C.

differences, the EXLU 2013 and CAMA 2013 figures were generally
considered most accurate.

Aerial imagery (Jan. 2013) of the area was also used to verify
information.

PUD resolutions and master plans were obtained / downloaded
from Royal Palm Beach, West Palm Beach, Wellington and Palm
Beach County.

30f16




Enclave Analysis

Consistent with the enclave legislation the following tables were developed.

03
035
075

375

45
473

Unis Per Ao

12

1]

1,102
2.4M
3750
5.001
8.373
7.778
0,267

10,728

12,678

14,832

17,308

20,185

77 606

75,188

27414

20,675

12077

M.7T0

38,881

30,478

Density Analysis by 23 Mile
Awarage Median
072 078
072 078
073 078
073 0.78
073 0.78
078 0.78
078 .78
080 078
084 078
082 079
107 0.80
1.30 0.83
148 0.84
154 0.88
180 0.87
200 0.87
214 087
237 0.87
233 0.88
240 0.85

Density By Distance
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Exhibit A — Parcel Distances in .25 Acre Increments

Exhibit A - Parcel Distances in .25 Mile Increments
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Exhibit B — Parcel General Densities

Exhibit B - Parcel General Densities
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Exhibit C — General Communities

bit C - General Communities

Legend
General Communities
Aceage
[ =2y v Estates PUD
[ sapwinaz
 BeaTem
| EO
Breaters West
0 cansl Pine Aces
| careton ass

Counterpaint
I e sswnc Area
[ oeermumpPimtz

-Ih:-:l:ll

I =niracta Aces

B Fox e

I schiand Dunes

Ibis Soif & Country Club

B = MarchaAren

B == Fiores Ranchios

0 Lstie Ranches Tral
Lox Groves

I reschizon Green

[ manam

7 vautica Lakes

I oy tsies

I cother - apsans
Other - 4042734

I cther - ancsams

B cther - ansans

I Forozal

[ Royal Paim o Sarstoga

I Fustic Lates

: Bania Rosa Groves

B ==rincic ssmies

I EtverLakes

[ Epe ot Zumsetisies Cando

| Soonewal Estams

Surny Ursan Mesdows

0 Tuii Pines

I i Fines Area
Timearcresk

N e

I weangsa

[ wnate Fence

Bl v

I wacws aren

B wndmmemer cove

PALE BEACH GARDENE FL
A - TS0
WAREA_ M Dl Lth e

Minto West

1 inch = 2 miles

Ducument Pathc COWGISIMINDensiy _Analysis Exhiblt C General_Communibies.med

7 of 16




Exhibit C. 1 — General Communities Breakdown

Following seven pages
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Residential Density Analysis - Minto West

Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max
Acreage Acreage 15,827 0.78 0.78 0.87 0.05 3.49
Total 15,827 0.78 0.78 0.87 0.05 3.49
Bay Hill Bay Hill 194 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Estates PUD Estates PUD
Total 194 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Baywinds Baywinds 643 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Total 643 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Bella Terra Bella Terra 115 3.78 3.76 3.76 3.43 4.38
Total 115 3.78 3.76 3.76 3.43 4.38
Binks Binks Forest 585 1.60 1.67 1.67 0.65 4.29
Binks Point 90 5.51 5.51 5.51 5.51 5.51
Meadow Wood 99 1.55 1.55 1.55 1.55 1.55
Total 774 2.05 1.67 1.67 0.65 5.51
Breakers West | Breakers 35 1.43 1.43 1.43 1.43 1.43
Pointe
Breakers West 56 2.48 2.49 3.62 0.98 3.62
Total 91 2.08 1.43 1.43 0.98 3.62
Canal Pine Canal Pine 37 0.22 0.19 0.19 0.10 1.55
Acres Acres
Total 37 0.22 0.19 0.19 0.10 1.55
Carleton Oaks | Carleton Oaks 142 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Total 142 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Counterpoint Counterpoint 828 4.24 3.55 3.55 2.07 5.70
Total 828 4.24 3.55 3.55 2.07 5.70
Crestwood Crestwood 570 5.15 5.15 5.15 5.15 5.15
Area

Note: Single border is intentional on page bottom for
next seven pages.
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Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

Crestwood Cypress Head 161 2.60 2.60 2.60 2.60 2.60
Area

Cypress Key 142 4.17 4.17 4.17 4.17 417

Mxd

Estates of 319 2.60 2.60 2.60 2.60 2.60

Royal Palm

Grand View 289 11.13 11.13 11.13 11.13 11.13

Condo

Kensington 163 8.30 8.30 8.30 8.30 8.30

Condos

Other - 3 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.1 0.1

41/43/17

PB Colony 510 5.00 4.52 4.52 4.49 5.50

Preserve at 81 4.05 4.05 4.05 4.05 4.05

Crestwood

Royal Palm 56 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37

Beach Condo

Strathmore 279 6.23 6.21 5.82 5.82 6.91

Gate

Weybridge 96 9.64 9.64 9.60 9.60 9.67

Total 2,669 5.59 5.15 5.15 0.1 11.13
Deer Run Deer Run 256 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.14 0.40

Total 256 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.14 0.40
Deer Run Plat Deer Run Plat 55 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.09 0.66
2 2

Total 55 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.09 0.66
Delwood Delwood 27 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.14 0.37

Total 27 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.14 0.37
Entrada Acres | Entrada Acres 33 0.26 0.20 0.20 0.20 1.70

Total 33 0.26 0.20 0.20 0.20 1.70
Fox Trail Fox Trail 220 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.13 0.60

Total 220 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.13 0.60
Highland Highland 2,000 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65
Dunes Dunes

10 of 16




Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

Highland Dune: | Total 2,000 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65
Ibis Golf & Ibis Golf & 2,097 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
Country Club Country Club

Total 2,097 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
La Mancha Bella Vita 45 9.54 9.54 9.54 9.54 9.54
Area

Country Club 57 6.03 6.03 6.03 6.03 6.03

Views

Country Club 30 5.70 5.70 5.70 5.70 5.70

Village

Elysium 50 4.02 4.08 4.08 2.10 4.08

Fairways 40 7.22 5.78 5.78 5.78 11.54

Hawthorn 321 5.05 7.07 7.07 1.67 7.07

Huntington 199 3.84 3.84 3.84 3.84 3.84

Woods

Indian Trails 195 4.56 5.39 5.39 2.52 5.60

La Mancha 1,493 2.56 243 2.93 1.83 4.33

Lantern Walk 124 7.78 8.14 8.14 7.12 8.14

Palm Beach 111 14.72 14.72 14.72 14.72 14.72

Trace

Royal Palm 200 7.90 7.90 7.90 7.90 7.90

Beach

Royal Paim 41 13.21 13.21 13.21 13.21 13.21

Trails

Royal Pines 112 4.78 4.78 4.78 4.78 4.78

Estates

Trails at RPB 182 13.58 13.58 13.58 13.58 13.58

Whispering 97 5.79 5.79 5.79 5.79 5.79

Pines

Total 3,297 5.11 3.14 2.93 1.67 14.72
Las Flores Las Flores 37 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.18 0.20
Ranchos Ranchos

Total 37 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.18 0.20
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Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

Little Ranches | Little Ranches 3 0.17 0.20 0.20 0.1 0.20
Trail Trail

Other 7 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.06 0.11

Total 10 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.06 0.20
Lox Groves Lox Groves 1,846 0.50 0.20 0.20 0.06 5.64

Lox Groves 26 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20

Duck Puddle

Silver Lakes 1 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10

Total 1,873 0.49 0.20 0.20 0.06 5.64
Madison Green | Madison Green 1,145 2.31 2.31 2.31 2.31 2.31

Total 1,145 2.31 2.31 2.31 2.31 2.31
Mandell Mandell 63 0.19 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.40

Total 63 0.19 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.40
Mezzano Mezzano 238 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Condo Condo

Total 238 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Nautica Lakes | Nautica Lakes 218 3.40 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.43

Total 218 3.40 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.43
Osprey Isles Osprey Isles 101 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Total 101 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Other - Other - 11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
40/42/29 40/42/29

Total 11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Other - Other - 15 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.20
40/42/34 40/42/34

Total 15 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.20
Other - Other - 17 0.13 0.12 0.10 0.06 0.20
40/43/05 40/43/05

Total 17 0.13 0.12 0.10 0.06 0.20
Other - Other - 12 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.03 0.22
40/43/15 40/43/15

Total 12 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.03 0.22
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Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

PortoSol PortoSol 498 1.99 1.99 1.99 1.99 1.99

Total 498 1.99 1.99 1.99 1.99 1.99
Royal Palm at | Royal Palm at 666 2.28 2.28 2.28 2.28 2.28
Saratoga Saratoga

Total 666 2.28 2.28 2.28 2.28 2.28
Rustic Lakes Rustic Lakes 71 0.24 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.80

Total 71 0.24 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.80
Santa Rosa Santa Rosa 108 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.1 0.47
Groves Groves

Total 108 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.11 0.47
Seminole Seminole 378 6.10 6.10 6.10 6.10 6.10
Estates Estates

Total 378 6.10 6.10 6.10 6.10 6.10
Silver Lakes Silver Lakes 12 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10

Total 12 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Spa at Sunset | Spa at Sunset 232 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00
Isles Condo Isles Condo

Total 232 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00
Stonewall Stonewall 297 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Estates Estates

Total 297 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Sunny Urban Sunny Urban 74 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.07 0.20
Meadows Meadows

Total 74 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.07 0.20
Tall Pines Tall Pines 18 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.1 0.22

Total 18 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.11 0.22
Tall Pines Area | Tall Pines Area 2 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10

Total 2 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Timbercreek Timbercreek 5 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90

Total 5 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90
Waite Waite 17 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.10 0.20
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Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

Waite Total 17 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.10 0.20
Wellington Barrington 38 2.97 2.97 2.97 2.97 2.97

Woods

Casa Nella 38 6.05 2.08 2.08 2.08 10.46

Foresta

Georgian 13 17.86 17.86 17.86 17.86 17.86

Courts

Hidden Pines 67 4.18 4.18 418 418 418

Montery on the 16 5.34 5.34 5.34 5.34 5.34

Lake

Paddock Park 2 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.36

Palm Beach 1 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49

Little Acres

Pinewood East 187 1.06 1.08 0.88 0.88 1.32

of Wellington

Sheffield 79 4.35 4.35 4.35 4.35 4.35

Woods

Tree Tops of 2 6.50 6.50 6.50 6.50 6.50

Wellington

Wellington 254 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.71

Paddock Park

Wellington 21 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08

Pines

Wellington 421 1.41 1.39 1.39 0.71 2.95

Pinewood

Wellington 699 3.88 3.88 3.88 3.88 3.88

Sugar Pond

Total 1,838 2.73 2.97 3.88 0.36 17.86
White Fence White Fence 30 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.21

