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MAY 22, 2006 
 
 The Board of County Commissioners, Manatee County, Florida, met in a JOINT MEETING with the 
School Board of Manatee County at the Braden River High School Auditorium, 6545 S.R. 70 East, Bradenton, 
Florida, Tuesday, May 22, 2006, at 1:15 p.m. 

 
Present were: 
MANATEE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS   MANATEE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 
Joe McClash, Chairman     Frank Brunner, Chairman  
Amy Stein, First Vice-Chairman Harry Kinnan, Vice Chairman  
Donna Hayes, Second Vice-Chairman Barbara Harvey (entered during meeting) 
Patricia M. Glass, Third Vice-Chairman   Walter Miller 
Ron Getman       Larry Simmons 
Jane W. von Hahmann 

 
Absent was: 
Gwendolyn Y. Brown 

 
Also present were: 
Dave Rothfuss, Deputy County Administrator  Dr. Roger Dearing, Superintendent 
Tedd Williams, Jr., County Attorney    John Bowen, School Board Attorney 
Susan G. Romine, Board Records Supervisor,  Mark Barnebey 
 representing R. B. Shore, Clerk of Circuit Court Mike Pendley 
  

 Invocation by Rev. Paul Scheele, Congregational United Church of Christ. 
 
AGENDA 

Agenda of May 22, 2006, and sign in sheets. BC20060522DOC001

 
MANATEE TECHNICAL INSTITUTE 

Joint Presentation by County and School District Staff 
Roger Dearing, School Superintendent, stated County and School Board staff have met to address 
issues that exist with regard to Manatee Technical Institute (MTI), and the denial by the Hearing 
Officer of Special Permit SP-05-05, Manatee Technical Institute.  He referred to a slide 
presentation to review the history of the MTI project since 2003.  The current 34th Street Campus 
(26.36 acres) will be renovated for the existing Firing Range and Police Academy Programs as well as 
other uses, and the Lakewood Ranch Campus addition will provide a new Public Service Center with 
Law Enforcement and Fire Fighting Programs.  He discussed the 68 MTI Career Preparation Programs 
planned for the Caruso Campus. 
 
Carol Clarke, Planning Director, referred to a slide presentation, and noted major issues: (1) project 
description; (2) operations issue associated with the MTI facility; (3) visual impact of the proposed 
campus; (4) environmental issues; and (5) transportation.  She reviewed the negatives associated 
with the community high school, and explained the majority (95 percent) of children in the daycare 
facility will be children of students and staff. She reviewed the Land Development Code (LDC), and 
noted that this is a permissible use under the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Doug Wagner, Director for Adult Career and Technical Education, reviewed the technical, academic, 
and day care programs.  The Academic Center will contain 20 academic rooms and 12 rooms for child 
care.  He reviewed the number of student stations and programs, as well as the hours of operation.  
 
Mike Bryant, Fawley Bryant Architects, used slides to review the design and architecture of the MTI 
Caruso Campus, and noted the wetlands dictated the building design.  Meetings with staff and the 
community led to many changes to reduce impacts to the neighbors.  He noted 95 percent of the 
programs are indoors; there are no overhead doors facing north; a 16-foot high wall encloses the 
courtyards; the highest buildings are the greatest distance away from the northern property line; the 
energy plant is located between the MTI campus and the academic center; the delivery areas are 
located behind the buffer, as well as the playground; and parking area lighting is shielded.  He 
reviewed the building configuration and visual impact. 
 
Ms. Clarke discussed hours of operation, outdoor activity, noise, and odor.  There is no outdoor 
activity proposed at night and outdoor activity is limited to boat motor testing, plumbing training, 
Habitat for Humanity house, daycare play area, and basketball courts.   
 
Joel Christian, Planning Department, referred to a slide presentation and addressed environmental 
issues such as wetlands, habitat information, and tree protection. 
 
Robert Lombardo, engineer representing the School Board, discussed stormwater issues, and noted 
a swale is planned along the northern property line in the unlikely event of offsite flow.  Regarding 
transportation, Mr. Lombardo discussed the ongoing improvements relative to Braden River High 
School.  He noted the MTI approval includes a traffic signal at the MTI entrance. 
 
Ms. Clarke stated there was an error in the traffic study area, which must be expanded to meet the 
one percent area required by the Comprehensive Plan.  She discussed traffic study concerns. 
 
