
   

 
 
 
 
 

2015-R-014 

 

Property Owner:  Terra Firma Land Co., LLC 
 
Agent:     Chad Stuart 

Existing Zoning:   AG2 (Agriculture District-2) 
 
Proposed Zoning:  AG (Agriculture District) 
 
Existing FLUM:   Agriculture  
 
Zoning Board 
Recommendation:  Recommended Approval with a tie  
     vote of 3 – 3, Bill Dubois, Bill  
     Seelman and Colten Wright opposed 
 
 
  
 
 



 



   

STAFF ANALYSIS 
 

Part I. General Information: 
 

Applicant: Terra Firma Land Co., LLC 

Agent: Chad Stuart 

Project Location: Molino Bridge Road and Gin Road 

Parcel Number: 40-3N-30-0000-00203-0000 
 
Parcel Size: 78.00 (+/-) acres 
 
Purpose:   Single family residential  
 
Requested Action:   Amendment of the Land Development Code Official Zoning Map 

changing the zoning district from AG2 to AG. 
 
 The applicant has proposed the following conditions be placed on 

the rezoning: 
 1)  Grant Santa Rosa County half width (30’) strip along Molino 

Bridge Road and Gin Road for utility and future use. 
 2) Grant easements for drainage and runoff through existing 

turnouts along road right of way per conversation April 28, 2015 
with Public Works. 

 
Existing Zoning Description: AG2 (Agricultural District-2) allows detached single 
family residential structures and mobile homes. Also allows accessory structures, 
facilities and uses customarily found on farms and used expressly for activities conducted 
in connection with farming operations, commercial and non-commercial agriculture, 
poultry, horse and livestock raising, provided all buildings for such accessory uses meet 
setback requirements for primary buildings. Maximum allowable density = 1 dwelling 
unit (du) per 15 acres. 

Proposed Zoning Description: AG (Agriculture District) allows detached single family 
residential structures and mobile homes. Also allows accessory structures, facilities and 
uses customarily found on farms and used expressly for activities conducted in 
connection with farming operations, commercial and non-commercial agriculture, 
poultry, horse and livestock raising, provided all buildings for such accessory uses meet 
setback requirements for primary buildings. Maximum allowable density = 1 dwelling 
unit (du) per acre. 

Existing FLUM: Agriculture (max 1 du per acre) 
 



   

Current Use of Land: Property Appraiser’s records and aerial photography indicate the 
property is wooded and vacant. 
 
Surrounding Zoning: The property is surrounded by Ag to the north and east with Ag-2 
to the south and west.  
 
Rezoning History: In 2010, 80 acres located to the south and east of the subject property 
was requested to be rezoned from AG2 to AG and was approved with the following 
conditions: 1) The signed dedication will be included as part of the ordinance, the 
declaration states that the sub parcels can not be subdivided unless the subdivided parcel 
has frontage on a paved county road or if it is included in a recorded subdivision plat; 
2)Deeding right of way to the county along Ten Mile Road and Dewey Jernigan Road as 
depicted in the survey of such right of way performed by Benchmark Surveying 3) No 
mobile homes will be permitted.  A copy of the declaration.and minutes from the Board 
of County Commissioners meeting has been included in this package. 

In 2011, 1,027 acres located south and east of the subject property and south of the 80 
acres that was rezoned in 2010 request to be rezoned from AG2 to AG and was approved 
with the following conditions: 1) Up front payment to the county of cost of materials to 
pay for the materials to pave approximately 1.65 miles of Ten Mile Road.  If cost 
overruns are encountered, Figure 8 would be expected to compensate the County after 
completion of the paving; 2) No parcel division prior to paying for the paving of Ten 
Mile Road; 3) Deeding a 30 foot strip of property from the current centerline of Ten Mile 
Road and Wallace Lake Road to the County for right-of-way as their proportionate share 
of a 60 foot wide deeded right of way along those roads.  Where lots have already been 
surveyed out along Wallace Lake Road, which provided for a 50 foot wide right of way, 
deed 5 foot wide drainage easements to the County along boths sides of the road to 
provide the “equivalent” of a 60 foot wide right of way; 4) A blanket drainage easement, 
until such time as specific drainage easements can be worked out between the County and 
Figure 8; and 5) No mobile homes permitted.  I have included a copy of the minutes from 
the Board of County Commissioners meeting. 

 



   

 
 
Part II.  Data and Analysis (Consistency with the Santa Rosa County Comprehensive Plan): 
 

A. Infrastructure Availability: 
 

(1) Traffic: 
  
Assuming all of the projected vehicle trips will impact Molino Bridge Road and 
Ten Mile Road, the current zoning could allow approximately 23 daily vehicle 
trips onto Molino Bridge Road and Ten Mile Road.  The proposed zoning could 
produce approximately 279 daily vehicle trips on Molino Bridge Road and Ten 
Mile Road. The overall net affect upon the roadway is 256 daily vehicle trips.  
This calculation was based on an estimated worst-case scenario of 58 dwelling 
units which could potentially be achieved with a platted subdivision development. 
 
The applicant has provided a lot layout showing 14 lots which can be done 
without adding or improving any roads.  A section of county-maintained Gin 
Road runs along the western boundary of the subject property  and a section of 
county maintained Molino Bridge Road runs along the southern boundary of the 
subject sproperty on a prescriptive easement.   Rezonings along prescriptive 
easements typically include a condition that the applicant donate right of way to 
facilitate continued county maintenance.  Since the applicant owns the property 
on the east and north side of this road segment, the donation of a 30’ right of way 
should be required. 

 
(2) Potable Water: 
 
The applicant indicates that water will be handled by private wells (subject to 
required permits from the County Health Department).  The Chumuckla Water 
System does have a 12” water main located on the west side of Chumuckla 
Highway (over 1 mile away) that the applicant could connect to; however, 
connection of this type of development is not required by current code.  If they 
choose to connect, the applicant would be responsible for the cost to install the 
necessary pipes.  

 



   

The Chumuckla Water System has expressed concern that continuation of this 
type of development pattern creates a barrier to future utility service expansion.   
 
(3) Sanitary Sewer: 
 
Sanitary sewer is not currently available at this location. The applicant indicates 
that sewer will be handled by private septic tanks (subject to required permits 
from the County Health Department).  A map indicating suitability of soils for 
septic tanks is enclosed. 
 
(4) Solid Waste: 
 
The applicant indicates a private hauler will be used to transport solid waste from 
the site. Currently the landfill has approximately 52% of the permitted airspace 
remaining. Based on estimated population projections, the remaining life of this 
airspace is approximately 30 years. 
 
(5) Stormwater: 
 
Metes and bounds property divisions outside of identified stormwater problem 
areas are not reviewed by the county for stormwater management (water quantity 
and water quality).   
 
The Public Works Department has reviewed the proposed lot layout and has 
indicated a need for the developer to provide drainage easements along the east 
side of Gin Road and north side of Molino Bridge Road to ensure that stormwater 
runoff can continue to exit the county’s right-of-way without causing harm to the 
county’s infrastructure. 
 
(6) Public Schools: 
 
Joey Harrell with the Santa Rosa County School District has reviewed this 
application and indicates that school capacity is available to accommodate the 
proposed plan of development.   
 

B.  Compatibility: 
 

Policy 5.1.C.8 of the Comprehensive Plan states: 
 
“the County shall continue to utilize the Future Land Use Map amendment, 
rezoning, conditional use and special exception approval process to assure that 
new proposed land uses are compatible with existing residential uses, and will not 
significantly contribute to the degradation of residential neighborhoods.” 
 
Currently, the majority of the uses surrounding this site are silviculture and 
agriculture. 



   

 
C. Suitability: 
 
  Policy 3.1.E.6 of the Comprehensive Plan states: 
 

“the County shall use the latest version of the Flood Damage Prevention 
Ordinance promulgated by the FEMA to determine the location of the 100-year 
floodplain and flood prone areas and development shall be limited in those areas, 
consistent with FEMA requirements.” 
 
The property is located within FEMA Zone “X”, which means an area determined 
to be outside 500- year flood plain . 
 