Total 30 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.21
Willows Charolasi 44 22.00 22.00 22.00 22.00 22.00

Condo

Cloister Pointe 41 8.14 8.14 8.14 8.14 8.14

Modern Villas 19 8.51 8.51 8.51 8.51 8.51
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Total Tot Units Avg Dnsty Median Mode Min Max

Willows Park View 44 20.04 20.04 20.04 20.04 20.04

Condo

Royal Garden 10 8.21 8.21 8.21 8.21 8.21

Villas

Royal Village 39 18.08 18.08 18.08 18.08 18.08

TH

Timbercreek 16 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90

TimberCreek 1 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90 8.90

Townhomes

Willows 981 2.88 2.89 2.76 2.76 3.52

Total 1,195 5.13 2.89 2.76 2.76 22.00
Willows Area Colony RPB 9 6.82 6.82 6.82 6.82 6.82

Greenway 149 14.81 14.02 14.02 14.02 16.23

Village

Greenway 354 15.10 15.92 15.92 12.03 17.73

Village South

SPARROW 30 4.28 4.28 4.28 4.28 4.28

RUN

Strathmore 225 6.30 6.97 6.97 5.53 6.97

Gate

Village Green 78 5.94 5.94 5.94 5.94 5.94

Condo 1

Village Walk 88 5.86 5.86 5.86 5.86 5.86

Total 933 10.87 12.03 6.97 4.28 17.73
Windjammer Windjammer 59 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Cove Cove

Total 59 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.87
Total 39,478 2.40 0.95 0.87 0.03 22.00
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Disclaimer

This report, analysis and conclusions represent the opinion of Warner Real
Estate Advisors, Inc., based on data provided by published sources including the
U.S. Census, the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business
Research, the Palm Beach County Property Appraiser, and various local
governments in combination with our own in-house expertise. An effort has been
made to obtain the latest applicable data from reliable sources. Any change
within the study area, such as unknown developments and changes in economic
conditions, could influence projections and conclusions. For these reasons, no
representation or warranty, express or implied, is herewith being made as to
the accuracy or completeness of the data sources upon which this report is
based.
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Exhibit 15
Applicant’s Non-Residential Analysis

Warner Real Estate Advisors, Inc.

Minto West
Non -Residential
Intensity Analysis

12/16/2013

Pages E-75to E-115

14-3 FLUA & Text Amendment Staff Report E-75 Minto West Ag Enclave (LGA 2014-007)



Warner Real Estate Advisors, Inc.

Real Estate Research, Market Studies & GIS

December 16, 2013

Ms. Tara W. Duhy, Esq.

Lewis, Longman & Walker, P.A.
515 North Flagler Drive, Suite 1500
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

Re: Minto West — Non Residential

Dear Tara,

Enclosed you will find a non-residential analysis which establishes the amount of
non-residential intensity for the area around the Minto West Agricultural Enclave.
This study updates the January 7, 2008 study prepared for the Callery — Judge
Grove Agricultural Enclave.

As in the 2008 study, this analysis was done by computing the amount of existing
and proposed non-residential square feet within a five-mile surrounding area and
then comparing this to the existing and projected population within that area.
Using this information, per capita ratios were then computed. These computed
per capita ratios were applied to the expected Minto West enclave population to
determine the amount of non-residential demand consistent with the surrounding
area.

This analysis demonstrates that the amount and type of non-residential
requested by Minto West is consistent with the surrounding area.

Thank you for the opportunity to work with you on this project.

Sincerely,

RKd DW_r

Rick Warner,
Warner Real Estate Advisors, Inc.

Palm Beach Gardens, Florida
Voice: 561-758-5105
E-mail: WREA_INC@Bellsouth.net

10f 40




Executive Summary

The purpose of this analysis is to demonstrate that the requested amount of non-
residential uses proposed for Minto West is consistent with the non-residential
uses (on a per capita basis) surrounding the project. Below is a list of the major
findings of this analysis.

1. The requested 6,500 homes will generate a demand for 1.1 million sqg. ft.
of commercial (retail, office and R & D) and Industrial. The project is
proposing 1.1 million sq. ft. of retail, office, R & D and Industrial and thus
is providing a balance of supply and demand for these aggregated uses.
Additionally, Minto West provides Hotel and Commercial Recreation uses,
similar to the surrounding area. (See Table E)

2. Based on the characteristics of the surrounding area, the proposed Minto
West non-residential uses are consistent with the per capita rates that
currently exist in the surrounding community for these aggregated uses.
There is a demand for additional Industrial in the area.

3. The five mile study area currently has approximately 6.7 million sq. ft. of
existing and approved commercial and industrial uses, which will serve the
existing and projected population of 115,749. (See Table C)

4. Since the last study (2008), several new commercial projects have been
granted land use approvals. Thus the per capita non-residential demand
for the study area has increased since the last study.

Enclave Analysis
As stated, using surrounding developed areas, population and existing and
planned non-residential uses were computed/inventoried.

2 0f 40




Table A - Non-Residential Analysis of Enclave Five Mile Study Area !

Total Ac. Sq. . Existing Sq. Rt Unbuilt Hotgl Rms Hotel Rms Ex. Comm Total Sq. Ft Total Hotel Total Comm
Existing Planned Rec (Acres) (Rooms) Rec (Acres)

Total 3,540 6,738,277 3,893,115 162 215 1,700 10,631,392 377 1,700

Commercial 2 767 3,106,941 2,233,232 5,340,173

Industrial 141 478,061 889,440 1,367,501

Hotel 26 - - 162 215 0 377

Commercial Rec 1700 - - 1700 1700

Other Non Res 3 906 3,153,275 770,443 3,923,718

1) See Attachment A for inventory of non-residential.

2) Commercial includes Retail, Office, and R & D; Hotel and Commercial Recreation are also Commercial but have been
broken out throughout this analysis due to the distinct units of measuring each.

3) Other Non Res includes Hospitals, Proposed Community College,Nursing Homes, ALF's, Public Schools, Civic Assembly,
Institutional, Utility Gov. Use and Vacant Land of these uses.
Note: Numbers are rounded for all tables.

Table B - Housing and Population Five Mile Area *!
Homes Proj. Pop. @ Build out ?

Total (Existing and

Potential) 39,478 115,749

1) See Residential Analysis for inventory of residential areas.
2) PPH of2.932 is based on 2010 Census for Study Area.
Excludes current approval for Minto West
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Table C - Non-Res Ratio Demand Calculation for Enclave Five Mile Area

Total Sqg. ./ Rms/

Ac Existingand Total Pot. Pop @ Buildout

Per Capita S F/Rm/; Measure

Planned
Total Sq Ft ! 10,581,392 115,749
Commercial 5,340,173 115,749
Industrial 1,367,501 115,749
Hotel 377 115,749
Commercial Rec 1,700 115,749
Other Non Res 3,873,718 115,749

9142  SqFt!

46.14 Sq Ft
11.81 Sq Ft
0.0033 Rms
0.0147 Ac
33.5 Sq Ft

1) Totals are for Commercial, Industrial and Other Non Res.

Table D - Minto West Homes/Pop and Non Res. (Demand)

Total Demand /

; M
Per Capita Sq. Ft. easure

Homes (Application) Population
Total Sq Ft 6,500 19,058
Commercial 6,500 19,058
Industrial 6,500 19,058
Hotel 6,500 19,058
Commercial Rec 6,500 19,058
Other Non Res 6,500 19,058

1,742,283 Sq Ft
Above Nmb is for Ret, Off, R&D & Ind
879,337 Sq Ft
225,075 Sq Ft
62 Rms
280 Ac
637,871 Sq Ft*

Note: PPH of 2.932 is based on 2010 Census.
* Other Non Res includes proposed community / state college campus.
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Table E Supply and Demand Comparison for 6,500 Res Units
Surplus /

Land Use Deficit () Measure
Total Sqg Ft Sq Ft
Commercial 879,337 900,000 20,663 Sq Ft
Industrial 225,075 200,000 (25,075) Sq Ft
Hotel 62 150 88 Rms
Commercial Rec 280 127 (153) Ac
Other Non Res 637,871 o* (637,871) Sq Ft

Note: Per PBCO Comp Plan R & D is allowed in retail and office.
* Minto West proposes a 3,000 student community college, which will fall below the square footage demand indicated.

Conclusion of Enclave Non-Residential Analysis

The amount and type of non-residential development requested in the Minto West Enclave Future Land Use application is
consistent with the intensity of use and non-residential character of the surrounding area.
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Exhibit A — Five Mile Radius with Existing and Proposed Non-
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Table F — Summary of Non-Residential Uses and Quantities

Mon Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From Minto West Enclave

Summary
Hi Bt HdUnblt TotHotel ComRe
Total Ac. Sq. F Bt Sq Ft Unbit  Total GLA Rims R Ams Ac

Commercial P 3,106,941 2233 233 3,340,173 0 0 0 1]
Induesirial 141.35 478,061 BE9 440 1,367,501 0 0 ] i}
Hotel 26.20 i 0 0 182 215 AT (1]
Comm Rec 1,699.55 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,700
Other Hon 905.86 3103275 Trn.443 3873718 0 0 ] 1]

Res
Total Group 3.540.24 6,688 27T 2.893.115 10,581,392 162 215 =T 1,700
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Attachment A
Detail Use and Sq. Ft. of Non Residential
(Refer to Exhibit A for Property Location)
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt

1 Orange Blvd Commercial Publix Commercial
Retail 12.85 84,899 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.15
Office 1.28 5,223 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.09
Retail 1.26 3,018 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.05
Map Id Totals 15.38 93,140 0 (] 0 0 Avg. 0.10

2 Orange Blvd Commercial Commercial
Retail 0.29 0 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.00
Retail 0.15 0 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.00
Retail 1.27 0 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.00
Retail 2.44 14,714 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.14
Retail 2.18 0 17,643 0 0 0.00 Unbuilt 0.19
Retail 0.63 5,190 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.19
Retail 2.91 0 17,643 0 0 0.00 Unbuilt 0.14
Map Id Totals 9.87 19,904 35,286 0 0 0 Avg. 0.09

