeting recessed to 1:30 p.m. 

The meeting reconvened at 1:38 p.m. will all members present except 

Mrs. Glass and Mr. Vickers. 

CIRCLE-N-BAR RANCH - DRI/REZONING (CONT'D) 

Barbara Talbert, 1307 67th St., W., President, League of Women 

Voters, stated they are opposed to additional zoning in the 

Southeast Sector to allow for urban development. 

(Enter Mrs. Glass and Mr. Vickers, during presentation) 

Jerry West, Planning Director, City of Bradenton, stated the City 

does not support any development in the watershed but do not, at 

this time, object to the rezoning and DRI of Circle-N-Bar Ranch. 

He asked that the following stipulations be reflected 

(1) The petition comply with all the stipulations recommended 

to the Board from the Planning Commission, and 

(2) approval of the development of the DRI, rezone and 

conceptual plan does not give the developers assurance of 

constructing the project, but the approval is setting the 

maximum development which may be constructed with the 

burden of proof being on the developer with the approval 

of the preliminary development plan. 

He also requested the City be involved in the preparation of the 

development order. 

Mary Greer, 350 Northshore Drive, Longboat Key, spoke to the need 

for an adequate and potable water supply. 

Bill Ockunzzi, Executive Director, Tampa Bay Regional Planning 

Council (TBRPC), stated, should the Commission choose to approve 

the Master Development Order, each increment of the DRI will be 

reviewed by TBRPC and then come before the Commission for approval 

as amendments to that Master Development Order. He recommended the 

Commission approve the Master Development Order subject to the 

conditions recommended in the Council's DRI report and the 

recommendations of the Planning Commission. 

Discussions were held with regard to the possibility of attaching 

further conditions as the process is gone through, industrial plants 

in the watershed, etc. 

(Depart Chairman Chance; Vice-chairman Fletcher presides) 

Rick Ashley, Chief Deputy Clerk, Clerk of Circuit Court, read and 

submitted letters from Lillie Morrow and Raymond F. Skinner, Jr., 

Chairman, Board of Fire Commissioners, Oneco-Tallevast Fire Control 

District. 

(Enter Chairman Chance) 

Bob Rhodes and Caleb Grimes, Attorneys, made presentations on behalf 

of Arvida Corporation. Mr. Grimes, upon recommendation by the 

County Attorney, outlined a change in Condition (2), under 

Development Trends & Timing, Z-83-63, 

1. After ..takes into account: Delete "existing and proposed" 

2. After ..commercial development: Add including existing 

developments and those for which an application for approval 

has been submitted, 

Recess/reconvene. All members present except Mrs. Glass and 

Mr. Vickers. 
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James Harvey, Deputy Executive Director, Southwest Florida Water 

Management District, stated the conceptual design of the development 

has been reviewed and TBRp-C has been provided with agency comments. 

(Enter Mr. Vickers & Mrs. Glass) 

The public comment portion of the hearing was closed. 

Upon consideration of the staff report, the Planning Commission's 

recommendations, the comments made during the public hearing, and 

information received for the record, Mr. Fletcher moved to 

(1) Find the application for Master Development Order (DRI #12) 

and for PDR rezoning and conceptual plan approval (Z-83-63), 

with the conditions set forth in the staff report, as amended 

by the County Attorney, to be consistent with The Manatee 

Plan, and 

(2) Continue the public hearing until May 15, 1984, at 9:00 a.m., 

in these chambers, and direct staff to prepare for the Board's 

consideration and adoption the appropriate orders, 

resolutions, and ordinances approving DRI #12 and Z-83-63, 

with conditons as noted. 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Vickers. Voting "Aye" were Mr. Chance, 

Mr. Fletcher, Mrs. Glass and Mr. Vickers. Mr. Chetlain voted 

"Nay". Motion carried. 

EXHIBIT^ 

1. Staff Report. 

2. Recommendations of the.Planning Commission. 

3. Proof of Publication. 

4. Rezoning/D.R.I. Application. 

5. Supplemental Application Information. 

6. Southeast Area Study: Interim Report on Land Use. 

7. Analysis/Fire Protection Needs, Southeast Area. 

8. Manatee County: Industrial Growth and Development. 

9. Alternative Review Procedure (Flow Chart). 

TRAVEL AUTHORIZATION 

Upon motioa by Mrs. Glass, seconded by Mr. Chetlain, request for 

authori-aabion to travel was unanimously approved for Mr. Vickers 

to go to Tallahassee, April 24-26, 1984, for the Property Appraisal 

Adjustment Board and the Criminal Adjustment Advisory Board and to 

meet with the Legislative Delegation. 

MEETING-ADJOURNED 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

APPROVED: 

8dW^ t\\ Cll\QtA^ 

Chairman 5/22/84 
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