Policy 8.1.A.1 of the Santa Rosa County Comprehensive Plan states: 
 
 “Land uses that are consistent with the Future Land Use Map will be allowed so 
long as they are designed to avoid or minimize impact on jurisdictional wetlands. 
…New lots shall not be created and/or platted that do not contain sufficient 
buildable upland areas in order to provide a reasonable use for the lot under the 
requirements of the Comprehensive Plan.” 
 
The National Wetlands Inventory Map indicates possible wetlands located onsite. 
The project acreage is sufficient to easily enable with division of land consistent 
with this policy. The proposed rezoning to Ag would not necessarily result in a 
greater impact to on-site wetlands than would occur under the current zoning 
designation.   
 

D. Urban Sprawl 
 

Policy 3.1.G.4 of the Comprehensive Plan states: 
 
“no future land use category may be changed and no rezoning may be approved 
unless a finding is made that the change in land use or land use classification or 
zoning category will promote compact development and discourage urban sprawl.  
The Santa Rosa County Board of County Commissioners shall be responsible for 
making such finding upon receipt of a report from the LPA.” 
 
The applicant has provided a conceptual lot layout for the proposed rezoning.  
The number of lots shown on the conceptual layout is 14 lots.  This can be 
achieved without going through the platting process and by just dividing lots off a 
county maintained or county approved roadway. 
 
The subject property is located within the Transition Zone.  While the 
development pattern in this area has progressed to the north and west in recent 
years, it has done so via metes and bounds property divisions (unplatted) without 
the inclusion of typical services such as sewer, fire hydrants, stormwater systems, 



   

and in some cases without public water.  In one area a county road was 
voluntarily brought up to standard by a developer (Wallace Lake Road) and in 
one other case the cost to pave a county road was made a condition of the 
rezoning (not complete), but in most instances these property divisions occur 
without improvements to existing roadways or the creation of new roads.   

 
Approval of this area for single family, un-platted development would not 
promote compact urban development and would be considered urban sprawl.   
 



   

2014-R-017 Traffic Analysis Appendix 
  
  
For the AG2 estimation:  
  
Single Family Detached Housing (210)  
  
Gross Density Calculation   
78 acres x (1 du/15 acre) = 5 possible units   
ITE Average Rate: 9.57 x 5 = 47.85 Average Daily Vehicle Trips  
Driveway% 0.50 x 47.85 =23.925 Daily Vehicle Trips  
New Trip% = 100%; 23.925 x 1.00 = 23.925 New Daily Vehicle Trips  
  
 
  
Selection of the ITE data plot (21) for single family detached housing was made because this was the 
worst case scenario or the maximum allowable level of development intensity within the zoning 
district.  The independent variable (Dwelling Units) was chosen in accordance with professionally 
accepted practices: there was a coefficient of determination of 0.96 for this data plot; the standard 
deviation was 3.69 for this data plot; and there was a large sample size (350 studies).  
  
  
For the AG estimation:  
  
Single Family Detached Housing (210)  
  
Gross Density Calculation   
78 acres x (1 du/1acre) = 78 possible units   
ITE Average Rate: 9.57 x 78 = 746.46 Average Daily Vehicle Trips  
Driveway% 0.50 x 746.46 = 373.23 Daily Vehicle Trips  
New Trip% = 100%; 373.23 x 1.00 = 373.23 New Daily Vehicle Trips  
  
Net Density Calculation (based on 75% of gross density)  
78 acres x (0.75 du/1acre) = 58.5 possible units   
ITE Average Rate: 9.57 x 58.5 = 559.845 Average Daily Vehicle Trips  
Driveway% 0.50 x 559.845 =279.9225 Daily Vehicle Trips  
New Trip% = 100%; 279.92 x 1.00 = 279.92 New Daily Vehicle Trips  
  
  
Selection of the ITE data plot (210) for single family detached housing was made because this was 
the worst case scenario or the maximum allowable level of development intensity within the zoning 
district.  The independent variable (Dwelling Units) was chosen in accordance with professionally 
accepted practices: there was a coefficient of determination of 0.96 for this data plot; the standard 
deviation was 3.69 for this data plot; and there was a large sample size (350 studies).   
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Looking east up Molino Bridge Rd., 
subject site is to our left
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Looking south subject site is behind us
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Looking west, subject site is to our right
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Looking north and west up Gin Rd, 
subject site is on our right
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Beckie Cato, AICP

Planning and Zoning Director

Sonlq Roso County
Developmenf Services

Sanla Rosa County Public Service Complex
6051 Old Bagdad Highway, Suite 202 Mifton, Flo.ida 32583

www.sanlarosa.fl.gov
oftce: 1850)981-7000

Rezoning Application
* For Rezoning only - no Future Land Use Map (FLUM)

Amendment required
-. 

Application lnstructions begin on Page 4

Rhonda C. Royals
Building Ofiicial

Aoolication No. 2nl5 R-o l1
Review Fee: $1,(. *rl.qs

Proposed Zoning Ar,
Drsrrn: 

-

Propertv
Owner

L'ts c
Property Owner Name:

Address:

Applicant ! Check here and skip this section if the applicant is the Prope(y Owner. Otherwse, complete

this section and provide authorization from the Property Owner giving the Applicant the authority to
pursue rezonrng approvals,

Company:

Contact Name:

Address: '/n?,

Phone:

Email:

t^"it /L9F/ 7O/ i/r". lctn-'t

Voa

'v2^ b75--
c5 F/78a

Page 1 015
Revised 0201/2013



Propertv Parcel lD Numbe(s):
lntormation

+l- 3tl- 3o- oooo - oo eo3-oooo

)./DL \,\,{+ (

.oR.
Street Address of property for which the Rezoning is requested:

Subdivision Name (if applicable):

Proiect Size of parcel (in acres or square footage) to be considered for the Rezoning,

Details
/tY xc.

Facilitv
Capacitv
Analvsis

g
D
D

(Attach Letter of Certification)

Provider
Provider
(Attach Letter of Certification )

Page 2 of 5
Revrs€d 1/13/2014

Existing Zoning: NG ? Proposed Zoning: t4 6

Existing FLUM: AG

You must provide information conceming the site's access to potable water, sewage disposal

solid waste disposal, roads, and stormwater control. lf potable water and/or sewage are to be
provided by a utjlity, you must attach a lelter from the servicing utility provider that cedifies
Adequate capacity is available to serve the site requested for rezoning.

Potable Water Source {check one):

Private Water Well(s)

Pnvate Community System
Public Water Sysiem

Sewaqe Disoosal Source (check one):

Private Septic Tank
Private Sewage System
Public Sewage System

L,/
LL']/

L,l Hrovroef:

tr Provider:

19) |

lf the amendment is granted, the property will be used for (Please be as speciflc as possible):

Rezoning Applicalion - No Futte Lattd Use Anrendment



School Caoacitv (for rezoning requests involving more than 10 acres of property or proposed for residential

development of more than '10 dwelling units per acre):

Staff wll submit a school impact analysis to the Santa Rosa County School Board requesting a determination

of student capacity, ln the event that there is not adequate capacity available as calculated, the School
Board shall ente(ain proportionate share m igationt and, if the proposed mitigation is accepted, enter inio an

enforceable and binding agreement with fte afiected local govemment and the developer.

Recreation/Ooen Saoce:

Certification and Authorization

1. By my signalure hereto, I do hereby certify that the information contained in this application is true

and correct, and understand that deliberate misrepresentation of such information will be grounds for
denial or reversal of this application and/or revocation of any approval based upon this application.

2. I do hereby authonze County staff to enter upon my property at any reasonable time for purposes of
site inspection,

3. I do hereby authorize the placement of a public notice sign(s) on my property at a location(s) to be

determined bv the Countv staff.

lf applicable, I do hereby authorize the Agent shown as the applicant on this application to act on my

bghaif in all matters pertaining to this Rezoning application,

^4; t'4'rUa h)n* L4"// A"',l ?b
ritle (if applicable) lr*"f,ai "1 frt'e*h.*

(/,5/u t
Property Owner Name (Type or Print)

Rezoning Applicaton - No FutuE Lard use Amendment Page 3 of 5
Revised 1/132014
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Darliene Stanhope

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Stephen Furman
Tuesday, May 19, 2015 7:58 AM
Darliene Stanhope; Roger Blaylock; Michael Schmidt; Chris Phillips; Marc Bonifay

Beckie Cato; Glenn Bailey

RE: 2015-R-01.4

Darlene, Public Works is fine with the proposal, from our perspective. I do want to be clear that Public Works

is not evaluating the stormwater treatment or control requirements that may be required by the county or
other state or federal agencies. The role of the Public Works department with respect to stormwater
evaluation is to try and ensure that stormwater runoff can continue to exit the county's riSht of way without
causing harm to the county's infrastructure. The control of, and or treatment of, the stormwater entering this
property, or generated on this property is beyond the scope of the Public Works Departments evaluation.