3 Acreage Commercial
Retail 1.51 4,158 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.06
Map Id Totals 1.51 4,158 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.06

4 Acreage Commercial

Notes: Lack of double line on bottom is intentional. FAR computations are for illustration purposes and
are not used in any conclusions.
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt
Retail 1.48 6,000 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.09
Map Id Totals 1.48 6,000 0 0 0 0 Avg 0.09
5 Acreage Commercial
Retail 29.53 0 128,636 0 0 0.00 Unbuilt 0.10
Retail 1.23 5,561 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.10
Map Id Totals 30.76 5,561 128,636 0 (] 0 Avg. 0.10
6 Acreage Commercial
Retail 1.98 6,804 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.08
Map Id Totals 1.98 6,804 (] (] (] (] Avg 0.08
7 Lox Groves Commercial
Retail 3.97 6,169 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.04
Map Id Totals 3.97 6,169 (] 0 0 0 Avg. 0.04
8 Lox Groves Commercial
Retail 4.93 35,263 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.16
Map Id Totals 4.93 35,263 (] 0 0 0 Avg. 0.16
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt
Other Non Res 714 103,509 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.33
Other Non Res 0.18 103,509 0 0 0 0.00 Built 13.17
Map Id Totals 7.32 207,018 0 0 0 0 Avg. 6.75
83 RPB Utility Other Non Res
Other Non Res 15.23 5,897 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.01
Map Id Totals 15.23 5,897 0 0 0 Avg. 0.01
84 School Board Other Non Res
Other Non Res 54.97 302,692 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.13
Map Id Totals 54.97 302,692 0 0 0 Avg. 0.13
85 Willows Other Non Res
Other Non Res 0.40 4,393 0 0 0.00 Built 0.25
Other Non Res 5.42 4,393 0 0 0.00 Built 0.02
Map Id Totals 5.82 8,786 0 0 Avg. 0.14
86 RPB Gov Area Other Non Res
Other Non Res 16.30 45,125 0 0.00 Built 0.06
Other Non Res 10.25 45,077 0 0.00 Built 0.10
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt
Other Non Res 6.13 12,370 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.05
Other Non Res 3.50 21,770 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.14
Other Non Res 2.44 10,860 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.10
Other Non Res 3.53 19,920 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.13
Map Id Totals 42.16 155,122 0 (] 0 (] Avg. 0.10
87 RPB Gov Area Other Non Res
Other Non Res 1.90 9,835 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.12
Map Id Totals 1.90 9,835 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.12
88 PB Colony Other Non Res
Other Non Res 0.84 6,526 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.18
Other Non Res 0.38 1,598 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.10
Map Id Totals 1.22 8,124 0 0 (] 0 Avg. 0.14
89 School Board Other Non Res
Other Non Res 30.00 180,760 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.14
Other Non Res 20.00 73,200 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.08
Map Id Totals 50.00 253,960 0 (] (] (] Avg. 0.11
90 Crestwood Square Area Other Non Res
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt
Other Non Res 7.68 16,493 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.05
Other Non Res 16.98 51,195 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.07
Map Id Totals 24.66 67,688 0 0 (] 0 Avg. 0.06
91 School Board Other Non Res
Other Non Res 15.03 122,559 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.19
Map Id Totals 15.03 122,559 0 0 (] 0 Avg. 0.19
92 Wellington Other Non Res
Other Non Res 5.00 9,959 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.05
Map Id Totals 5.00 9,959 (] (] (] (] Avg. 0.05
93 Wellington Other Non Res
Other Non Res 5.00 29,192 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.13
Map Id Totals 5.00 29,192 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.13
94 School Board Other Non Res
Other Non Res 19.98 167,690 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.19
Map Id Totals 19.98 167,690 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.19
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Detail Project List of Non Residential Analysis Five Mile Radius From

Minto West
PA Acres Built % Hotel Rms Hotel Com Rec BSl:::us FAR
Sq.Ft. 3= Blt Rms Ac. Blt
Unblt

95 Wellington Paddock Park Other Non Res
Other Non Res 2.72 5,388 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.05
Map Id Totals 2.72 5,388 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.05

96 School Board Other Non Res
Other Non Res 30.00 152,535 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.12
Map Id Totals 30.00 152,535 0 0 (] 0 Avg. 0.12

97 Ibis Golf & Country Club Other Non Res
Other Non Res 2.05 2,903 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.03
Map Id Totals 2.05 2,903 0 0 0 0 Avg. 0.03

98 Orange Blvd Commercial Other Non Res
Other Non Res 6.66 30,510 0 0 0 0.00 Built 0.11
Map Id Totals 6.66 30,510 0 (] (] (] Avg. 0.11

) 3,540 A

Grand Total: 6,688,277 3,893,115 162 215 1,700 vg. 0.24

FAR computations are for illustration purposes and

are not used in any conclusions.
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Disclaimer

This report, analysis and conclusions represent the opinion of Warner Real
Estate Advisors, Inc., based on data provided by published sources including the
U.S. Census, the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business
Research, the Palm Beach County Property Appraiser, and various local
governments in combination with our own in-house expertise. An effort has been
made to obtain the latest applicable data from reliable sources. Any change
within the study area, such as unknown developments and changes in economic
conditions, could influence projections and conclusions. For these reasons, no
representation or warranty, express or implied, is herewith being made as to the
accuracy or completeness of the data sources upon which this report is based.
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Exhibit 16
Applicant's Public Facilities Table

VIIl. Public Facilities Information

A. Traffic Information

In order to be accepted on the day of intake, the application must include the Traffic Study (as
Attachment H) and a Traffic Review letter from the PBC Traffic Division (ph. 561-684-4030). The letter
must state if the application is consistent with FLUE 3.5-d at the maximum proposed future land use
designation trip generation. If a project is not consistent with FLUE 3.5-d at the maximum
intensity/density, the letter must also state that reduced intensity/density that is consistent with the policy.
Call 684-4030 or visit http://www.pbcgov.com/pzb/planning/FLU.htm for more information.

Proposed Maximum

Current FLU

Proposed FLU

Difference

Significantly
impacted roadway _
segments that fail Provided as Attachment H.

(Long Range)

Significantly
impacted roadway
segments for Test 2

Traffic Consultant

B. Mass Transit Information

Nearest Palm Tran Route 40
Route(s)

Nearest Palm Tran Bus Stop No. 3246, Southern Blvd at Seminole Pratt Whitney Road
Stop

Nearest Tri Rail Route 40, Stop No. 1, Downtown West Palm Beach Tri-Rail Station
Connection

C. Potable Water & Wastewater Information

The application must include a Potable Water & Wastewater Level of Service (LOS) comment letter as
Attachment I. This letter should state the provider/s of potable water and wastewater is/are able to
maintain their current level of service standard established by the potable water provider, while
accommodating the increase of density/intensity of the proposed amendment.

Potable Water & Seminole Improvement District
Wastewater
Providers

Nearest Water & Seminole Improvement District; 0 miles; 750,000 gal/day facility
Wastewater Facility,
typelsize
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D. Drainage Information

Provide Drainage Statement as Attachment J.

E. Fire Rescue

Nearest Station

Station No. 22

Distance to Site

0 miles

Response Time

Ranges from 3:30 — 10:30 (average call time is 9:45)

Effect on Resp. Time

Provided as Attachment K.

F. Environmental

Significant habitats or species

Provided as Attachment L.

Flood Zone*

Zone: X500, Panel: 0050B

Wellfield Zone*

Provided as Attachment M.

G. Historic Resources

Provide Comment Letter as Attachment N.

H. Parks and Recreation — Residential Only

. Level of Population | Changein
Park Type Name and Location Service* Change Demand
Regional Okeeheelee North Park 0.00339 10,864.94 36.83 AC
Beach Phil Foster Park 0.00035 10,864.94 3.80 AC
District Seminole Palms Park 0.00138 10,864.94 15.00 AC
l. Libraries — Residential Only
Library Name Royal Palm Beach Branch
Address 15801 Orange Blvd
City, State, Zip Loxahatchee, FL 33470
Distance 1.8 miles
. Population Change in
Component Level of Service Change Demand
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Collection 2 holdings per person 10,864.94 21,729.88
Periodicals 5 subscriptions per 1,000 persons 10,864.94 54.32
Info Technology $1.00 per person 10,864.94 $10,864,94
Professional staff 1 FTE per 7,500 persons 10,864.94 1.45 FTE
All other staff 3.35 FTE per professional librarian 10,864.94 4.85
Library facilities 0.34 sf per person 10,864.94 3,694.08 SF
J. Public Schools - Residential Only
Provide Comment Letter as Attachment O.

Elementary Middle High
Name Golden Grove Western Pines Seminole Ridge
Address 5959 140" Ave. N 5959 140" Ave. N 4601 Seminole Pratt Whitney Rd.

City, State, Zip

West Palm Beach, FL
33411

West Palm Beach, FL
33411

Loxahatchee, FL,

Distance

0.138 miles

0.138 miles

1.11 miles
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Exhibit 17
Applicant's Traffic Study

To view Applicant's Traffic Study please see the Planning Division's Minto West web page
labeled (Attachment H - Traffic Study):

http://www.pbcgov.com/pzb/minto/planning.htm
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Exhibit 18
Applicant's Disclosure of Interest

PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM# _09

DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS — PROPERTY

[TO BE COMPLETED AND EXECUTED BY THE PROPERTY OWNER(S) FOR EACH APPLI’CATION
FOR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT OR DEVELOPMENT ORDER]

TO: PALM BEACH COUNTY PLANNING, ZONING AND BUILDING EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR, OR HIS OR HER OFFICIALLY DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authotty, this day personally appéared.
John F, Carter , herelnalter referred to as "Afflant," who

'baing by me first duly sworn, under oalh deposes and states as follows:

1. Affiant Is the [ ] Individual or [v] Vice President . [posllion - e.g.,
president, partner, trustee] of _Minto PBLH, LLC . [name and type of

entlty - e.g., ABC Corporation, XYZ Limited Partnsrship] that holds an ownership
Interest In real propenty legally described on the atlached Exhlbit "A" (the “Property").
The Property Is the subject of an appllcation for Comprehenslve Plan amendment or
Development Order approval with Palm Beach County.