Richard Stiles, traffic engineer for the School Board, reviewed traffic distribution and trip generation, 
and addressed day care/visitor traffic.  He discussed the methodology used for the MTI traffic study. 
 BC20060522DOC002
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Public Comment 
Carl Schnabl posed queries regarding tree mitigation, hours of construction activity, dust mitigation 
method, outside storage, lighting/noise impacts, and storage of hazardous material.  

 
Dale Vollrath, Ronnie Grubbs, Bonnie Overstreet, Domenick DeSalvo, John Meyer, 
Dennis Neal, Dick Woodall, and Brian Festa supported the MTI facility and the location.  
Kirsten Regal, Sun Hydraulics, voiced support, and acknowledged the technical education provided 
for a work force.  Charles Leonard supported the new campus and suggested that citizens with 
issues tour the current facility to allay concerns.  Mark Wolfgram, representing manufacturing 
organizations, voiced support for MTI and the need for technical education and skilled workers.   
 
Barbara Lasser, realtor, voiced support, and noted schools do not hurt property values.  Jay Brady 
supported MTI and voiced concern regarding construction delays due to the need for the facility.  
Ron Hirshberg and Brian Sunseri supported MTI and noted the need for skilled labor in the County.   
 
Alice Wallace voiced concern regarding School Board avoidance of the planning process and opposed 
MTI.  Jamie Goble, attorney representing Brad Hawkins, voiced opposition to the MTI location and 
questioned the Special Permit process, as well as the discrepancy in the distance from homeowners.   
 
Joe King supported the need for the new MTI facility, but opposed the location.  He referred to an 
aerial overlaying the campus.  Linda Sterrett supported MTI but opposed the location and questioned 
the Findings of Fact regarding Braden River High School’s screened buffer and questioned the lack of a 
park.  Ted Nichol requested working within the budget and handling the issues amicably.  
 
Harold Pearman, Kristi Nelson, Kris Gannon, Ralph McLeod, Ken Beukema, 
Eugene Townsend, and Bo Medred supported MTI but opposed the Caruso Road location and 
requested consideration of the S.R. 70 frontage. 
 
Betty Fairchild supported the S.R. 70 site and voiced concern of the School Board’s disregard of the 
Hearing Officer decision.  Holly Antoszewski agreed with Ms. Fairchild.  Lee Hecklinger submitted 
a list of questions and opposed the format of the meeting, the disregard of the Hearing Officer’s 
decision, and the Caruso Road location.   

 (Depart Mrs. Glass during comments)  

 
Joint Discussion by Elected Officials 
Mrs. Stein posed the following questions on the basis for denial by the Hearing Officer: clarification of 
the issues; how will the School Board address the negative aspects; stormwater and wetlands; and 
why the S.R. 70 frontage location was not considered? 
 
Ms. Clarke reviewed the Hearing Officer’s Denial of Special Permit SP-05-05.  She discussed the 
School Board’s non-participatory stance at the second public hearing on April 19, 2006. 
 
Regarding the negatives presented, Dr. Dearing indicated a meeting was held with residents, the 
architect, and County staff, which resulted in 13 changes to the MTI design/construction.  He indicated 
a new traffic study will be conducted. 
 
Mark Barnebey, attorney representing the School Board, stated at the public hearing in 2003 
(SP-02-19, 2/19/03 Braden River High School) the County was not interested in buying this property 
for a park. There were no indications the site should not be a school site.  The 2003 application only 
included the high school site, therefore, there was no concern regarding the Findings of Fact. 
 
Discussion:  Both parties made errors; Findings of Fact; brochure distributed; traffic concerns; need 
for MTI; if relocated to S.R. 70 what would be placed on the existing site; property values; Caruso 
Road is a collector; entrance will remain the same; student stations; flow chart showing student 
stations per location; School Board could reapply for a zoning change under the Planned Development 
process which requires a land use hearing before the Planning Commission and Board; Morgan 
Johnson Road level of service; entertain S.R. 70 location; legal constraints; additional stipulations to 
address concerns; etc. BC20060522DOC003  
 
Dr. Dearing indicated there are no current plans for the S.R. 70 property in the five-year plan and he 
stated presentations have indicated increased property values near schools. 
 
Frank Brunner, School Board Chairman, clarified that the existing MTI 34th Street campus is being 
split into three campuses.  
 