Please let me know if vou need anv additional information.

Respectfully submitted,

Steohen

Stephen L. Furman P.E.

Assistant Public Works Director
Santa Rosa County
(8s0) 981-7121

From: Darliene Stanhope
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 3:51 PM

To: Roger Blaylock; Michael Schmidt; Chris Phillips; Marc Bonifay; Stephen Furman

cc: Beckie cato
Sublect: 2015-R-014

I have a rezoning request on Molino Bridge Road and Gin Road, the applicant is requesting to rezone 78 acres

from AG2 to AG. On page 4 of the attachment is the proposed lot layout.

If you have any concerns/conments, please let me know by the close ofbusiness on May 29d. Thanks

Darliene Stanhope
Planner III
Santa Rosa County Development Services
6051 Old Bagdad Hwy. Suite 202
Milton, FL 32583

850-981-7065
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Harrell, Joseph < HarrelJ @santarosa.kl-2.fl.us>
Tuesday, May 19, 2015 8:27 AM

Darliene Stanhope
Beckie Cato; Wyrosdick, Tim

RE:2015-R-014
Mineral Springs Road Chumuckla.xlsx

Thanks Da rliene,
l,ve attached the student generation calculations for this parcel. As presented, the school district would have no

objections. Again, the concern is should no restrictions be placed on the parcel, it begins to open up a can of worms Do

yo, h"pp"n to have the surrounding parcel information on the +- 6,000 acres that was rezoned from AG-2 to AG a few

years ago? | would really like to perform an analysis for the purpose of presenting the cumulative affect all of these

rezoning's are beginning to have in this area.

Thanks

Joseph B. Harrell

Assistant Superintendent for Administrative Services

6544 Firehouse Road

Milton, Fl 32570
(850) 983-s123

From: Darliene Stanhope [mailto:Darlienes@santarosa'fl'gov]
Sent: Monday, MaY 18, 2015 3:48 PM

To: Harrell, JosePh

Cc: Beckie Cato

subiect: 2015-R-014

Joey,

This is the rezoning we spoke about 2 weeks ago. The applicant is Iequesting to rezone'l8 acres from AG2 ( I

unit per 15 acres) 16 AG (t unit per 1 acre). His proposed plot plan is located on page 4 ofthe packet and the

back portion comprises the maps that I prepare'

As soon as I get Carla's revised request I will forward it to you as well'

Darliene StanhoPe

Planner III
Santa Rosa County Development Services

6051 O1d Bagdad Hwy. Suite 202

Milton, FL 32583

850-981-7065

Tell us how we are doing.

http: / / www. santaro sa. fl. sov/ customerservice / suwev'html



Santa Rosa County School District
Administrative Services

SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING UNITS - 5

(A)  (B)

Estimated Units
Student 
Increase

(A) x (B)

Elementary School Students 0.213 1                

Middle School Students 0.132 1                

High School Students 0.148 1                

Total School Students 0.493 3                Current

SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING UNITS - 14

(A)  (B)

Estimated Units
Student 
Increase

(A) x (B)

Elementary School Students 0.213 3                

Middle School Students 0.132 2                

High School Students 0.148 2                

Total School Students 0.493 7                4                                
Student Increase

SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING UNITS (78 acres @ 75% usage) - 59

(A)  (B)

Estimated Units
Student 
Increase

(A) x (B)

Elementary School Students 0.213 13              

Middle School Students 0.132 8                

High School Students 0.148 9                

Total School Students 0.493 30              27                             
Student Increase

59

Public School Students per Single Family Dwelling Unit

5

14

AG ZONING - @ 75% UTILIZATION OF IDENTIFIED AREA

AG ZONING (PROPOSED PLANNED DEVELOPMENT)

Public School Students per Single Family Dwelling Unit

AG-2 (AS CURRENTLY ZONED)

2015-R-014 Student Impact Comparisons 

Public School Students per Single Family Dwelling Unit
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1. Recommend apprey4lllqqia! of Rezoning 2010-R-005.

Applicant: International Paper

Agent: William Lewis

Parcel(s): APO 02-2N-30-0000-00 I 00-0000

Location: Ten Mile Road, Chumuckla

Existing Zone: Ag-2 (Agriculture Disrict)

Requested Zone: Ag (Agdculture District)

Current FLU: Agriculture

Proposed FLU: No Change

Area size: 80 (+i-) acres

LPB Recomrnend: Approval by a vote of7-1 and I abstain at their meeting on April 8, 2010 with the condition
that a 50 foot right-of-way easement will be dedicated to the County along Ten Mile Road.

BOCC Decision: Continued to the May 27,2010 BOCC Special Rezoning Meeting by the BOCC at their April
22, 2010 meeting.

Goodin asked what has changed since the last Board m€eting. William Lewis said he is the applicant. He said
it was agreed upon to have 40 parcels marimum at the end of the last meeting. Lewis said the question at that
time dealt with legality issues and being able to address this restriction in the deed to where it could be
enlbrced. He said he was instructed to meet with the Dannheisser. Lewis said he talked to Avis Whitfield,
Santa Rosa County Public Works Director, prior to meeting with Damheisser. He said he mentioned paving
the road without curbing the road. Lewis said Whitfield called hirn a couple of days later to tell him he met
with the Engineering Department. He said Whitfield said the road was already a public county road, and for
this reason, it could be paved without curbing. Le\;yis told Whitfield he will agree to pave the road without
curbing. He said met with Dannheisser and told him about the discussion that took place with Whitfield. Lewis
said Dannheisser said "it seems to me the easiest thing to do would be to rezone to AGI as long you agree to
pave the road." He told Dannheisser he was agreeable to this. Lewis said Jeff Miller is purchasing the biggest
portion of the property, approximately 28 acres. He said there will be two parent parcels (approximately six
acres each) on the parcel he plans to keep. Lewis said this only leaves 30 acres ma,ximum. He said it is his
understanding everyone was agreeable to AGl as long as he agreed to the following conditions: pave Ten Mile
Road, not develop any property on Ten Mile Road until the pavanent was in place, and only sell and develop
land on Dewey Jernigan Road.

Goodin said Lewis mentioned property he already has pre-sold. He asked Lewis if he has closed on the
property. Lewis said he is closing on the property tomonow. He asked Lewis if he is able to commit to the
number of lots left on the remaining acreage. Lewis said he will end up with approximately 30 pieces of
property maximum. He said he felt individuals who purchase the property will want at least a two acre parcel.
Lewis said if this is the case, there may only be 15 pieces of property. He said he wants the option to be able to
sell an individual one acre of properfy if they only want one acre of properfy.

Salter said in each Board member's backup material there is a Declaration that has been prepared by the
County Attorney. He said the Declaration talks about the entire piece ofproperfy being bisected into two sub-



parcels. Salter said this is what Lewis is talking about. He said Ten Mile Road almost comes tbrough the
middle ofthe piece ofproperty. Salter said Lewis plans to sell the piece to the northwest. He said everything to
the south will rerrain. Salter said this is what Lewis is asking to be rezoned for development under AGI with
the agreement to pave Ten Mile Road prior to developing or dividing any ofthe parcels along Ten Mile Road,
with the exception of the one parcel being sold tomorrow to Miller. He said Miller does not intend to do
an).thing with the property. Lewis said Miller's intentions are to retire at this location. Dannheisser said with a

number of lots. absent a subdivision plat, once the first lot is sold it is unknown who has the rights to the other
39 parcels. He said there is not a practical way to restrict the number of lots, but a minimum lot size can be

enforced.

Williamson asked if the parcel being sold tomorrow to Miller will have the same restrictions set forth tonight
on the entire parcel. Dannheisser said that is the proposal. He said the parcel will have the same zoning and
will not be able to be sub-divided alons the dirt road.

