PALM BEACH COUNTY
PLANNING, ZONING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
ZONING DIVISION

Application No.: ABN/DOA-2011-00632

Control No.: 1973-00215

Applicant: Fairways LLC

Owners: Fairways Llc

Agent: Urban Design Kilday Studios - Wendy Tuma
Telephone No.: (561) 366-1100

Project Manager: Autumn Sorrow, Senior Site Planner

Location: Southwest corner of Century Boulevard and Haverhill Road (South Hampton PUD)

TITLE: a Development Order Amendment REQUEST: to delete land area and conditions of approval
TITLE: a Development Order Abandonment REQUEST: to abandon Resolution R-1993-333

APPLICATION SUMMARY: Proposed is a Development Order Amendment (DOA) to the South
Hampton Planned Unit Development (PUD), which was orginally approved by the Board of County
Commissioners (BCC) on December 18, 1973 for 240 multi-family units pursuant to Resolution R-73-
815. Also proposed is a Development Order Abandoment of Resolution R-1993-333 which was
approved by the BCC on March 16, 1993 to allow the addition of one additional access point from
Haverhill Road.

The applicant is requesting to delete 57.54-acres from the South Hampton PUD, which was a part of
a former 70.15-acre golfcourse. The remaining 12.55-acres will remain in the South Hampton PUD for
a total acreage of 23.66. The 57.54 acre parcel will be developed through a subsequent application.
(See Illustration below). The applicant is also requesting to delete 3 conditions of approval from
Resolution R-73-815 regarding the golfcourse use. The site plan indicates 240 units in 3 multi-family
buildings, 360 parking spaces, and a recreational area. Access (1 point) will remain from Century
Boulevard.
<+— North

Haverhill Road

N

Rezoning to TND ‘Refelction Bay’

57.54 Ac. .
. >
- =
Z | p
4 &
2| 2
& : Remaining g
|/ e Southampton |O
f / b
I PUD
R 23.66 Ac.
e i
BCC January 24, 2013 Page 106
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02

Control No. 1973-00215
Project No. 01000-800



ISSUES SUMMARY:
o] Project History
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Map showing overall century village development
South Hampton PUD is a development which is part of the overall Century Village community located
in central Palm Beach County. The Century Village development was constructed in the late 1960’s
under the regulations of the 1957,as amended Zoning Code, predating the regulations for PUD’s

(established in 1969), and approved as a subdivision through building permits.
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In 1973, the developer of Century Village started construction for it's final phase when they were
stopped by the County, due to lack of proper zoning approvals. This final phase consisted of 3
residential buildings, now known as South Hampton PUD. The applicant filed an application to
rezone the property from the General Commercial (CG) Zoning District to the Residential Multiple
High (RH) Zoning District and the request was approved by the BCC on May 8, 1973 through
Resolution R-73-238.

Over the next few months following this approval, Century Village Inc. and County staff met and
exchanged correspondence regarding the density of the proposed final phase, the approval process
and conditions which would be required in order to complete the construction of the final phase. On
December 18, 1973 the BCC approved a Rezoning from the General Commercial Zoning District to
the Residential Multiple Family High Zoning District including a Special Exception to allow a Planned
Unit Development though Resolution R 73-815. This approval included a number of Conditions which
were documented in a series of letters and memorandums between the County and the applicant’s
attorney. (Figures 8-14) The approval was granted for 240 residential units contained within 3
buildings and golf course to be utilized by the entire Century Village community.

On March 16, 1993, the BCC approved a Development Order Amendment to the South Hampton
PUD to add an additional access point to Haverhill Road though Resolution R-93-333. This request
was sought in order to make the golf course ingress/egress more accessible to the public, whereas
before the golf course was only accessible to the residents and their guests of Century Village.

CoNTROL NUMBER | ACTION DATE RESOLUTION
NUMBER
1973-007 Rezone from CG to RH 05-08-1973 R-73-238
1973-215 Rezone from CG to RH and allow a PUD 12-18-1973 R-73-815
1973-215(A) SE to amend PUD to add access point 03-16-1993 R-93-333

Platting/Use Restriction/Maintenance Obligation of the Golf Course

As part of this application, the applicant is proposing to delete 3 prior conditions of approval related to
the golf course (see modifications of conditions). It is important to note, with the adoption of
Resolution R-73-815, a plat restriction (Figure 15) was also imposed that required that Tract 36 (aka
the golf course) be restricted in perpetuity for golf course purposes only and is the perpetual
maintenance obligation of Century Village, Inc. However, the County Attorney and the Director of
Land Development have concluded that is restriction can be removed by an amendment to the plat if
the condition requiring the restriction is deleted from the zoning approval; which the applicant is
proposing.