2. Afflant's address is: 4400 West Sample-Road. Sulle 200
Coconut Creek, FL-33073
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B Is a complete listing of the names and addresses of

every person or entity having a five percent or greater interest In the Property.
Dlsclosure does not apply to an Individual's or entity's interest In any entily
reglstered with the Federal Securltles Exchange Commission or reglstered pursuant
to Chapter 517, Florida Statutes, whose Interest s for sale to the general public.

4. Afflant acknowledges that this Affldavit Is glven to comply with Palm Beach County
polioy, and will be relied upon by Palm Beach County In lts review of application for
Comprehensive Plan amendment or Development Order approval affecting the
Property. Alflant further acknowledges that he or she Is authorized to execute this
Disclosure of Ownetshlp Interests on behalf of any and ell Individuals or entities
holding a flve percent or greater interest In the Property. '

Affiant further acknowledges that he or she shall by affidavit amend this disclosure to
reflect any changes lo ownership Interests in the Property that may occur before the’
date of final public hearing on the application for Comprehensive Plan amendment

or Development Order approval.

5

Affiant further states that Afilant is famillar with the nature of an oath and with the
penalties provided by the laws of the State of Florida for 1a!sa|y swearing fo
statements under oath,

Revised 08/25/2011

Disclosure of Bensflclal Interest - Ownarship farm
Wab Formal 2011

Page 10 4
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PALM BEACH GOUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM# _08

7. Under penalty of perjury, Affiant declares that Afflant has examined this Affidavit and
1o the best of Afflant's knowledge and bellef It Is true, correct, and complete.

John F. Carter v ;‘_\ﬂlanl

(Print Afflant Name)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 22nd_day of July

2014, by John F. Carler __[ Jwhols psrsunaliy
known tome or [ ] who has produced _FLOZADA DN LS LICE

as [dentification and who did take an oath. :

EXPIRES: July 1, 2017 .
Bonded Thru Nolary Public Undarwrlers

(Print Notary Name)
NOTARY PUBLIC
State of Florida at Large

My Gommisslon Explres:. Juwy |, 2017

Revised 08/26/2011

Disclosura of Benetlolal Interest - Gwnership form
Wab Format 2011

Page 2 of 4
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PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM# _08

EXHIBIT “A"
PROPERTY

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Sections 1, 2, and 3, Township 43 South, Range 40 East; EXCEPTING from sald Section 3, that
pari thereof lying North of the following described line; BEGINNING at a point on the West line of
sald Section 3, and 1343.16 feet Northerly of the Southwest corner of Section 3; thence run
Northeasterly along the South line of Canal "M" right-of-way a distance of 4096.52 feet, more or
less, to a point on the North line of sald Sectlon 3; sald point being 2447.94' Westerly of the
Northeast comer of sald Section 3.

ALSO:
Section 12, less the East 1/2 of the Southeast 1/4 thereof. All in Township 43 South, Range 40

East, Palm Beach County, Florida.

ALSO:

Sections 5, 6 and the North 1/2 of Sections 7 and 8, In Townshlip 43 South, Range 41 East, less the
North 250 feet of said Section 5 and 8, conveyed to the City of West Paim Beach by Deed dated
July 26, 1956, and recorded September 25, 1958, In Deed Book 1156, Page 68, for Canal "M"
right-of-way, which deed was corrected in part by a corrective quit-claim deed dated October 7,
1963, and filed October 8, 1963, In O.R. Book 924, Page 965, Palm Beach, County, Florida.

LESS AND EXCEPT:
Seminole Improvement District parcel, recorded In Official Records Book 14034, Page 1147, of the
Public Records of Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
The School District of Palm Beach County parcel, recorded In O.R. 14666, Page 1779, of the
Public Records of Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Seminole Water Control District parcel, recorded In Officlal Records Book 6062, Page 1116, of the

Public Records of Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Seminole Water Control District parcel, recorded In Official Records Book 8948, Page 611, of the
Public Records of Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
The School District of Palm Bsach County parcel, recorded In O.R. 8168, Page 138, of the Public
Records of Palm Beach County, Florida.

mdwm - Ownership form Revised 08/256/2011
Page 3 of 4 4 Web Format 2011
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PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM#_08

EXHIBIT “A”

PROPERTY (Covz\‘.w th

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
The School District of Palm Beach County parcel, recorded In O.R, 9232, Page 1206, of the Public

Records of Palm Beach County, Florlda.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Sliver Lake Enterprises; Inc. parcal, recorded In O.R, 14034, Page 1119, of the Public Records of

Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Siiver Lake Enterprises, Inc. parcel, recorded in O.R. 14676, Page 953, of the Public Records of

Palm Beach County, Florida,

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Sliver Lake Palm Beach, LLC parcel, recorded In O,R. 15391, Page 754, of the Public Records of

Palm Beach County, Florida,

AND LESS AND EXCEPT: :
Seminole Pratt-Whitney Road parcels, recorded in O.R. Book 1544, Page 378, O.R. Book 10202,
Page 430 and O.R. Book 10289, Page 488, of the Public Records of Palm Beach County, Florida. -

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Grove Market Place parcel, recorded in O.R. Boock 10113, Page 1668, of the Publlc Records of

Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Grove Market Place retention parcel, recorded In O.R. Book 10101, Page 452, of the Public

Recaords of Palm Beach County, Florida.

AND LESS AND EXCEPT:
Seminole Water Control District parcel, recorded in Official Records Book 2802, Page 1351, of the

Publlic Records of Paim Beach County, Florida.

Disclosure of Beneficlal Interest - Ownership form x Rewvisad 08/25/2011
Page 30f4 . . Web Format 2011
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PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM # _09

EXHIBIT “B"
DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS - PROPERTY

Affiant must identify all entities and Individuals owning five percent or more ownership
interest in the Property. Affiant must identify individual owners. For example, If Affiant is
an officer of a corporation or partnership that is wholly or partially owned by another
entity, such as a corporation, Affiant must identify the other entity, its address, and the
Individual owners of the other entity. Disclosure does not apply to an individual's or
entity's interest in any entity registered with the Federal Securities Exchange
Commisslon or registered pursuant to Chapter 517, Florida Statutes, whose Interest is
for sale to the general public.

Name Address

Disclosure of Beneficial Interes! - Ownership form Revised 08/25/2011
Page 4 of 4 Web Format 2011
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Exhibit 19
Applicant's Originally Proposed Text Amendments

1.1 Managed Growth Tier System
Policy 1.1-a has been omitted for brevity

Policy 1.1-b: Tier Re-designation Criteria: In addition to the criteria for amending a future land use
designation, the County shall apply the following standards to allow for the redesignation of a Tier to
respond to changing conditions.

Items No. 1 and 2 have been omitted for brevity

If any property not within a Sector Plan area is removed from an assigned tier through the future land
use amendment process, as allowed for under this policy, the Planning Division shall conduct a Study to
determine the property’s impact on the tier system, the appropriate tier designation for the property
and if and how tier boundaries need to be further adjusted in the area of the property. In making these
determinations, the Study shall employ the criteria listed above for evaluating adjustments to the tier
system.

This Policy shall not apply to Agricultural Enclaves established pursuant to Section 163.3162(5), Florida
Statutes.

2.2.5 Agricultural
Policy 2.2.5-a through Policy 2.2.5-c have been omitted for brevity

Policy 2.2.5-d: The County shall recognize Agricultural Enclaves pursuant to Florida Statutes section
163.3162(5} by assigning the Agricultural Enclave (AGE) Future Land Use Designation through a Future
Land Use Amendment process in accordance with the procedures set forth in Florida Statutes Chapter
163 for Agricultural Enclaves. Utility outparcels lying within and surrounded by a qualifying agricultural
enclave may also be assigned the AGE Future Land Use Designation.The assignment or amendment of an
Agricultural Enclave pursuant to section 163.3162 shall not be limited by the provisions of the Managed
Growth Tier System. Therefore, an Agricultural Enclave is permissible in all areas of the County and may
include a mix of any of the land use categories identified in this Plan. The site specific plan amendment
ordinance adopting an Agricultural Enclave future land use shall include a Conceptual Plan and
ilmplementingpPrinciples that establish the mix of land uses,and the range of densities and intensities of
each land use, and that demonstrate compliance with s. 163.3162(5), Florida Statutes. The Conceptual
Plan shall include a Site Data table establishing an overall density and intensity for each land use within
the project consistent with the requirements of s. 163.3162, Florida Statues, as—wel-as-minimum—and

The Conceptual Plan and Implementing Principles can only be revised through the Future Land Use Atlas
amendment process. All development orders must be consistent with the adopted eConceptualpPlan
and ilmplementingpPrinciples. Bona fide agricultural uses shall be permitted until such time as a specific
area of the Enclave physically converts to the uses permitted by such development orders.
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Policy 2.2.5-f has been omitted for brevity

Policy 2.2.5-g: The Agricultural Enclave Zoning shat-berezoned-through-one-of the followingoptions:

e The Agrlcultural Enclave shaII be rezoned to Agricultural Enclave Overlay. a—FraditionalTFown
aAMaster Plan shall be submitted at

the tlme of the rezonmg appllcatlon lhe—Mas%e#PJan—shaH—be—se@nmﬁed—WFeenc@mﬂee—m%h—me

e The Agriculture Enclave Overlay can be rezoned as a A single development order or series of
individual development orders consistentwith:
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a. The Conceptual Plan and ilmplementingpPrinciplesof the Ordinance adopting the Future

Land Use Atlas Amendment establishing the Agricultural Enclave.required—in—Policy

Policy 2.2.5-h has been omitted for brevity

Policy 2.2.5-i: At-the-time-ofrezoningThe Site Plan submitted for any portion of an Agricultural Enclave
shall incorporate appropriate new urbanism concepts, which may include:wil—ineludedesign

reguirements-including the following new-urbanism-concepts:

o Neighborhood Design—As appropriate,Neighborhoods within-the-Sub-urban—TFransect shall bebased
on a street design that fosters alternate modes of transportation such aspedestrian pathways, bike
lanes and/or equestrian trails.Neighborhoods shall consistof lew-density residential areas, which
may include the mixing of uses.As appropriate,Neighborhoods shall contain centrally located
gathering places, and major buildings.

e Internal Street Network—Land use categories within the Conceptual PlanSub-urban—Franseets shall
be developed, to the extent practicable, with enhancedconnectivity, such as providing connectivity
between neighborhoods, schools, civicuses, and retail uses where appropriate. Streets shall be
configured to provideefficient circulation systems for pedestrians, non-motorized vehicles and
motorists,and serve to functionally integrate the various activities in each zone. Streets andsquares
that are internal to the neighborhoods should be designed to be a safe,comfortable, and interesting
environment to the pedestrian.

e Civic & Recreation — Appropriately scaled concentrations of civic and institutionalactivity shall be
distributed in proximity to the individual neighborhoods and withinall land use categories to the
extent practicableNatural—Ruraland—Sub-urban—Transect—zones. Civic sites and gathering places
shallbe located at important sites to reinforce community identity. A range of parks, fromtot-lots
and village greens to ball fields and passive parks should be distributedwithin or near residential
neighborhoods.

o WaterStormwater Management Systems — The water retention systems shall be designed to
provideconnectivity with the open spaces and buffers where appropriate.