D. Anthony Washnock said he speaks in opposition to the request individually and also serv'es as an attorney
on behalf of members ofhis family and twelve other homeowners in the area. He said the homeowners
requested a tive acre minimum, and this stipulation would result in only l6 dwellings. Wasbnock said there are
two other things that need to be mentioned. He said there was the compromise ofa deed restriction stipulating
to no mobile homes, modular homes, or DCA approved housing. Washnock said this language can be placed
on a deed. He asked ifthe Board will consider requiring pavement ofthe County deeded right of way prior to
development. Washnock said pavement of the deeded right of way will relieve some of the pressure on
infiastructure. He said the only solution to his concems is a restdction of two acre minimum parcels.
Washnock said the problem is with the Land Development Code. He said the Land Development Code
suggests something AG2 being transfered to AGI allows a densiry of one house per one acre. Washnock said
this is not even close to Agriculture. He said Agriculture zoning was originally intended to be part of a
homestead where a farmer could give his child one acre to build a home on. Washnock said a farmer could do
this up to three times to keep his workers on the farm. He said Agriculture zoning was never int€nded to grant
a gentleman buying paper company land the option to put 80 houses rn the middle oflarge farms. Washnock
said this was never the intent of AG zoning. He requested a two acre maximum and that Ten Mile Road be
paved from the point ofbeginning where it is dirt to its exit. Washnock said furure generations will see this as

a connector from Quintette Road, Wallace Lake Road, Ten Mile Road, and Chumuckla Highway.

Lewis said there is no way the parcel can be sub-divided into two acre parcels. He said he is giving the County
approximately 9 acres ofthe remaining 40 acres for right of way. Lewis said he thought this would all be taken
care of once he met with Dannheisser. He said he feels like he is in the same place he was one month ago.

Salter said at the last meeting, the Board talked about requesting large lots with no infrasmrcture
improvements. He said he is more concemed with the infrastructure being completed as the property is
developed versus taxpayers having to come back in the future and pay for infrastructure for development.
Salter said the Declaration addresses this concem. He said most ofthe property along Ten Mile Road is
currently zoned Agriculture accordhg to the existing Land Use Map. Salter said zoning will currently allow
one unit per acre along Ten Mile Road on most of the land, but this is not the curent usage. He said property
owners in this area with propeny zoned Agriculture could stan dividing their property tomorrow for one unir
per acre development based on their current zoning. Salter said this rezoning request is not inconsistent or
incompatible because there is AGI all around this property. He said he recommends suppor-ting the
Declaration and AG1 because AG1 is consistent with surroundins orooertv.



Cole said his concem is that Dewey Jernigan Road is already paved. He said ifthis rezoning request is
approved. 70 ft. wide lots could be developed on Dewey Jemigaa Road. He said the lots would be narrow and
deep. Cole said a lot ofhomes could be built on Dewey Jernigan Road. He asked Lewis ifhis intentions are to
keep wide parcels versus narrow deep parcels. Lewis said the nanowest parcel will be 112 ft. He said he lelt
there will be more people who purchase a couple of acres but said he wants the option to sell one acre lots.

Salter said in talking with Planning & Zoning prior to the m€eting, there are thousands of acres of Iand in this
area owned by lnternational Paper Company getting ready to be sold. He said Planning & Zoning staff is in
negotiations with Intemational Paper Company to get them to come to the table to place infrastructure in the
area if they want to develop the properfy. Salter said he supports this effort by the Planning & Zonrng
Department. He said "if I had my way we would never approve another piece ofrezoning up there ftom AG2
to AGl until there is infrastructure in place."

Goodin said the original intent of Agnculture zoning was to allow farmers the ability to give parcels of land to
their children (as Washnock pointed out). He said Agriculture zoning has morphed into what it is today.
Goodin said he is not entirely happy about this, particularly when the paper company is disposing of so much
of this property.

Washnock said he respects Salter's current perspective. He requested Salter review zoning to the west and
south of this parcel. Washnock said the zoning is AG2. He said the majority of land touching and conceming
this parcel is AG2. Washnock said infrastructure is a major issue, but what the Board decides tonight will set
precedence. He said the density restriction is not an absolute. Washnock said he suppons the rezoning with a

40 unit maximum and two acre minimum lot size.

Cole said he does not understand why Lewis is not agreeable to a two acre minimum lot size. Lewis said the
two acre minimum lot size will not make the development affordable. He said he would like the option to sell
one acre to a young couplejust starting out. Lewis said a two acre requirement will increase the sellirg price of
the land for the buyer. He said he does not have a problem with a 30 acre maximum but said he would not like
to condition approval to the two acre minimum. Lewis said there are a lot ofpeople that do not want two acres
of land, one acre is plenty.

Lynchard said he has reviewed this request many times. He said he appreciates the work that went into the
covenant that was dralted by Damheisser and agreed to by Lewis. Dannheisser said the covenant goes a long
way towards solving the question about the width of the lots or minimum lot size. Ly.nchard said the lots will
have to be on a paved road. He said he is afraid Lewis has the option ofdeveloping 70 ft. wide lots ilthe Board
imposes a requirement that the lots be two acres minimum. Lynchard said Lewis can probably get 30 deep lots
along the paved road. He said if the property is approved as AGI zoning, which is in accordance with
approximately 2/3 of surrounding properfy and consistent with all of the property to the east of this properfy,
Lewis will be able to create a development much more consistent with surrounding property.

Salter moved approval without objection ofRezoning 2010-R-005 to Ag-1 zoning, including the Declaradon
prepared by the County Attomey, a 60 foot paved right-of-way easement to be dedicated to the County along
Ten Mile Road. and no mobile homes.



. 3. Recommend aoproval/denial ofRezoning 201l-R-009.

Applicant: Figure 8 (placeStateFlorida) LLC

Agent: Carla Hinote

Parcel(s): 02-2N-30-0000-00400-0000, l0-2N-30-0000-00101-0000, I l -2N-30-0000-00101-0000, APO 12-
2N-30-0000-00 1 00-0000

Location: East of addressstr€etTen Mile Road and Northeast of addressSheetWallace Lake Road. Chumuckla

Existing Zone: Ag-2 (Agriculture District)

Requested Zone: Ag (Agdculture District)

Current FLU: Agriculture

Proposed FLU: No Change

Area size: 1027.06 (+A acre

Zoning Board Decrsioz.' Recommended Approval uith conditions with a vote of 6 - 0 - 1

l. Applicant will pave Ten Mile Road as proposed prior to th€ division of parcels.

2. No mobile homes

P u blir llorks Discussion :

1. Applicant has offered to pay for the materials to pave approximately 1.65 miles of 10 Mile
Road. Public Works has presented Figure 8 with our cost estimate of$125,730.31 for the materials;
along with our caveat that the actual price may be slightly higher or lower than estimated. Our policy
on similar MSBU projects has been that the applicant is responsible for paying for any cost overruns. If
the BCC approves th€ rezoning and the cost sharing proposal, we would suggest that payment of the
estimated materials cost be paid in advance of our work The advance payment is being suggested
because this is not an MSBU project where repayment to the County is ti€d to the indiyidual parcels, so
the adyance palment would simplify the collection process. Ifcost overruns are encountered, Figure 8
would be expected to compensate the County after completion ofthe paving.

2. Deeding a 30 foot strip of property from the current centerline of 10 Mile Road to the County for
right of way. Our desire would be that a 30 foot wide right of way would eventually be deeded to the
County from the property owner on the opposite side of the road to create a 60 foot wide deeded right of
way.

3. A drainage easement(s) along their side of 10 Mile Road to accommodate the runoff from the
proposed paved roadway. Our intention is to eliminate property dNmage claims from future owners
along the roadway from stormwat€r runoff leaving the right of way and flowing out onto the
property. We would be satisfied with a rblanketn drainage easernent that ext€nds out onto the property
for a mhimum distance of 1000 feet. We also discussed that the blanket drainage easement could
contain language making it easy for future owners to petition the County for specific revisions, or even



the elimination of the easement, in areas where it is demonstrated that the toPography or proposed

improvements warrant reyisions to the easement.

