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FEBRUARY 13. 1992 

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

SPECIAL SESSION at the Palmetto Point Civic Association at 637 43rd Street 

Boulevard West, Palmetto, Florida, Thursday, February 13, 1992, at 6:05 p.m. 

Present were Commissioners: 

Kathy A. Snell, Chairman 

Edward W. Chance, First Vice-chairman 

Joe McClash, Third Vice-chairman 

Kent G. Chetlain 

Maxine M. Hooper, entered during the meeting 

Absent were Commissioners: 

Lari Ann Harris, Second Vice-chairman (illness) 

Patricia M. Glass, family business 

Also present were: 

Steve Logan, Assistant County Administrator 

Mitchell 0. Palmer, Assistant County Attorney 

Judy LaMee, Director of Communications and Development, 

representing R. B. Shore, Clerk of Circuit Court 

Representatives of the various news media were present. 

The meeting'-was called to order by Chairman Snell. 

All witnesses/staff giving testimony were duly sworn. 

SPECIAL ROAD ASSESSMENT - PALMETTO POINT AND PALMETTO COUNTRY CLUB 

Public hearing (continued from 1/14/92 and Notice in The Bradenton 

Herald 1/24/92). -was held to consider 

Road Participation Project 5150 - 

Palmetto Point and Palmetto Country Club 

Part E: Palmetto Country Club Estates - East of U.S. 19, bounded 

on the north by 43rd Street East, on the south by Mendoza Road and 

on the east by railroad tracks. 

Part W: Palmetto Point - West of U.S. 19, 42nd Street Court West - 

from 5th Avenue West, west to deadend. 

Part W: Palmetto Point - West of U.S. 19, bounded on the north and 

including 40th Street West and bounded on the south and including 

37th Street Court West and also including 6th Avenue West. 

and 

R-92-01 RESOLUTION APPROVING SPECIAL ROAD ASSESSMENT PROJECT 

NO. 5150 IN PALMETTO POINT AND PALMETTO COUNTRY CLUB ESTATES. 

Janet McAfee, Public Works Deputy Director, stated the Palmetto Point 

and Palmetto Country Club Estates road and sanitary sewer projects were 

authorized November 18, 1986. She reviewed the history of the project. 

The sanitary sewer was approved for these areas on June 18, 1990, which 

is now under construction and is planned to be completed in April 1992. 

She distributed a handout of issues to be addressed and consideration of 

design alternatives including Options A, B, C and D. Option A is the 

original proposal ($32.25 per front foot); Option B is proposed without 

driveway aprons and sod ($23.22 per front foot); Option C is proposed 

without drainage ($25.61 per front foot); and Option D is proposed 

without driveway aprons, sod, or drainage (16.57 per front foot). 

(Enter Mrs. Hooper) 

At the January 14, 1992, public hearing, testimony was given that some 

residents believed that the Palmetto Point roads were previously paved. 

Staff has investigated these statements by reviewing aerial maps dated 

1957, 1960 and 1965. These aerials indicate that the roads were paved 

by 1957 or before, but portions of the roads had deteriorated. 

The roads deteriorated due to not being built to County standards and 

not being driven upon. The first home was built in 1974, approximately 

20 years after paving. The County did not maintain these roads due to 

there being no homes present and no usage. 

Discussion: Not grant money but construction money; proposed 20 foot 

wide roads; will not disturb existing swales; not do away with drainage; 

roads on west side of U.S. 19 were shelled-over roads; road maintenance. 



FEBRUARY 13. 1992 (Cont'd) 

Melton Little, representing group of residents, distributed a packet, 

addressed the matter of previously paved roads, and questioned if the 

residents would be paying twice for the base work. 

Mark Ventriglia, Public Works, stated that some portions of the base 

work must be done again, but the majority will not be included in the 

assessment to the residents. The actual dollar amount will not be known 

until the bidding process and cost estimates take place. 

Discussion: Cost of Samoset project; roads in Samoset 12 to 20 feet 

wide; low assessment of 24th Avenue East due to closing of 17th and 

Ellenton-Gillette and trucks that traveled through the area; County 

participate if road determined to be a thoroughfare. 

Gary Montin addressed the cost per year to be added to his taxes. 

Dennis Swarmer stated that 41st Street Boulevard East should be 

considered a thoroughfare. Donna Cox stated that in 1974, 6th Avenue 

West was paved. Robert Phillips questioned if the County will maintain 

the roads once they are paved. Jacquelyn Berlin stated that they should 

not be assessed for the paving due to the roads being shell in the past. 

By show of hands, a majority of the audience indicated they were opposed 

to the assessment. 

Discussion: Deduct one year of maintenance cost from assessment; go 

forward with some of the street paving; deduction of maintenance cost 

may deplete Highway Department budget; one year of maintenance would 

cost $21,000 and would bring Option D down to $14.88 per front foot. 

Recess/Reconvene. All members present except Mrs. Glass and Mrs. Harris. 

It was determined that with the maintenance reduction. Option A would 

drop to $30.56, Option B would drop to $21.53, Option C would drop to 

$23.92, and Option D would drop to $14.88. 

Steve Logan, Assistant County Administrator, reported that with the 

deduction on an 80-foot lot, the annual cost for Option A would be $277 

for 15 years at 7-1/2 percent, Option B would be $196, Option C would be 

$217, and Option D would be $135. 

Glenn Bell questioned the fact that the roads were paved in the past. 

He stated that the figure of $21,000 for maintenance is a low estimate. 

Richard Wilford, Public Works Director, stated that the roads will need 

to be maintained and resurfaced, ditches cleaned, etc., in the future. 

By show of hands, the majority of the audience voted to take no action. 

Kacey Howell stated if the road is brought back to original standard 

after the sewer project, there will be no problems. 

The public comment portion of the hearing was closed. 

The Board agreed to take no action on the assessment project. 

MEETING ADJOURNED 

There being ino further business, the meeting was adjourned. 
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