24 Transfer of Development Rights
Policy 2.4-a has been omitted for brevity

Policy 2.4-b: The Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) Program is the required method for increasing
density within the County, unless:

1. an applicant can both justify and demonstrate a need for a Future Land Use Atlas (FLUA)
Amendment and demonstrate that the current FLUA designation is inappropriate, as outlined in
the Introduction and Administration Element of theComprehensive Plan, or
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2. an applicant is using the Workforce Housing Program or the Affordable Housing Program as
outlined in Housing Element Objectives 1.1 and 1.5 of theComprehensive Plan and within the

ULDC, or

3. an applicant proposes a density increase up to, but not exceeding, the density proposed by and
supported by a Neighborhood Plan prepared in accordance with FLUE Objective 4.1 and formally
received by the BCC. To date, thefollowing Neighborhood Plan qualifies for this provision:

a. West Lake Worth Road Neighborhood Plan, or

4. This Policy shall not apply to Agricultural Enclaves established pursuant to Section 163.3162,

Florida Statutes.

. FUTURE LAND USE ATLAS REGULATION

C. FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATIONS

This section identifies the categories, uses, design criteria and any special requirements associated with
the future land use designations contained in Goals 1 and 2 of the Element.

Table llI.C
Tier
Future Land Use FLU Categor
son Urban/SLt;l;A& Glades Exurban Rural Ag Reserve Glades RSA
RR-20, RR-10 X X
Rural Residential RR-5 - X X --- -—-
RR-2.5 X
Urban Residential LR, MR, HR X --- - - -—-
AP X
Agriculture SA X X X X —
AgR X
Ag Enclave X X X X X
Commercial Low Lo X X X X =
CL X X X X ---
o CH-0 X
Commercial High cH X — — — —
Industrial IND X = = X —
EDC X
Commercial Recreation X X X X
Parks & Recreation X X X X X
Conservation X X X X X
Institutional & Public Facilities X X X X ---
Spoil X --- --- --- X
Transportation & Utilities X X X X X
Traditional Town Development & X N . . .
Multiple Land Use
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Table 1ll.C.2

Maximum Floor Area Ratios (FARs) For Non-Residential Future Land Use Categories’ and Non-

Residential Uses.

Tier
Future Land Use FLU Category
Uézl:';ﬁs:j::‘ Exurban Rural Ag Reserve Glades
. . .35 (Low Density)
Rural Residential | A Residential | 5 dium & High 20 20 15 20
Categories
Density)
AP Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed .10
Agriculture SA .15 .15 .15 .15 .15
& AgR Not allowed Not allowed | Not allowed .15 Not allowed
Ag Enclave o o o o o
CL-O0 .35 .20 .20 .20 .20
Commercial Low L .20 w/o PDD™? .10 .10 .10
.25 w/ PDD"? 1.0w/TMD | 1.0w/TMD | .40 w/TMD .10
CH-0 .35 w/o PDD
.50-.85 w/ PDD? Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed
Commercial High .35 w/o PDD*
CH .50-.85 w/ PDD? Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed
85-1.0°
Industrial IND .45 Not allowed Not allowed .45 .45
EDC .45 Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed
Commercial Recreation .10-.50 Not allowed .05 .05 .05
Parks & Recreation .10-.45 .10 .10 .10 .10
Conservation .05 .05 .05 .05 .05
Institutional & Public Facilities .1-.45 .20 .10 :9’1555 .10
Transportation & Utilities .10-.45 .10 .05 '10557 .05
Tradltm:/ﬁ: IIi(:)\IAclenLgr?:jleLIJ:zment & 1.0 Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed Not allowed

Notes:
1.
2.

For Commercial Low (CL) and Commercial High (CH), the maximum allowable FAR for non-retail projects is .50.

For Commercial High (CH) and Commercial High Office (CH-O), the maximum allowable FAR is .50 for MUPD, and .85 for MXPD, as
defined in the ULDC.

A maximum FAR up to 1.0 may be permitted to allow for: infill development; mixed-use development (MXPD); Traditional

Neighborhood Development (TND); Traditional Market Place Development (TMD); or Lifestyle Commercial Centers (LCC).

For Ag Reserve TMDs the FAR is calculated on the total area of the development, including both the developed and preservearea.
Only future land use designations of Commercial Low located in the Agricultural Reserve Tier and approved prior to January,2002,
shall be allowed to develop at this FAR.

An FAR greater than .15 is only permitted for hospitals and related hospital campus uses.
An FAR greater than .05 is only permitted east of S.R. 7

Institutional and Public Facilities uses within any FLU designation are allowed to utilize the maximum allowable FAR of
thelnstitutional and Public Facilities FLU designation per the applicable Tier. In the case of multiple or mixed use projects,
onlyproposed institutional and public facility uses shall be permitted to exceed the FAR of the project’s FLU designation.

Maximum FARs for non-residential uses within an Agricultural Enclave shall be indicated in the Site Data of the adopted Conceptual
Plan for each Agricultural Enclave.
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Exhibit 20
Applicant's Public Benefits and Outreach

MINTO WEST
PUBLIC BENEFIT OVERVIEW

Potential to address ITID flooding by accepting approximately 160 cfs of ITID discharge

(1"/day) through the SID system through construction of an inverted siphon under the M-
Canal that ties into the Minto West M-2 canal. Additionally, this dischage will be on-peak
and not waiting for the C-51 to recede.

DRAINAGE

Provide a flowage easement for regional water storage for 250 acres of lake:
Land cost for 250 acres: $3,400,000
Accept drainage from existing school sites for water quality treatment in the Minto West

system to increase developable acreage al the school sites by shifting on-site water
detention to Minto West stormwater management system.

Prop shafe fees that can be targéted by the County to address long standing regianal
TRANSPORTATION deficiencies, the majority of which are required without the project, that do not currently
have any identified funding source

SID bond financing could be utilized to phase road impact fee payments as compared to
paying road impact fees at time of building permit

Construction of 17 centerline miles of public roads within Minto West that will enhance
regional connectivity and public safety travel times.

Accommodate Public Transit in the central-western region of the County by construction
of Park-and-Ride facilities and Palm Tran Terminals along Seminole Pratt-Whitney Road.

ECONOMIC Create 800 new annually recurring jobs during construction for the next 20-30 years.
Create 3,100 new long term jobs post-construction.
$1.0 billion economic impact during the construction phase of Minto West

$350 million annual recurring economic impact at build out of Minto West.
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MINTO WEST
PUBLIC BENEFIT OVERVIEW

Project will provide needed mixed use community design to address historic land use
imbalance and reduce vehicle miles travelled which place burden on eastern county
LAND USE/ facilities.

SUSTAINABILITY  Project will reduce reliance on well and septic, will connect to County water and sewer 1o
utilize the existing $100 million County utility infrastructure investment in western
community

.FIECHEATION 125 acre Regional Park including Community Center .ope.n to ihe public
& CIVIC 67 acre Community Park open to the public

50 acre Neighborhood Park open to the public
15 miles of perimeter buffer to include a mix of walking, biking and bridle trails
10 miles of pedestrian and bike pathways open to the public
Over 450 acres of integrated water bodies for public scenic views
M-2 Canal Linear Park (4 miles long) open to the public
Recreation facilities proposed to be constructed and maintained by SID

Civic site dedications include:
New school site
Fire Station
Sheriff Office Sub-station
Governmental Uses

Reduce by 1 billion gallons annually withdrawls from the M-Canal that could be used to

ENVIRONMENTAL recharge Grassy Waters Preserve and enhance flows to the Loxahatchee River

Create 1,700 acres of open space which is over 55% of the total land area and would
include substantial polishing marshes and flow ways to improve water quality and provide
wetland habitats

Minimal environmental impact as there are no natural wetland habitats on site
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Minto West Public Outreach

e Mailed a postcard to 18,000 homes in the Western Communities announcing our
acquisition of the property and proposed development plans;

e Created a web site named www.Mintoinfo.com that served as a community wide
information portal for Minto West development plans;

e Converted an existing 2,000 square foot building at Minto West to a Community Center
to conduct information meetings and design workshop meetings with residents;

¢ Conducted informational meetings and design charrettes at the Community Center that
included hundreds of residents from The Acreage and the Town of Loxahatchee Groves.

o Developed a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) brochure based on input and questions
received during meetings at the Minto West Community Center that was mailed to
18,000 homes;

¢ Mailed a newsletter to 18,000 homes in the Western Community each month throughout
the project review process;

e Mailed a personal invitation letter to the 900 residents who live immediately adjacent to
the Minto West property boundary encouraging their participation in the informational
meetings being held at the Minto West Community Center;

e Attended numerous meetings and workshops with community stakeholders such as the
Acreage Athletic League, Indian Trail Improvement District, Acreage Landowners
Association, the Town of Loxahatchee Groves, Loxahatchee Groves Water Control
District, Village of Royal Palm Beach, City of West Palm Beach, City of Wellington, City
of Palm Beach Gardens, Chamber of the Palm Beaches, Northern Palm Beach County
Chamber of Commerce, Central Palm Beach County Chamber of Commerce and the
Economic Council of Palm Beach County; and

e Participated in the Acreage Jam Fest with an informational booth.
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Exhibit 21
Applicant's Agricultural Classification Letter

GoversmEsTAL CeNTER - Firmn Froon Gary R. NikovLirs, CFA
301 Nowrw Ouve Aveson Pavs Beacu Cousey
WesTt Pauv Beach, FLomins 33401 PROPERTY APFPRAISEI
lew: (G6G1) AG6-3230 Fax: (536G1) 355-3063 JUJ

~July 28, 2014 ; —

MINTO PBLH LLC
4400 W SAMPLE RD STE 200
POMPANO BEACH FL 33073

RE: Granting of the Agricultural Classification
Property Control Number 00-41-43-06-00-000-1020

Dear MINTO PBLH LLC:

We have granted your application for agricultural classification, which also included a visual
inspection of your property referred to by the above property control number. Itis a
classification of your property and not an exemption; therefare, it is reflected only in the
assessed valuation of your property. The assessment notice and the tax bill will not show that
the agricultural classification is granted.