Unity of Control

The existing golf course land acreage is 70.15; however the applicant is only proposing to delete
57.54 acres from the South Hampton PUD; the remaining 12.55 acres will remain in the PUD. It is
important to mention that the reason why the 12.55 acres are remaining within the PUD is for density
purposes. Without the 12.55 acres, the applicant would cause South Hampton to become
nonconforming. As such the current owner of the property will maintain ownership of the property but
will leave it as a separate Tract within the PUD. The applicant has agreed to a condition of approval
(see All Petitions Condition 3) that requires a Unity of Control binding the owner of this land (Tract
36) and the adjacent TND to maintain this property as a natural area in compliance with all County
maintenance requirements and that no development of the site can occur.

o] Development Order Abandonment

The applicant is requesting to abandon Resolution R-93-333. This Resolution was adopted as part of
the approval of Zoning Petition 73-215(A) which was a request to amend the South Hampton PUD to
add one additional Access Point from Haverhill Road to the then existing Turtle Bay Country Club. As
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mentioned previously, the applicant is proposing to delete land area to allow for the rezoning to a
TND which will be the subject of an entirely new set of development conditions related to the new use
of the property. Therefore, Resolution R-93-333 is requested to be abandoned in conjunction with the
proposed TND development of the property.

The proposal meets the requirements set forth in ULDC Article 2.A.1.Q.4. as follows:

In determining whether a development was used, implemented or benefited from, consideration shall
be given to the following factors:

a. Whether any construction or additional construction authorized in the development order
has commenced.

Yes, the public entrance from Haverhill Road was constructed; however, this occurs on the land being
deleted from the PUD. As stated above, the land being removed is proposed to be rezoned and
redeveloped as a Traditional Neighborhood Development. The golf course use no longer exists. All
associated conditions of approval contained within Resolution 93-333 are no longer applicable.

b. Whether a physical or economic use of the development order has occurred, including
physical or economic expansion.

Yes, however, the golf course is no longer operating. All improvements related to the golf course
such has parking lot and driving range will be removed.

o] Modification of Conditions

Applicant’s Request: Delete condition (item) 6 of memorandum dated May 15, 1973.

Staff's Response: The previous condition required a covenant to be filed with the golf course to
guarantee to the citizens of Century Village that this recreational area will always be maintained as
such and will not later become sites for apartment construction.

Staff recommends approval of the request as the applicant is also requesting to delete land area of
the former golf course to allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood
Development (subsequent application). Refer to the findings section for staff's evaluation of the
deletion of land area.

Applicant’s Request: Delete condition (item) 6 of letter dated June 4, 1973.

Staff's Response: The previous condition required the future maintenance of the Century Village golf
course as a recreation open space amenity.

Staff recommends approval of the request as the applicant is also requesting to delete land area of
the former golf course to allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood
Development (subsequent application). Refer to the findings section for staff's evaluation of the
deletion of land area.

Applicant’s Request: Delete a portion of condition (item) 10 of memorandum dated October 9, 1973.

Staff's Response: The previous condition recognized that the golf course was not covenanted to
remain as open space and required it to be guaranteed as a golf course for the entire Century Village
Community.

Staff recommends approval of the request as the applicant is also requesting to delete land area of
the former golf course to allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood
Development (subsequent application). Refer to the findings section for staff’'s evaluation of the
deletion of land area.

0 MODIFICATION TO REDUCE OR RECONFIGURE EXISTING GOLF COURSE, PURSUANT
TO ART.3.E.1.E.3:

Pursuant to Art.3.E.1.E.3 of the ULDC, any request for modifications to reduce the acreage or
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reconfigure the boundaries of a golf course previously approved on the Master Plan shall meet 3
criteria: regarding the following topics: Notice to Homeowners; Reduction of Open Space or
Recreation; and Visual Impact Analysis Standards. In 2004-2005, the BCC directed Zoning Division
Staff to prepare code amendments addressing golf course conversions. This code amendment
(Ordinance 2006-004) addressed concerns related to the conversion of golf courses within the PUDs
into residential uses. Before the 2006 Code was adopted, the BCC required by policy that any
applicant requesting golf course conversion to satisfy the aforementioned criteria as part of the
submittal requirements.

Staff has determined the applicant has satisfied the above submittal requirements:

Notice to Homeowners - Prior to submission of the application the applicant sent information
regarding the application via certified mail/return receipt, to property owners within the South
Hampton PUD (240 residents). Additionally, Century Village has included information about the
project on their website blog http://century-village-wpb.blogspot.com/. In accordance with Article
3.E.1.E.3, the applicant must provide minutes of any Association membership meetings, including
the vote concerning the subject request. The applicant has stated that they have attempted
numerous times to speak with the 3 different homeowners associations of South Hampton, but
that their offer has been declined every time.