4. Deeding the County a 60 foot strip, centered along Wallace Lake Road, for right of way. In areas

where Figure 8 has already surveyed parcels proyiding for a 50 foot wide right ofway, *e would accept
5 foot wide drainage easements along the parc€ls on both sides of the road to give the County the
equivalent of a 60 foot wide right of way. We understand that Figure 8 may have already sold some
property along Wallace Lake Road. Drainage easements along parcels not owned by Figure 8 would not
be a requirement suggested by this department.

Carla Hinote said the applicant wants to know about the conditions for the applicalt to pave Ten Mile Road as

proposed prior to division of property. She said the applicant would like to get permission to change the
language to "the applicant will fund Ten Mile Road." Hinote said the conditions were that payment would be

made upfront pdor to division of properfy. She said the reason for this has to do with Public Works possibly

pushing back paving in the case ofhealy periods ofrain. Hinote said the applicant would like to pre-sale some

lots and the check would be in the County's hands prior to any sale of property. She said she talked to Stephen

Furman and it was made mention in the verbiage from his original comments (taken from option #3) about the

location of the drainage easement along Ten Mile Road. Hinote said there was talk of a hold harmless

agreement instead of a blanket drainage eassrnent until the road is almost complete. She said when the road is

almost complete the applicant would like to re-evaluate where the drainage areas are and be more specific with
regard to area. Hinote said the applicant does not disagree that drainage easements need to be put in place but
would like more specific easements as the road is completed.

Lynchard said Cato referenced a drainage easernent along the side ofTen Mile Road to accommodate the
runoff from the proposed paved roadway when he talked to her earlier. He asked Hinote if this is
sufficient. Hinote said she does not know how everything needs to be worded. She said the applicant agrees

to have the easement or hold harmless agreement until such time that once the road is almost complete or
completed. Hinote said the applicant or its engineer can narow down the specifics as to where the easements

need to go at that time.

Ayis Whitfield said it is a legal question as to whether or not a hold harmless agreement can be accepted. He
said drainage easements will be needed. Hinote said the applicant is acceptable to this. Whitfield said there
has been some discussion with the engineer about possibly giving drainage easements up to 1,000 ft. out irto
the private property. He said ultimately the County needs drainage easements. Lynchard said the County
could note that no paving could be done or estimates for paving would be given until the easements are

specified. He said the County would not pave the road until the easements are quantified. Hinote said the
applicant is not trying to get around the easements.

There was opposition from the audience.

Anthony Washnock spoke in opposition to the request. He said he has a law practice and leases space from the
County Attomey and to the degree that the ethics opinion 77-3 applies, he waives any conflict
concerns. Washnock said he speaks on behalf of a family fann he and his wife live on. He said his wife and
her lamily have been in possession of the farm since the Spaniards occupied Pensacola. Wasbnock gave a

briefhistory of the farm and how it came to be. He said he speaks on behalfofall the farmers in this
area. Washnock said the requested upzone and now the requested amended language deserves more



inquiry. He said he has issues other than those comments expressed by Randy Roy, NAS Whiting
Field. Washrock said the farmers have had dificulty through the years understanding the density ( I
developable unit per acre). He said originally farmers intended for this one acre to be able to be given to their
children so the children could continue to live on a family farm. Washnock said modemly defined Agriculture
properry can not be facilitated on one acre. He said this request before the Board is being called Ag-1, and

farmers have great difficulty understanding this terminology. Washnock said stormwater is an issue. He said

rights and county code are in question. Washnock asked the Board to table this item until the other (2) Board
members are able to be present to vote on this item.

Salter said several years ago Cato set out on a mission to create a Rural Development Plan. He said the

challenge was to find the "line" to start. Salter said he found out from those who own large tmcts ofland that

as long as you choose to actively use that land the way it is used now. you want preserve itl no one wants

govemment telling them that they can not sell their land for profit in the future. He said farmen want to be

able to fbrm their land without having anyone interfere with their farming operations. Salter said when a

farmer gets ready to sell his land, the farmer wants to be able to diYide up the property lor maximum
profit. Salter said the Ten Mile Road area will be developed. He said the Board's responsibility is to make

sure the area is developed with the proper infrastructure. Salter said it is not realistic to think everyone can

afford to purchase 15 acre tracts. He said there is very little farm land left in the Ten Mile Road area. Salter

said he supports this request.

Washnock said there is a spring head potentially involved in this rezoning. He said there are also virgin
wetlands in this vicinity. Washnock said he is concemed that should there be harvesting of hees and not a

replatting that approximately 15 acres would be rernoved from the farming oppornrnity. He asked the Board
to consider that there are two commissioners absent.

Alan Miller, engineer for the applicant, said he would like to see a hold harmless agreement with the County to
allow the applicant to move forward. He said the language the applicant objects to is "a future propefiy owner
can petition the county for specific revisions." Miller said the applicant would like to get a blanket hold
harmless agreement now and then immediately start working with the County. He said sp€cific calculations
and designs can then be defrned. Miller said the applicant wants to work with current property owners not
future property owners. Whitfield said he felt everyone is "hung up" on terminology. He asked if the
agreement can be called a "blanket drainage easement" until such time specific drairage easements can be put
in place. Whitfield asked Miller if this is acceptable. Miller said yes.

Salter moved approval without objection of Rezoning 2011-R-009 with the following conditions:

1. Applicant must make an up-front payment to the County for cost of materials to pave approximately
1.65 miles of Ten Mile Road. If cost overruns are €ncountered, the applicant rvill be expected to
compensate the County after completion ofpaving.

2. There will be no parcel division prior to the applicant paying the County their share for paving Ten
Mile Road.



3, Applicant will deed a 30 foot strip of property from the current centerline of Ten Mile Road and
Wallace Lake Road to the County for right of way as their proportionate share of a 60 foot wide deeded
right of way along those roadways. Where lots have been surveyed out along Wallace Lake Road, which
provides for a 50 foot right of way, deed 5 foot wide drainage easements to the County along both sides
of the road to provide the "equivalent" of a 60 foot right ofway.

4, Applicant to provide a blanket drainage easement(s) along their side of Ten Mile Road to
accommodate the runoff from the proposed paved roadway until such time specific drainage easements
can be worked out between the County and the applicant.

5. No mobile homes will be permitted.



DECLARATION

Pursuant to Santa Rosa County Land Development code section 2.08.00 southem Acres,

LLC., Jeff Miller and Vicki Miller (Grantors) do hereby file this Declaration:

l. William Lewis has applied for a rezoning of the property described in Exhibit A

attached hereto from AG-2 to AG-

2- The above referenced parcel is bisected into two sub-parcels by Ten Mile Road. In

recognition of the possible traffic impacts of such change in zanng, Grantors agree to

impose the following restriction on the future subdivision of said parcel. Neither sub-

parcel shall be subdivided unless such subdivided parcel possesses and maintains

frontage on a paved county road or is included in a recorded subdivision plat approved

by Santa Rosa County. Said frontage shall be as required by the Santa Rosa County

Land Development Code.

3. This restriction is for the benefit ofand santa Rosa co'nty and may be enforced by

Santa Rosa County. This restriction shall run with the land and shall be bindine on all

assisnees.

By:

for Southern Acres, LLC

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, We have hereunto set our hands and seals on this 4 rl

dayof Jran c ,20t0.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the oresence of:

LLtrL;W
hJ

Williarn Lewis, as anagrng Member



STATE OFFLORIDA
COIJNTY OF SANTA ROSA

BEFORE ME, personally appeared, William Lewis, as Managing Member for Southern Acres,

LLC., Grantor, who is personally known to me or had produced

identification and did (not) take an oath, and who executed the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged

before me that the same was executed for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal on this th dayof TLr4 L ,2010.