If you have any questions regarding the classification of your property, please contact the
Agriculture Department of the Property Appraiser's Office at (561)355-2646 or (561)355-2517.

Very truly yours,

Gary R. Nikolits, CFA
Palm Beach County Property Appraiser

L /’ A {f-f: -~ :." -

Diane Pendleton, Manager

Agriculture Department
DP
WEST COLNTY MNORTH COUNTY MID-WESTERN COMMUNITIES SOUTH COLNTY
SERVICE CENTER SERVICE CENTER SERVICE CENTER SERVICE CENTER
20976 Svate Hoap 15 F1BH PGA Py, Soors 20010 200y Cavie Cenrer Way, Surre 2000 14025 Comnemann D
Berax Grans, FL 33430 Pars Aracs Gaeess, FL 33410 Rorvas. Paim Beaon, FL 334110 Devsiay BeEao, FL 33446

T (5801 ) G- M Uins (5] ) 240521 Tz (BG1) THA- 1220 Tol: (561) 276-1250
Fax: (561) 0OG-1661 Fax: (501 G24-6565 Fax: (561 TH& 1241 Fax: I561) 27T6-1278
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Exhibit 22
Potable Water and Wastewater Letter (dated 10/25/13)

Seminole Improvement District

Board of Supervisors
Janet Kroll, President Ken Cassel, District Manager
Jared Stemn, Secretary/Treasurer Terry E. Lewis, District Counsel

Maurice Berry, Supervisor

October 25, 2013

Re: Willingness to Serve Water and Wastewater
To whom it may concemn;

This letter is to advise you the Seminole Improvement District is willing to provide the necessary
water and wastewaler services within its jurisdictional boundaries .

Water and wastewater services may be provided through any combination of the following
including but not limited to existing facilities, expansion of facilities and infrastructure, or
interlocal agreements,

Please feel free to contact me if vou need additional information or have any questions.
Sincerely

L -
et e y”
Kenneth G. Cassel
District Manager

CC: DBoard of Supervisors
Terry E. Lewis, District Counsel

District OfMice: Meeting Location:

Severn Trent Management Services Seminole Improvement District
210 N University Drive, Suite T02 4001 Seminole-Pratt Whitney Road
Coral Springs, Florida 33071 Loxahatchee, Florida
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Exhibit 23
South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) Letter (dated 4/16/14)

SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

April 16, 2014 RECEIVED

APR 29 2014
Bryan M. Davis, CNU-A
Principal Planner/Urban Designer PLANNING DIVISION
Planning Division, Planning, Zoning and Building Department
Palm Beach County
2300 North Jog Road
West Palm Beach, FL 33411-2741

Dear Mr. Davis:

It was a pleasure meeting with you and other Palm Beach County planning staff on
March 28 to discuss South Florida Water Management District plans with respect to
overall watershed management issues within the northern Palm Beach County Area.
As noted, we are just beginning to re-initiate the federal planning process for the area,
with a primary objective of delivering enough water to provide restoration flows to the
Loxahatchee River Northwest Fork. The planning effort will concentrate on solutions
within the watershed that will better able us to manage water to support this focus.

With respect to the general néeds within thé watershed, our focus will be on providing
starage. ‘and water quality treatment to support supplemental deliveries through the
Grassy Watérs Preserve without compromising the integrity of this important ecological
system; and utilizing the G-161 and G-160 structures that have already been
constructed in support of this project. Although it is too early in the planning process to
provide certainty with respect to the volume of storage needed, it would be important
that this storage be near the M-Canal to allow ease of delivery and to the greatest
extent possible be separate from the overall surface water management features for
any proposed development within the area.. A feature that supports the local flood
improvement goals while allowing stored water to be available to assist in meeting the
restoration flows fo the Loxahatchee River wouid likely Have broad support.

[t will be important for us. to stay in touch as we fe-i_niti'afg the CERP planning process.
Sincerely

Thomas M. Teefs, AICP ~
Federal Policy Chief .
Office of Evérglades Policy and Coordination

TMT/pav

330 Gun Club Road, West Palm Beach, Florida 33406 = (561) 686-8500 = FL WATS 1-800-432-2045
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 24680, West Palm Beach, FL 33416-4650 + wwwsfwmd.gov

14-3 FLUA & Text Amendment Staff Report E-136 Minto West Ag Enclave (LGA 2014-007)



Exhibit 24
Applicant's Letter to School District (dated 07/01/14) and School District's
Response Letters (dated 07/17/14 and 07/21/14)

I\ Cotleur &
Hear 1 ng Landscape Architects | Land Planners | Environmental Consultants

1934 Commerce Lane - Suite 1 - Jupiter, Florida - 33458 + Ph 561.747.6336 - Fax 561.747.1377 - www.cotleurhearing.com - Lic # LC-C000239

July 1, 2014

Ms. Kristin Garrison

Palm Beach County School District

Director of Planning and Real Estate Services
330 Forest Hill Boulevard

West Palm Beach, Florida 33406

Re: Minto West
CH Project #130518

Dear Ms. Garrison:

On behalf of Minto PBLH, LLC, | would like to thank you for taking the time to meet with our team
yesterday. As we discussed, the Master Plan resubmitted to the County on June 23" contained a
reduced residential dwelling unit count of 4,548 units. The revised residential unit count represents an
increase of only 1,053 student-generating units above the currently adopted 2,996 residential units.

Total Dwelling Unit Student Generation Multipliers
Breakdown Elementary Middle High Total
500 Age Restricted DU - n 5 #
600 Multi-family DU 0.08 0.04 0.06 0.18
3,449 Single-family DU 0.15 0.06 0.08 0.29
Dwelling Units Slementary Middle Students | High Students Total Students
Students
4,549 Total Units 565 231 312 1,108
1,053 FLU Request 116 51 72 123

FLUA Dwelling Unit Breakdown
600 Multi-family DU
453 Single-family DU
1,053 DU Total
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Minto West
Letter to School District

July 1,2014
13-0518
Additional | Additional October October October Deraer
Schools Capacity | Students Students FTE 2013 2013 .2.017. .2017.
R s Utilization Utilization
(Total) (FLUOnly) | Enrollment | Utilization (Total) (FLU Only)
Loxahatchee | g0 | 295 5 (50%) | 58 (50%) 454 53% 86% 59%
Groves E.S.
Golden 749 | 282.5 (50%) | 58 (50%) 522 70% 107% 77%
Groves E.S.
Osceola
1054Creek 1,075 115.5 (50%) 26.5 (52%) 617 57% 68% 60%
M.S.
e . 1,054 | 115.5 (50%) | 24.5 (48%) 1,120 106% 117% 109%
Pines M.S.
Seminole
Pratt 2,463 312 (100%) 72 (100%) 2450 99% 112% 102%
Whitney H.S.

Despite this reduction in impact, the Applicant remains committed to dedicating a 12-acre school site
on the property to the School District. At this time, the Applicant is unable to construct a school on the
12-acre land dedication site as we discussed in our meeting on June 30", The required impact fees will
be paid to the School District to assist in the District’s construction of a school in the future.

Per staff’s request, we will present the Seminole Improvement District (SID) board the opportunity to
relieve the School District of their current drainage payments. Please note that the Applicant is only
able to present this request to the SID board.

We look forward to continue working with staff on any questions or comments you may have. Should

you have any questions please contact Kate DeWitt or myself.

Sincerely yours,
Cotleur & Hearing, Inc.

Donaldson E. Hearing ASLA, LEED® AP

DEH/mib

cc: John Carter — Minto Communities
Tara Duhy — Lewis Longman & Walker
Kate DeWitt — Cotleur & Hearing
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF KRISTIN K. GARRISON MICHAEL J. BURKE

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL DIRECTOR CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER
PLANNING AND REAL ESTATE SERVICES STEVEN G. BONINO
3300 FOREST HiLL BLvD., SuiTe C-110 CHIEF OF SUPPORT OPERATIONS

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33406

PHONE: 561-434-8020 / FAx: 561-434-8815
WWW.PALMBEACHSCHOOLS.ORG/PLANNING

July 17, 2014

Mr. Donaldson E. Hearing, Principal
Cotleur & Hearing, Inc.

1934 Commerce Lane, Suite 1
Jupiter, FL 33458

Re: Minto West — 4,549 total units
Dear Mr. Hearing:

| am in receipt of your letter dated luly 1, 2014 regarding the Minto West project. District Planning staff has re-
reviewed your proposal and concurs with your analysis regarding the number of potential students to be
generated from the proposed development based on the District’s adopted multipliers. Your table shows 2013
and 2017 school utilizations. In 2017, Golden Grove Elementary, Western Pines Middle and Seminole Ridge High
will exceed 100% FISH utilization. These are the schools primarily serving your development. It is clear that, ata
minimum, the boundaries for your development will probably be changed to other schools so that the students to
be generated can be accommodated.

The District asked for a financial contribution to be able to expand existing campuses or build new to
accommodate students to be generated from the proposed development, which you have not consented to
doing. You have agreed to provide the District with one elementary school site at 12 net acres. District staff will
impose conditions regarding the timing and the delivery of the site.

Consistent with the practice of most other local governments, the District requests that Seminole Improvement
District (SID) exempt the School District from drainage fee charges. You stated that this issue will be presented to
the SID Board. Please inform us of the outcome if it has already been presented, or let us know the date of the
upcoming meeting so that we may attend.

ristin K. Garrison, A.l.C.P.
Director

KKG:ml

cc: John Carter, A.L.C.P., Vice President, Minto Communities
Tara W. Duhy, Shareholder, Lewis, Longman & Walker, P.A.
Steven G. Bonino, Chief of Support Operations, School District of Palm Beach County
Angela D. Usher, Manager, School District of Palm Beach County

{
The School District of Palm Beach County, Florida
A Top-Rated District by the Florida Department of Education Since 2005
An Equal Education Opportunity Provider and Employer
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF KRISTIN GARRISON MICHAEL J. BURKE
PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL DIRECTOR CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

PLANNING AND REAL ESTATE SERVICES STEVEN G. BONINO
3300 FoResT HiLL BLvo,, SUITe C-110 ! CHIEF OF SUPPORT OPERATIONS
WEesT PAwm BEAcH, FL 33406

PHONE: 561-434-8020 / Fax: 561-434-8815
WWW . PALMBEACHSCHODLS.ORG/PLANNING

July 21, 2014

Bryan Davis, Project Manager

Palm Beach County Planning Division
2300 Jog Road, 2nd Floor

West Palm Beach, FL 33411

RE:  Minto West Future Land Use (FLU) Amendment (Revised Letter)
Dear Mr. Davis

The School District Planning and Real Estate staff reviewed the subject future land use (FLU)
amendment request for an approximate 3,791 acre site located south of the intersection of Orange
Boulevard and Seminole Pratt Whitney Road, north of 50" Street N, east of 190" Terrace N and W of
140" Avenue. From the data provided, the existing FLU categories are: Agricultural Enclave on
3,737.92 acres, and Rural Residential 10 (RR-10) on the remaining 53 acres. The existing FLU
categories, at their maximum development, would allow for a total of 2996 residential units.