Discussion:  Resolution of conflicts; work force housing for teachers on the existing site; developer 
interest; few if any complaints regarding the 34th Street campus; transportation issues; etc. 
 
Walter Miller, School Board member, discussed comparable school areas and stated that property 
adjacent to schools is a positive.  He discussed current school sites near golf courses, as well as the 
discouragement to build schools on main arteries.  He expressed concerns regarding the additional 
costs and delays involved to explore the S.R. 70 site. 
 
Barbara Harvey, School Board member, indicated that in 2003 the County was requested to join the 
School Board to purchase this property and the County declined.  She addressed financial concerns. 
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Patricia Petruff, representing the neighboring community, indicated there was no opposition to the 
MTI facility; the issue is one of land use, transition, and location.  She addressed two MTI entities not 
mentioned prior to this meeting and requested clarification of the locations: (1) Habitat for Humanity 
and (2) the boat engine testing site.  She discussed transportation issues related to Morgan Johnson 
Road and River Forest; and questioned how the School Board planned to address issues raised by the 
Hearing Officer in the Order of Denial. 
 
Mr. McClash presented three issues to the School Board:  (1) pursue legal action to appeal the 
Hearing Officer’s Denial of Special Permit SP-05-05; (2) let the Hearing Officer’s Denial of Special 
Permit SP-05-05 stand and work with the affordable housing concept, consider a land trust of the 
property, and expedite the S.R. 70 frontage site; or (3) try to overturn the Hearing Officer’s decision 
by requesting application for a Planned Development rezone within an expedited time frame.  
 
Discussion:  Planned Development application for the entire parcel; adopted joint resolution for 
Dispute Resolution (R-06-41, 5/9/06); concerns of the residents; affordable housing may be more 
objectionable than a school site; School Board is the responsible party in this decision; etc.    
 
John Bowen, School Board attorney, indicated another option is for the two governmental bodies to 
agree and stipulate that the project by virtue of the statute was deemed approved after 90 days. 
 
Mr. Barnebey stated the Hearing Officer’s decision is in dispute and the School Board may take a 
different position but will move forward with settlement discussions and may, to protect its position, 
file a law suit. 
 
Bill Clague, Assistant County Attorney, advised the Board against the 90-day action indicating there is 
a legal argument to be made, and an absence of case law.  It is a theoretic issue based on 
interpretation of the Statute. 
 
Mr. Brunner stated that as agreed upon by the joint resolution, the process is to allow the two staffs 
to work together along with the citizens to respond to the issues and concerns, address the issues, 
and within a time certain bring back recommendations to their corresponding Boards.  The School 
Board would be hesitant to make any kind of binding decision or provide direction without legal 
counsel and direction from staff.   
 
Mr. McClash suggested the School Board evaluate the option of shifting the MTI campus to the S.R. 70 
frontage site and possibly target the exiting site for affordable housing.  If Planned Development is 
proposed, the rezoning application would have to be filed by the end of this week.   
 
Discussion:  Existing documentation could be converted to accommodate a rezone application; sites 
cannot be combined; preservation of School Board rights; citizen concerns; time constraints to open 
MTI by August 2007; lawsuit will negate the 2007 date; work together to reach a compromise; delay 
target to 2008; resolving issues more important than the June 26 deadline; etc. 
 
Mr. Clague clarified the intent of Resolution R-06-41 and the three options for the School Board:  
(1) pursue legal remedies against the Hearing Officer’s Denial of Special Permit SP-05-05; (2) bring 
forward an application for both the northern and southern portions of the parcel with another use for 
the northern parcel; and (3) bring the existing proposal to the Board as a rezone to Planned 
Development. 
 
Larry Simmons, School Board member, recognized the joint Resolution; however, he expressed 
disappointment that no mechanism has been presented to resolve this dispute.  He definitely wants 
the community to be happy with MTI but also wants the campus built timely without additional 
taxpayer funds due to delay.  He requested a resolution by the June 26 deadline.   
 
Mr. McClash concluded the Board and County staff are willing to work with the School Board to resolve 
the issues.   
 
Mr. Brunner directed Dr. Dearing to work with County staff to address issues raised by the hearing 
process and citizens.  He noted legal issues and preservation of rights will require analysis and formal 
recommendations.    

  
MEETING ADJOURNED 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 
 
Adj: 4:45 p.m. 

/njh 
 

Minutes Approved:  June 20, 2006 
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