.1rL:!d,,- sHARoN c FtrMll'lc

.:wF,'-:flillf:l'll.1T:','ff' - gr n--..- e- d ....-t,
+I#fs= s;;;N"8u6dn0r.ryse",css 

il",jt],1i.111,.,"" u_",r"r, J
commission No: i-RN-ERsTtcENsE- - --.(-)tt\

srArEoF Jadda Kca ,fuz'aa
COI]NTY OF

BEFORE ME, personally appeared, Jeff Miller, as Grantor, who is personally known to me or
had produced

as

"dgeabefore me that the same was executed for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal on this l5taru of

$11& $EnnyJ.t{ur*r..'ffi'ffidm

STATE OF \.{OTd''
couNry or --W_?qSe_

,^_, :U{O*" ME, personally appeared, Vicki Miller, as Grantor, who is personall), known to me or
nao Droduced

identificationanddid(not)takeanoath'andwhoexecutiatnffi"ogea
before me that the same was executed for the purposes therein expressed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal on ttrls lS#aav

+'*Ll3t, $tErnY J. triup..w".ffi#ffi

My Commission {4pues:
Commission No.: DP 7'

My Commission
Commission No.:



Name:

S\'n'r

/l

\haror \6in1ul-( -r

r r '/ *^9;t*
Name:

Name:

Vicki G. Miller
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Declaration of Restrictive Covenants

Stare L.fflorido
Counit oi Snnla Ilosa

whereas, rhe undersigned is the o*ner ,.o*nei' of a parcel of land "land" further dcscribed as;

Exhibit A

Thjs parcel of lattd consisting oi78 acres more or iess' located in Santa Rosa Counry' Florida'

Wherea-s. it isthe desiteof rhe ownerto impose the tbllowing coveoants o any parcel subdivided from the

land. These subrJivided parcels will hereinaftet be ret'cred to as "l'ots ''

Now. thetefore, tlre covenants sel f,orth hetein do hereby encumber the property describcd herein as follows:

l) Any residential snuclure built on any lot must bc constructed an site and must be at least 2000

square lict under root-.

2) Ns mobile o. modular honEs allo\'!'ed.

3) No slructure of a temporar)' lanre may be used as a permanent residence No building that is

unhnished on the exterior shall be occupied as a rq;idence'

4) Ary construction commenced upon a lot shall be pursued diljgently, and such construclion mu$ be

completed wjthin 2'1 montbs. All construction sitcs must be maintained in a neal ard orderl]'

fushion.

i) All dwellings. yards. drive'ways. and )andscaping musr tte maintained al all times in an aesthetjcally

pleasing manner-

6) l,,loxious or inkusive activiries shall not be carri€d out upon any lot nor shail any activiry be dore

thereon $hich would constiftrte a public nuisance-

7} ..I-ots'' as they ale referred. to i':] these covenants consist of any parcel subdivided from the land'

and/or any Loi tbml€d liom subsequert subdivisiot o{ a lot. No lot lhdl be subdivided to fora] a

lot smaller than 14 of it's original size' ald/br less tlan 3 acres'

8)Palcelsrvithboundariesshaledwi$lhepropcrtytother]ofthand.eastmustmainlainagrcenbelt
coflsisting ofthc e)d:ting f.e€s ofat least 15 fbet" This is int€nded to minimiz,e the exposure to dle

agricultLrml practices assocjaled with farming tbe pruPerly'



Geneml Provisions

Duntion- The covenants shall run with atd bind &c land subject herelo, and shall inure to the beneffi of'

iJ be entb..eoble by tbe c)ener(s) ofaoy land subject to these colenants' th€ir respectiYc lcgal

representaiives, heirs. succesrors and assigns, for an hitialter.n ofth-il'ty.(3o) yca$ &om the date h€teol"

i)iring this inirial tern}, [he covenarts ma! be amended or teminated only if siged by the owne6 of at

least 2--6 oithe lots. upon expi..:tior of said initialterm, the coveoaotl and the enforcement rights relalive

thereO shall be automatically exrended fol a second lerm of thif,r {30) years. Duling such thifty year

exrensioa period, the covenants may be changed or terminaled oni,v bv an instnrme signed by the o*nels

ofat LgiLsl a inajo.it-v ofthe lots.

Enfbrcet1]g!! Any owner shall have the right to erlfo.ce the provisions se1 fonh ]'l tiese covenalts'

gnfo.""*.nt .it"tit 
" 

by actioa of law or in equiry against any pelsoos violating or attenrpting violats anv., ol
these provisions either lo restrain the vir:iation thereofor to recover damages irott soch violalions The

parl tringing such actior or sui.t shall be endtled to recover- in addition to costs a',d disbursemeitrs allowed

i.r to*- *O in tt," .uent thal he is the prevailing party, such sums and the.coun may adjust to be rcasonable

ibr the services ofhis altorne-v. Anf- award ofanorney tles and costs to fie P'evailing party shali be a lien

againsl tle lot(s) owned by suci losing parry-

lnterpre€tion- lfthese covenants or any word, clause, sentence, pa.agraph- or other part thcreofshall be

sul$tib6 to ,uor" than one or conflicting ime.p.etations- thetr the interpretation which is most netrly in

accordaoce wirh the general purposes and objectives of thce covetranrs shall govem"

Om:-ssions- lf an-'- Puncruation. word. clause, sentence, or provision necessarl'to give meaning, validiry' or

"ff".t 
to aoy oth", *ord. ciause. sentence, or provision appearing in these covenads shall be omitted here

fiom, Iherl it is hercb_v deciar.ed that sucb omission rvas unint€nional and that the ontted punctualion.

werd, clau-se, scnlooce or provisions shali be supplicd by infetence'

Llg!!9: Ary lotice .equired 10 be sent to '4ny olvner und€r the prcvisions of these eovenants shall be

deemed to have been prop€rly sellt whea mailed postage prepaid to lhe last known addtess oflh€ ps6on

who aDDears as recoad o*,ner of a lot at the time of such mailing.

s!pal4!!r!}: lnvalidation of any one or more of the covenants or any of tlte p.lYisions codained in these

*-,"*n* or 
"ty 

purt thereof, sball irl oo maroer alTect any of lie other covenants, resrictions. colditions

or orovisions bcreol. t'hich :hall remain in full force and effect.



EXEC'.'TED rhis rhe j0''' dal of June. 1015.

Teraa Fimra Latrd Co. LLC.- a Iilorida Limited Liabil;t-v Compary

By: Chad Stuarl Managjng Member

Signed in the Presence oilthe fbllowing (:) wimesscs:

Wimess Signatur: Witness Signature

Wlmess Prid Natne Witness Print Name

Stal€ ol Fbrida
Coun$, of Sa$ta Rosa

THe FORECOIl\G niSTRt:!1EN'l'W.\S 1C K:{O}}af,D{i [D before me on 6/30115. o]' Chdd Strral1 t6 Marging iltembcr. on
behaifofT.rra I'irma l-I1d Co, LLC-. a limicd liabillt! .ompary cxistiDg undct rlte la\ls of$c S13lc ofFlorjda- who is personall!

SL{L
N(}TARY PIJBLIC
PR]NTED NAME
MY COMMISSION E](PIR!S:



EXHIBIT "A'

Legal Descripticn

All that cer?.ain land situate in Sa.ta Rosa Cour]ty, Florid& tlwit:

The Nortir\r€st l/i ofthe Southcasl t; and North t! oflhe South\.vest x and ths Southcast '/. of the Nortiwest
/.; all Iying Norlh ol'Moiino Bridge Road and East of Cin Road in Section 40, To,,vnship -: Notth, Range

30 West,
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June 7, 2015

Ms. Darliene Stanhope, Planner llt

Santa Rosa County Development Services

darlienes@santarosa.fl.qov
Andrew Flock

3857 Fielding court
Pace, FL 3257L
Aflock52@smail.com
(85017r2-224s

Property -2499 Molino Bridge Road

Re: Rezoning Application 2015-R-014 for Springwood Timberlands

Dear Ms. stanhope,

This letter is to present a written suggestion for consideration of the Planning Board and the

Board of Counw Commissioners as a whole in preparation for a vote on the matter of changing zoning of
the parcel referenced in the Application 2015-R-014. I would like to reserve an option to speak on this

issue at the June 25th meeting of the Board of County Commissioners'

My wife, Virginia Faith Flock, and I are the owners of two of the nearest parcels to this action

and are in the process of building a home and small farm on a parcel of 48+/- Acres. This is our future

homestead property; the parcel number is 022N30000000200000 (see map attached). The other parcel

that we have ownership in is 33+/- acres and adjoins it to the west, owned by Buffalo Mill Creek Timber,

LLC. This parcel contains approximately 12 acres of wetlands that contain some of the springs that are

the origins of Buffalo Mill Creek.

Last year in the process of purchasing this 80 acre property we met with Jennifer Tilden of the

County Development Services Staff and we were made aware of a sub-dividinS restriction adjacent to
our property that arose from a negotiation with another developer in 2010 that successfully changed

nearby acreage from AG2 to AG with a promise to complete the paving of a vital connecting road (10-

Mile Roadl. As of the date of this letter that needed infrastructure improvement has not been done.