The requested FLU is for Agricultural Enclave to allow for a total of 4,549 units per letter received by
the School District from the applicant on July 1, 2014.

Following is an analysis of the potential impacts the proposed development could have on the public
school system based on the School Board adopted multipliers. The analysis was conducted for the
total development and for the development based on the FLU change only.

Units ' Elementary Middle Students | High Students | Total Students
Students
4549 ToraL UNiTs 565 231 312 1108
2996 CURRENTLY ALLOWED
1553 FLU REQuEsT
1053 FAMILY Res. UniTs | 116 51 72 123
500 AGE RESTRICTED 0 0 0 0

The School District has not received a detailed phasing schedule. The proposed development is located
in SAC420 E and 421 E. Since the project is located in 2 SACs, there are two elementary and 2 middle
schools currently serving the proposed development.

The School District of Palm Beach County, Florida
A Top-Rated District by the Florida Department of Educatlon Since 2005
An Equal Education Opportunity Provider and Employer
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Page 2 of 2
Date July 21, 2014
SUBJECT: Minto West: FLU Amendment (Revised)

The schools currently serving the proposed development and their existing and proposed utilization
from the impacts from the development are contained in the following table.

SCHOOLS CAPACITY ADDITIONAL | ADDITIONAL OcToBER FTE | OCTOBER OCTORER OCTOBER 2017
STUDENTS STUDENTS 2013 2013 2017 UTILIZATION FLU
(ToTaL) (FLU ENROLLMENT | UTILIZATION Utiuization AMENDMENT
AMENDMENT ToTAL ONLY
ONLY) STUDENTS
LOXAHATCHEE 860 283 58 454 53% 86% 60%
GROVES
ELEMENTARY
GOLDEN GROVES | 749 283 58 522 70% 108% 77%
ELEMENTARY
OsceoLa  CReeK | 1075 116 26 617 57% 68% 68%
MIDDLE
WESTERN  PINES | 1054 116 26 1120 106% 117% 109%
MIDDLE
SEMINOLE PRATT | 2463 312 72 2450 99% 112% 103%
WHITNEY HIGH

BASED ON FY 14/18 PROJECTIONS DATED APRIL 2013

The majority of this development is currently in Golden Groves Elementary and Western Pines Middle
Schools’ boundaries. These schools are projected to be highly utilized therefore boundary changes
may be necessary. The applicant has agreed to contribute a 12 acre net elementary school site for a
public elementary school to the School District in relation to this project.  Should there be any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

| % 2 | | )
AngelaD. Usher, AICP, Manager
Planning and Real Estate

Sincerely,

C: Donaldson Hearlng, Cotleur & Hearing, INC,
Steven Bonino, School District of Paim Beach County
Kristin Garrison, School District of Palm Beach County

The School District of Palm Beach County - Rated “A” by the Florida Department of Education 2005 - 2012
"Home of Florida’s First LEED Gold Certified School”
www palmbeachschools.org
The School District of Palm Beach County is an Equal Education Opportunity Provider and Employer
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Exhibit 25
Memo from K. Todd to V. Baker (dated 6/11/14)

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

PALM BEACH COUNTY
County Administration TO: " Verdenia C. Baker, Deputy County Administratqr
EO. Box 1989 i
West Palm Beach, FL 33402-1989 FROM: Ken Todd, P.E., Water Resource Manager,

(561) 355-2030

FAX: (561) 365-3962 DATE: June 11, 2014

www.phegav.com )
RE: COSTING OF MINTO WEST DRAINAGE
- IMPROVEMENTS FOR ITID

¥Palm Beach County
Board of County
Commissioners

* Per your request, | have reviewed both the additional drainage
features that have been offered to ITID over and above what

Priscilla A. Taylor, Mayor y ¥ A i
Y ¥ Minto needs to develop its project, as well as other possible

Fauletee Burdich, Vice Mayor drainage improvements that could be offered by Minto to ITID
Hal R. Valeche as an offset for any impacts to ITID by the Minto West
Shelley Vana development. The concepts of these drainage features or

improvements were discussed with the staff/consultants of the
various stakeholder entities: SFWMD, ITID, City of West Palm
Beach (WPB), Palm Beach Aggregates, and Seminole Water
Jessi R Santamiaria Control District (SWCD) and are described briefly below.
Following a brief description, | have put together a cost
estimate for each of these concepts where it was possible to
determine some specific details of the needed facilities. The
detailed planning of some of the concepts is several years in
the future. Therefore, an exact cost at this time would be pure
speculation. These concepts and costs can then be used as a
tool in attempting to determine what benefit to the public
these improvements may have during further negotiations
- with Minto on any development order recommendation. Any
combination of these concepts could be utilized to provide
additional drainage relief for the Acreage. Ultimately, a
determination will need to be made by the County Commission
as to whether the value added of these improvements

outweighs the impacts caused by the development of Minto

“An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Emploper” West.

Steven L. Abrams

Mary Lou Berger

County Administrator

Robert Weisman

@ printed on recycled paper
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L Minto provides 1” of their permitted discharge to ITID

The SWCD currently is permitted by the SFWMD ‘a discharge
capacity of 2” per day removal rate through the M-2 Canal into
the C-51 Canal. Minto does not need the entire 2” per day of
discharge to meet their water management needs. They can
design their surface water management system using 1” per day
discharge to meet their needs. Therefore, Minto has offered to
ITID the other permitted 1” per day to help with ITID’s need for
additional drainage capacity. Water from ITID would be a pass
through in the Minto West lake system. Minto would have to
increase their lake system by approximately 250 acres (as
estimated by Minto’s consultant) to be able to include runoff from
ITID’s discharge, thus utilizing the entire permitted 2” per day. All
discharge would then proceed through the permitted structure
from the Minto West subdivision into the existing SWCD M-2
Canal which discharges into the C-51 Canal.

ITID currently is permitted by SFWMD a discharge rate of 0.25” per
day removal rate or 274 cfs in peak flow (unconditional) for all of
ITID’s M-1 Basin watershed. ITID has said they need 1100 cfs peak
flow (4 x 274 cfs) in order to provide their adopted level of service
for all of ITID. The adopted LOS is to lower their canal levels to a
defined elevation within 3 days after the 10-year 24-hour storm
event. Because of the difference in size between the Minto parcel
and the ITID M-1 Basin watershed, the Minto 1” of discharge
capacity is equivalent to 0.15” per day for ITID. The 1” per day
removal rate (0.15” for ITID) equates to 168 cfs in peak flow (1100
cfs x 0.15= 168 cfs) for ITID. So, the extra benefit of the 1” per day
removal rate offered by Minto to ITID is an additional 168 cfs peak
flow added to the 274 cfs peak flow ITID already has from SFWMD.
In terms of removal rate that equates to taking ITID from 0.25” per
day-te—-0:40"-per—day—Altheugh—there is a definite benefit in
additional drainage capacity with this offer by Minto, it still leaves
= ITID-only-40% of the-way-toward-their adopted goal of 1" per day ——
: removal rate.
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The ITID M-1 basin in this area has a control elevation of 16.0°
NGVD and Minto proposes to have a control elevation of 16.5’
NGVD . for the Minto West development. Although it may be
possible that a gravity structure could be used to move water
from ITID into the Minto. West lake system due to the possible
higher water elevations in the ITID system after a major storm, it is
likely that a pump would be needed to accomplish this. Therefore,
for the purposes of this cost evaluation a pump is proposed. It is
assumed the pump station would be owned and operated by ITID,

Let’s put a cost to this offer. Minto has indicated the offer of 168
cfs equates to an additional 250 acres of lakes within their system.
The County Engineering Department recently purchased some
parcels in the Acreage for 528,300 per acre. Should ITID purchase

* 250 acres to construct storage lakes they would pay approximately
pay the same amount for this land. So, the land cost calculations
will utilize this value. This also assumes that the land is vacant.
Obviously, if property with homes had to be condemned, then the
price would be much greater. So, the land cost would be 250 acres
x $28,300 = $7,075,000. The construction value (per Minto) of the
additional lakes is approximately $8,500,000. This value is a
reasonable construction cost estimate for 250 acres of lake
construction and earthwork. Therefore, the cost to Minto for this
added benefit to ITID for the additional discharge capacity of 0.15”
per day is estimated at $7.0 Million (land) + $8.5 Million
(earthwork) = $15.5 Million.

SFWMD has priced out pump stations at about $10,000 per cfs.
That would mean the pump station for this option would cost
somewhere in the vicinity of $ 3 Million. Option 1l is similar to this
option with the outfall using a pump into the City of WPB M Canal
instead of a gravity connection into the SWCD M-2 Canal that flows
to the C-51 Canal.

Total Estimated Cost - $18.5 Million
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1. Discharge from ITID into Minto System-Then into City of WPB
M Canal

The City of WPB has determined they could accept discharge from
the western communities, if Minto is willing. This option is similar
to the Option | with the difference being that the outfall from
Minto would be into the M Canal instead of the M-2 Canal. Minto
would provide the storage within their development that would
be necessary to move water from the M-2 Canal into their lake
system (as offered in by Minto in Option 1) and then pumped into
the M Canal. Although it may be possible that a gravity structure
could be used to move water from ITID into the Minto West lake
system due to the probable higher water elevations in the [TID
system, as previously mentioned it is likely that a pump station
will be needed. Therefore, for the purposes of this cost evaluation
a pump is proposed. The ITID M-1 basin in this area has a control
elevation of 16.0’ NGVD and Minto proposes to have a control
elevation of 16.5" NGVD for the Minto West development. -

Also, due to the difference in elevation between the M Canal
elevation of approximately 18.0' NGVD and the flood elevation
within the Minto development, it is unlikely that a gravity
structure would work at this time. This option will require 250
acres of land for 168 cfs or 0.15” removal rate. It will also likely
require an additional pump station. So, an additional pump station
is factored into this cost evaluation. It is assumed the pump
stations would be owned and operated by ITID.