While this parcel does not adjoin this road, there is another active rezoning request (2015-R-012) that is

asking for similar upzoning and we feel that the county Commission should take a hard look at this area

before approving either request.

In the past few weeks I have had discussions with county staff in planning and in public works.

We discussed the 1986 survey and zoning laws that allow a person to subdivide without infrastructure

improvement on any "county Reco8nized Road". In my opinion further high density development along

the roads served by 10-Mile Road, Molino Bridge Road, and Gin Road would be ill-advised g!$5 ell

roads in and out are brousht to a Orooer medium duw traffic standard. lt will be essential to
investigate emergenCy ServiCeS, Water serViCeS, environmental effects on the wetlands, and school

capacity. I also feel that the Commission should investigate the volume of undeveloped buildable AG

zoned property north of Berry Hill Road and west of Pond Creek (to show capacity and need).



In my discussion with Public Works, I noted that 1o-Mile Road, as the route in/out to Chumuckla

Hwy floods in periods of heavy rain. Additionally, since there are no shoulders against existing farme/s

fields and fences, often you must move off the narrow road to allow a large truck/school bus to pass'

was told that the problem was known and that with the rural density currently supported by that road,

it was not cost effective to correct. lwas also told that the original update to that road (paving)was

done, as many rural routes were in the past, with no specific engineering. lt was improved by simply

paving an existing dirt road serving the farms and timber land nearby, hence the lack of a drainage plan

and narrow width,

so, it seems to me that the 1986 zoning Plan that set aside a less dense guideline of t home per

15 acres (AG2) was appropriate for infrastructure in the area west of lo-Mile Road. lt is my opinion

that density of t home per 1 acre that AG zoning would allow should be reserved for areas that are

closer to the urban centers. Although lhave been toldthatthis request is suggesting restriction of3
acre lots max, frankly I feel the infrastructure of the existing roads and services could not support either

3 or 1 acre density.

My family is relocating from living in urban Escambia County for over 15 years. we selected this
part of Santa Rosa County for the rural beauty, the close proximity to nature and the quality of the

schools and services that exist. My point of emphasls here is: well thought out zonlng and land use

planning for the next 100 years will be crucial to maintain the balan6e of modern convenlences and

keeping the tradition of a rurayatrlculture rooted Chumuckla Community.

To be clear, I am not opposed to the development ofthe land nearby my property. I am very

concerned that it be done in a welFplanned and thoughtfully controlled way and as to not negatively

affect the lives of the current residents, and the lifetime of investment that they have in their rural

homesteads.

My suggestions for the discussion of this mattet are as follows:

1. lf further development is proposed, a maximum average density of t homestead oer 5 acres

should be amended into the zoning of this area; if in close oroximiW to the main connectors. otherwise
the existinq 15-acre homestead rules should remain. All dwellings on those homesteads should be

designated as "site-built homes" with a reasonable square footage to match the average dwelling size in

the immediate community.

2. No zoning changes should be officially enacted until all ofthe connecting roadsto access this

area (from both directions) are fully complete to a medium duty quality. (lo-Mile Road -100% complete,

width and drainage problems corrected)....if any proposed developing touches Molino Bridge Road, or

Gin Road it should also be incorporated, as lo-Mile is the service road. I am suS8esting that that the
precedence set from 2O1O-R-05 should be continued, ensuring all roads servicing AG upzoned acreage

should be paved to county standards at developer expense

3. Additionally, to support higher density development, the water infrastructure should be

addressed for public safety/firefightlng reasons. Developers should bearthat cost. Since no public

sewer is available in that region, areas that have been noted for poor septic performance should be

explicitly restricted to higher density than normal AG (1 per 1)to protect the ground water'



4. In any concession agreement in this matter, a reasonable time limit should be given for
completion of improvements. lf agreed infrastructure improvements are not made by the reguesting

parties, the application should expire. (Of course holding up any subdivision requests until all work is

complete and funded.) An expiration of a request like this would prevent a similar inaction as seen with
the prevlous mentloned 10-Mile Road lssue (Application 2010-R451.

Thank you for considering the su88estions that I have outlined. lf you have any questions or
concerns with my letter please contact me at any time.

Sincerely, A 11NW
Andrew Flock

cc: Tony Washnock, dwashnock@bglE94b.!c!
Kelly schwarz, tschwarz@ bellsouth.net

Jake Ziglioli, Buffalo Mill Creek Timber LLci iake(apms.sccoxmail.com
Chad Cooper, coooerstaxidermv@bellsouth.net





Darliene Stanhope

From: Flock, Andrew R <Andrew.R.Flock@morganstanley.com >

Sent: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 2:02 PM

To: Darliene Stanhope; 'Andy Flock'

Cc: dwashnock@bellsouth.net; tschwaz @ bellsouth.net; cooperstaxidermy@ bellsouth.net;
jake ziglioli

Subjecc RE: Letter on 2015-R-014

Darliene,

Please place this reply in the correspondence with my letter, which is my reaction to the supporting documents. I do

appreciate the copy of the developers proposed restrictive covenants and lot plan.

My comments are as follows;

1. With a restriction on y2 size a nd or 3 acre minimum, the 14 proposed home-sites cou ld become 18 with divisions
of the parcels over 6 acres on his drawing. So the roads (Molino Bridge Rd/Gin Road) which currently serves 3

homesteads and 1 business (and 5 AG2 lots as currently zoned) would possibly service an additional2l
homesteads and the 1 business (assuming no further development to the West or North. (a 244% increase, not
including the construction periods). I did not see any mention of his intention to improve the connecting
portion of Gin Road.

2. The covenants seem to be intentionally set to expire, and are amendable with a 2/3 vote of the owners. lnitially
the developer will own 100% of the lots and until he sells 5 of them as depicted he would have the 2/3
majority. lf this project(with zoning change) is approved the county should reserve the right to approve or
disapprove any density change.

3. I would point out my suggestion provided in my original letter to develop a regional "density plan", That
suggestion is to keep the density at a maximum of t home /per Sacres in this transition area bordering
Agriculture and Timberland (which is AG2).

4. lwas pleased to see the home size and type restriction.

Thank you for your assistance and for the Board's consideration.

Andrew R. Flock
Financial Advisor
Vice President
Financial Planning Specialist
NMLS# 1273096

Morgan Stanley Wealth Management

officephone 850-470-8006
fax phone 850-470-8030
toll free 800-874-9968
email andrew.r.flock@morqanstanlev.com



To see recent investment reports and for a quick link to access your account:

Logon to my WEBSITE: www.morqanstanlevfa.com/flock

Sharpen your financial focus. Simplify your financial life. Learn more - watch the three minute OneView Video.

l..::!i{g1lil._:-..., Connect with me on Linkedln

From: Darliene Stanhope Imailto:Darlienes@santarosa.fl .gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 9:03 AM
To: 'Andv Flock'
Cc: dwashnock@bellsouth. neu tschwaz@bellsouth.net; cooperstaxldermy@bellsouth.net; jake ziglioli; Flock, Andrew R
(Wealth Mgmt lvlS)

Subject: RE: Letter on 2015-R-014

I have attached a copy ofthe proposed restrictions that the developer is proposing to put on the property if it is
rezoned.

Darliene Stanhope
Planner III
Santa Rosa County Development Services
6051 Old Bagdad Hwy. Suite 202
Milton, FL 325 83

850-98 I -7065

Tell us how we are doing.

httD: / /www.santarosa.fl .sov/customerservice / survev.html

From: Andy Flock Imailto:aflock52(aqmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, iune 07,2075 1L:59 PM
To: Da riiene Stanhope
Cc: dwashnock(abellsouth.net: tschwa rz@bellsouth.net: coooerstaxidermv(abellsouth.net; iake ziglioli; Flock, Andrew R

Sublect: Letter on 2015-R-014

Darliene,

Please forward this letter to the Planning Board and the County Commissioners. This is my personal comment
on the 2015-R-014 application. I would appreciate copies of any public record supporting documents when
they are available.

Thank you!