Costs: Pump Station- 2 @ $3 Million each = $6 Million
Land- Previous calculation = $7.0 Million
Earthwork- = $8.5 Million

Total Estimated Cost: $ 21.5 Million

1. Additional On-site Storage in Minto West

Although additional storage has not been offered by Minto, ITID
has-said that additional-sterage-would prove-a benefit to their—
ability to provide better flood protection for the residents in the
M-1 Basin in the Acreage. ITID has said that 5,000 Acre-feet (AF) of
storage is needed to provide the level of service of flood
protection they have adopted.

4
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Therefore, costs could be determined for incremental amounts of
storage (over and above the 1” removal rate offered by Minto in
Concept 1) that would be a benefit to ITID. Costs are shown below
for an additional storage capacity of (1) 500 AF — 10% of adopted
storage volume, (2) 1000 AF — 20% of storage volume and (3) 1250
AF — 25% of storage volume, all within Minto West that could be
used exclusively by ITID. The discharge for this additional storage
could possibly go in two routes. This option focuses on the first
route which discharges via gravity into the C-51 Canal via the M-2
Canal. The flow would have to take place after the Minto West
project has bled down and the C-51 Canal stages have also come
down so there isn't an adverse impact to the regional system.
These costs would be added to the costs shown in option | as the
facilities in this option are in addition to those listed in Option I.
This option may or may not require a pipe connection if the
additional storage is isolated from the main Minto West system.
The second route is discussed in Option IV.

(1) 500 AF bled down in 4 days is the equivalent to 63 cfs.
500 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 63 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 63 cfs

94 acres of land required

Cost: Land - 94 acres x $28,300/acre = $2.66 Million

Earthwork — 94 acres (average 8’ deep) @ $2.75/ CY = $3.3
Million

Total Estimated Cost - $5.7 Million

(2) 1000 AF bled down in 4 days is the equivalent to 126 cfs.
1000 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 126 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 126
cfs = 188 acres of land required
Cost: Land - 188 acres x $28,300/acre = $5,32 Million
Earthwork —188 acres (average 8' deep) @ $2.75/CY = $6.7
Million
Total Estimated Cost - $12.0 Million

—{3)-1250 AF bled-down in-4 days is the equivalent to-158 ¢fs.
1250 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 158 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 158

— - efs=235acres-of land required— ——

Cost: Land - 235 acres x $28,300/acre = $6.65 Million

Earthwork-235 acres (average 8 deep) @ $2.75/ CY = $8.34

Million

Total Estimated Cost - $15.0 Million
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IV. Additional On-site Storage in Minto West

This option, similar to Option Ill, focuses on the second route
which discharges via a pump station into Minto West fromv ITID
and a pump station from Minto West into the City of West Palm
Beach M Canal. These costs would be added to the costs shown in
option | as the facilities in this option are in addition to those
listed in Option I. This option may or may not require a pipe
connection if the additional storage is isolated from the main
Minto West system.

(1) 500 AF bled down in 4 days is the equivalent to 63 cfs.
500 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 63 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 63 cfs
94 acres of land required
Cost: Land - 94 acres x $28,300/acre = $2.66 Million
Earthwork — 94 acres (average 8’ deep) @ $2.75/ CY = $3.3
Million
Total Estimated Cost - $6.0 Million

(2) 1000 AF bled down in 4 days is the equivalent to 126 cfs.
1000 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 126 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 126
cfs = 188 acres of land required
Cost: Land - 188 acres x $28,300/acre = $5.32 Million
Earthwork —188 acres (average 8’ deep) @ $2.75/CY = $6.7
Million
Total Estimated Cost - $12.0 Million

(3) 1250 AF bled down in 4 days is the equivalent to 158 cfs.

1250 AF/4 days x 1 cfs/2 AF = 158 cfs = 250 acres/168 cfs x 158
cfs = 235 acres of land required

Cost: Land - 235 acres x $28,300/acre = $6.65 Million

Earthwork - 235 acres (average 8’ deep) @ $2.75/ CY = $8.34
Million )
Total-Estimated-Cost - $15.0- Million

Note: The following concept (V) is listed as a possible option for providing
storage for ITID. However, given the uncertainty of the availability and
timing of this option it is really listed more for information purposes than for
actual consideration at this time.
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V. C-51 Reservoir -

Phase | of the C-51 Reservoir is currently under construction just
west of the L-8 Canal and on the west side of the existing SFWMD
L-8 Reservoir. Phase | of the project represents a storage capacity
of 17,000 AF and will be completed once project conditions
included in a May 22, 2013 MOU with SFWMD are met (utility
allocation agreements for storage, water use permits, etc). The
owners of the C-51 Reservoir have proposed selling completed
phases of the reservoir to a non-profit 501(c)(3) corporation that
would be controlled by the participating utilities, allocating the
storage capacity within the Reservoir for water supply purposes,
which would also have a+positive impact in reducing harmful
discharges to the Lake Worth Lagoon. The plan for this project
ultimately calls for the water to be discharged into the SFWMD
Regional System to recharge surgical aquifer well fields, including
conveyance through the C-51 Canal, LWDD canal system and other
canal systems depending upon the participating utilities. Based
upon preliminary modeling efforts, it is anticipated that Phase 1 of
the C-51 Reservoir would provide 35 MGD for public water supply
purposes and based upon a January 18, 2013 Report to the Palm
Beach County and Broward County Water Resources Task Forces
could be completed and delivered for $150,500,000. For water
supply purposes, this $150,500,000 is reflected as a capital cost
per .gallon of $4.30. Palm Beach County Utilities and other
interested utilities expect an independent estimate by MWH
Global within the next few weeks to compare to these numbers
and then allocation discussions will move forward.

Discussions at the Palm Beach County Water Resources Task Farce
have included the possibility that Phase 2 of the C-51 Reservoir
would include drainage and flood control in addition to public
- water supply, along with a corresponding improvement in the
reduction of discharges to the Lake Worth Lagoon. With further
discussion, it is possible that the storage capacity in Phase 1 of the
== ——————— C-51Reservoir—could be allocated-between—public- water-supply
and flood control or drainage purposes. Under this scenario, a
= ——portion—of the—storage capacity could be—tsed to accept-storm —
water discharges from surrounding areas including ITID. In fact,
the L-8 Reservoir was used for this purpose in the aftermath of
Hurricane Isaac to reduce flooding in the ITID and surrounding
areas.
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Because the focus of Phase 1 to date has been public water
supply, use of this option would take coordination with the
owners of the C-51 Reservoir, the interested utilities and SFWMD,
including an appropriate methodology for allocating costs. One
way to allocate cost would be to base it on storage capacity in
acre-feet, but there may be other options. For example, if the
$150,500,000 from the January 18, 2013 Report were allocated
by the 17,000 acre-feet of storage capacity, then that cost per
acre-foot of storage would be $8,853. Using the aforementioned
storage volumes of 500 AF, 1000 AF, and 1250 AF these equivalent
values from the C-51 Reservoir would be: $4.4 Million, $8.9
Million, and & $11.1 Million respectively.

It is anticipated that this storage would be available by the end of
2016.

Note: The following two concepts are listed because several members
of the western communities have expressed an opinion that these
properties be considered as an additional option for storage for ITID.
These concepts were also discussed with the ITID consultant. However,
given the uncertainty of the planning and the implementation schedule
associated with these concepts, they are listed only for information
purposes rather than actual consideration as options at this time.

VI.  Moss Property

The Moss property, which is approximately 2200 acres in size, is
located just adjacent to the ITID Impoundment in the northeast
corner of the Acreage near the L-8 Canal. The Moss property is an
old pasture that was sold to the state several years ago and is now
owned by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
(FFWCC). The Moss property is adjacent to the “Corbett Area”,
although it is not physically connected at this time. It has been
determined by the biologists from all the Agencies that this
property is over-drained and needs to have water sent to it to re-

eSS e ——establish—its—hydroperiod. Because the property is—still—in—
reasonable condition from an environmental standpoint, it is

= doubtful the-Agencies-would treat-this area as-areservoir-tn-other —
words, the storage of water on this site would be limited. For
purposes of this option it is assumed that no more than a foot of
water depth would be allowed on the site.
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The e'xisting“ITID Reservoir could provide the water to the adjacent
Moss property with some improvements to its system by
constructing an additional, outfall structure that is capable of
discharging 1100 cfs which would match the inflow capacity of the
existing ITID pump station at the reservoir intake. It is noted that

- the SFWMD staff has said that implementation of this concept
would require approval from the FFWCC and the SFWMD. SFWMD
has also pointed out that the discharge rate would need to match
the hydrologic restoration plan that SFWMD would develop in the
future.

It is anticipated that the 1100 cfs rate would only be allowed for
one day as part of the SFWMD future hydrologic restoration plan
for this property. That rate is the equivalent of 274 cfs for four
days which provides ITID with an additional 0.25” removal for
those four days (the duration of a major rain event). After the one
day of 1100 cfs discharge the structure would be closed and the
ITID system would function as it does now. However, ITID would
pick up an additional 0.25" removal rate. It is assumed that ITID
would maintain these improvements.

Anticipated Cost Components: ITID outfall Weir Box
Outfall Pipe through ITID
Levee Spreader Swale
Moss Property Levee
improvement

Estimated Cost: Unkown
VII. GLProperty

This concept is very similar to the previous concept of storing
water on the Moss property. The difference here is two-fold. First,
“this concept would require that the entire property or an
adequate amount of the property be available for use as an
environmental restoration-area-or-as-a-storage-areafor discharges—
from the ITID watershed. Given this, developing a meaningful cost
estimate—would—be—extremely—difficult—without—using —many—
assumptions concerning land availability, quantity of land used as

a retention area or environmental restoration area, and how the
lota Carol (previously EBT) property would interact.
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However, it is a feasible technical alternative to provide additional
storage/drainage relief for the Acreage.

Estimated Cost: Unknown
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Additional Exhibits

See Separate Document for Remaining Exhibits
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