Andrew Flock

cc: Tony Washlock, Kelly Schwarz, Chad Cooper, Jake Ziglioli



Florida has a very broad public records law. Under Florida law, both the content of e.nails and email addresses are public records. lf you do not want the content of
your email or your email address released in response to a publac records request, do not send electronic mail to thas entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or
in person.

lmDortant Notice to ReciDienis:

Please do not use e-mail to request, authorize or effect the purchase or sale of any security or commodity. Unfortunately,
we cannot execute such instructions provided in e-mail. Thank you.

The sender of this e-mail is an employee of Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC ("Morgan Stanley"). lf you have received
this communication in error, please destroy all electronic and paper copies and notify the sender immediately. Erroneous
transmission is not intended to waive confidentjality or privilege. Morgan Stanley reserves the right, to the extent
permitted under applicable law, to monitor electronic communications. This message is subject to terms available at the
iollowing link: http://www.morganstanley.com/disclaimers/mssbemail.html. lf you cannot access this link, please notify us
by reply message and we will send the contents to you. By messaging with Morgan Stanley you consent to the foregoing.



 



COMMENTS
RECEIVED FROM
THE APPLIGANT

AFTER THE
ZONING BOARD

MEETING



 



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Follow Up Flag:
Due By:
Flag Status:

chad stuart < ncsflyboy@yahoo.com >

Monday, June 15, 2015 1:01 PM

Darliene Stanhope
Conditions/Amendments Molino Bridge Rd

Scan01.96.pdf; Scan0197.pdf

Follow Up
Monday, June 15,2015 2:01 PM

Flagged

Hello Darliene,

In light of the discussion and concems that were brought to my attention at the Board of Adjustments
meeting, I would like to submit an amended site plan and amended list of covenants and restrictions along with
an additional condition to amend my application for rezoning. I would like to amend my application for
rezoning to include only the portion of the property that fronts Molino Bridge Road more accurately described
as; that portion of the northwest l/4 of the southeast 1/4 and the north l/2 of the southwest 1/4 ofsection 40,
township 3 north, range 30 west all lying north of Molino Bridge Rd and east of Gin Rd. This condition
withdraws the north 30 acres of land, accessable only by the unpaved Gin Rd, liom further discussion. The
balance ofthe property fionts the paved Molino Bridge Rd. The new site plan does not incorporate the parent
parcel subdivision provision of the developernent code, and as such removes the "flag shaped lots" that
concemed at least one member of the BOA.

I believe that the changes that I have made address the concerns of the BOA and the surrounding property
owners. I have attached the amended site plan and a copy of the covenants and restrictions with amended
section 7. Please submit these conditions to the county commissioners, and forward to any and all parties you
are communicating with reguarding this matter.

Thank you,

Chad Stuart
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Declaration of Restrictive Covenants

Stale of Florida
Cormty ofsdta R63

u/her€as, rhe wdersigned is the owner'orvner- ofa pacel ofland "land" further desclibcd as;

Exhibit A

this parcel of land consi$ing of 78 acts more or less, locded in Santa Rosa County' Rorida

whereas, it is the desiE ofthe owner to inpose the following covenants on any pancel $bdivided from the

land. These suMivided parcels will hereinafter b€ rcfcrred to as *Lob".

Now, ttcrefore, the covenants sct fortr herein do hereby encumber tbe pmperty desc{iH hd€in as follows:

l) Any r€sidertial srucnle buih on any lot must be confiirct€d on site and must be at least 2000

square fe€t rmder roof.

2) No mobile or modular hom€s allowed-

3) No stucturc of a temporary rdle may be used as a permamrt r€sid€nce. No buildingrhar is

unfinished on fre exterior shall be occupied as a residence.

4) Any consfiuction commenced upon a lot shall bc pursued dilig€ntv, and such constuction must be

completcd within 24 nodrs. All cmstnrction sites mugt be maintained h a n€at and ord€tly
frshion.

5) A[ dwelings, yards, driveurays, md landscaping must b€ maintainod at all times in an acsth*ica$y
pleasing manner.

6) Noxious sr intsusiv€ astivitics shalr not b€ catried o|tt opon sny lot nor sball any activity be done

thereon which would constihrtc a fnrblic nuisonce.

?) "Lots' as they are rcfencd to in these coveDtnts cosist of my parcel suMivided Aom the land

and/or additional parcels subdivided frqn a lot or combiDstion oflo6. No lot or mmbination of
lots shal be $bdivided to cre# a parrcl of lcss lhan five acles.

8) Pam€ls with boundaries sharcd with tt€ prop€rty to the north and east must maintain a gr€snbelt

consisting oftlre existing trees ofafi least 15 fe€L Tbis is intended to mhimize the oeosure to the

agricultura! practiccs associated with farming the property.



General Provisions

Duration- The covenana shall run with and bind th€ land subjeet hereto, and shall inure to th€ beoefit of
and be enforceable by the Owne(t ofany land subject to these covcnants, thcir resp€ctive legal
represerfatives, heirs, successors and assigns, for an initial term ofthirty (30) years from ttre date her€of-
During this initial term, the covenants may be amended or terminaed only if signed by the omers of at
l€ast 2/3 ofthe lots. Upon expiration ofsaid initial teml fte covenants snd the enforcement rights relarive
thereto shall be automatically extended for a second term ofthirty (30) years. During such tlirty yed
extension p€rioq the covenants may be changed or terminated only by an instrument signed by the ovmers
ofat least a majority ofthe lots.

Enforcement- Any owner shall have the right to enforce the provisions set fortb in these covenants.
Enforcement shall be by action oflaw or in equity against any pcrsons violating or attemptiug violatc any of
these provisions either to restrain the violation thereofor to recover damages from such violations. The
party bringing such action or suit shall be entitled to recover, in addition to costs and disbursements allowed
by law, and in the event that he is the prevailing pany, such sums and the court may adjusl to be r€asonable
for the services ofhis attomey. Any award ofattomey fees and costs to the prevailing party shall be a lien

€ainst the lo(s) owned by such losing party.

lnteryr€tation- Ifthese covenants or any word, clause, sentence, paragraph, or other pan fter€ofshall be
susceptible to more than one or conflicting interpretations, then the interpretation which is most nearly in
accordance with the general purposes and objectives ofthese covenants shall govem.

Omissions- lfany punctuation, word, clause, sentence, or provision necessary to give meaning validity, or
effect to any other wor4 clausc, sent€nce, or provision appearing in these covcnants shall b€ omitted here
from, then it is hereby declar€d that sucb ombsion was rmintentional and that the omitted pmchration,
worr4 clause, se ence or provisions shall be supplied by inference.

Notice- Any notice required to b€ sent to 8ny owner under the provisions ofthese covenants shall be
deemed to have been properly s€nt when mailed postage prepaid to dre las krown address ofthe penon
who appe€rs as rccord owner of6 lot at the time ofsuch mailing.

Sepambilitv- Invalidation ofany one or more ofthe covemtrts or any ofthe provisions contained in these
covenants or any part thereof, shall in no mflmer affect ary ofthe other covenants, rcstrictions, conditions
or provisions hereof, which shall remaia in full force and efect,



EXECUItsD thb fro 3f &y of tEo'2015.

TcraFimLdCo, LtrJ. a FhidrLidrd Ii&inyOryy

st': cbd$r[q fregiryMdc.

Signed in ftc Pt!.aca of ft! foflocthg g) witro:

$Ehcs6S,ig@t wfrcSg@c

wbkirtN.mc l/lnccr Pri* Nc

tbdffi
Coryds-fc
EFt,lrG(t|I'E|I'tl $X|IlTtlllcrl{tf,l,lDcDt hEodto,lllyCldLs-lhlill*,o
t Sdt '.hLracqua-rffi lbahtcryycdr-*-hdlb$-dn! .,tbiErdt
br!bD.

s8L romtYirEr
N|NEDMTG-
xY@ur,IsrxEcSBs:



EXEIBTT *A'

rtg'lDescripi@

All rbccitiD hd dn||b h Sotr Ro Cffiy, Flaid., brn:
Ilc lrlorftro* % oftrc Solfrla 7r d liffi !6 orfttc Sofu Yr ad thc Sodcart yr of thc Northvrstvj + lyiry Norm of Motim &i{Sc Rrd ud Rr.r of ch nad b Sccdo ,o, Torrdip 3 i".e, it G_:!OWGd.
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