Reduction of Open Space or Recreation - South Hampton PUD was approved under the
regulations set forth in Zoning Ordinance 73-2, as amended. The regulations for PUD’s at that
time required the provision of a minimum of 35% of the gross land area as Open Space.
Additionally, it gave provisions for major recreation facility to be counted towards the requirements
of the open space computation. The Golf Course within this PUD was platted separately from the
remainder of the PUD, and included a restriction on the plat that it would remain in perpetuity for
golf course purposes.

In late 2003, the Zoning Code for PUDs (Ordinance 2003-067) was amended to require dedication
of a minimum of 40% of the gross land area for open space. Pursuant to Article 1.1.2.0.13, Open
Space means “...unbuilt land reserved for, or shown on the approved site plan or PDP, as one or
more of the following uses preservation, conservation, wetlands, well site dedicated to PBCWUD,
passive recreation, greenway, landscaping, landscape buffer, and water management tracts. In
the AGR district, open space shall also include unbuilt land area for bona fide agriculture uses.”
The BCC'’s direction of golf conversions was codified in 2006, and the current applicant is subject
to the 40% open space dedication.

According to the May 15, 1973 letter, note 4 (Figure 8): “The density shall be calculated on the
net building area and not a gross acreage basis becaue Century Village | not allowed to compute
that area of the golf course included in the rezoning requst as ope space by virtue of the fact the
project is not a Planned Unit Development. The density, therefore will be closer to 191 units
rather than thhe 245 originally proposed by the developer.” Therefore the applicant subsquently
applied for another rezoning from the General Commercial Zoning District to the Residential
Multiple Family High Zoning District including a Special Exception to allow a Planned Unit
Development so that they may include the golf course as an open space element for density
purposes.

With the proposed deletion of land area (57.54-acres of the golf course and open space) the
remaining acreage for the PUD (23.66-acres) will meet all PUD open space criteria. As a PUD,
40% of the PUD shall be provided as open space. This equates to 9.54 acres. The Preliminary
Master Plan proposed 18.09 acres of open space consisting of the 12.55 acre former golf course
and additional open space within the residential tract.

Additionally, the applicant analyzed the recreational amenities offered to the residents of South
Hampton and determined that the development meets the minimum recreation requirements for
the PUD with those amenities included in the acreage and those amenities with the Century
Village community.

Visual Impact Analysis Standards- The purpose of the Visual Impact Analysis (VIA) is to assess
the compatibility and impact of the proposed reconfiguration of the golf course on adjacent
properties. Urban Design Kilday Studios (UDKS), agent for the applicant submitted the VIA
(Figure 17). The VIA includes 3 line of site sections through the South Hampton Property. The 3
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specific points were located along the view corridor of the three existing South Hampton Buildings.
Each existing building faces the former golf course (or north) and has a view across the open
space to Century Village. Since there are no changes proposed to the open space remaining
within South Hampton, the view across the open space will remain as it currently exists. The
cross-sections in the VIA reflect this situation. UDKS included one point from the eastern building
where possible views include a portion of the proposed Reflection Bay TND (subsequent
application). In addition to an aerial view of the site and cross sections, the VIA also includes
photos representing the existing conditions of the site and the surrounding areas.

Staff utilized the applicant’s VIA to assess whether there is any compatibility issues and negative
impact generated from this request on adjacent properties. Staff's summary on the VIA is located
within Standards 2 and 4 in the Findings portion of this report.

FINDINGS:
Development Order Amendments:

Applications for Conditional Uses, Requested Uses and Development Order Amendments must be
found generally compatible with the other uses permitted in a district, but require individual review of
their location, design, configuration, intensity and/or density and may require the imposition of
conditions to ensure the appropriateness and compatibility of the use at a particular location.

When considering a Development Order application for a Development Order Amendment (DOA), the
BCC and ZC shall consider standards 1 — 9 indicated below. A DOA, which fails to meet any of these
standards, shall be deemed adverse to the public interest and shall not be approved. Staff has
reviewed the request for compliance with the standards that are expressly established by Article
2.B.2.B and provides the following assessment:

1. Consistency with the Plan — The proposed use or amendment is consistent with the
purposes, goals, objectives and policies of the Plan, including standards for building
and structural intensities and densities, and intensities of use.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant indicated in the Justification Statement that: “South Hampton currently has 240 existing
units. These units will remain. As a part of this application, the applicant did not delete the entire golf
course from the PUD as doing this would leave South Hampton PUD enough land area to comply
with the maximum density allowed. Approximately 12.55 acres of the former golf course remain as a
part of PUD. There is enough land to allow for 278 units.”

Staff‘'s Analysis: Staff has determined that the request is in_ compliance with Standard 1 based on
the following analysis.

The Planning Division has reviewed the application and found the requests to be consistent with the
policies, purposes, goals and objectives of the Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan (Plan). The
South Hampton Development was approved prior to the County implementing the Plan. After the
adoption of the Plan in 1989, South Hampton PUD was patrtially given a designation of Commercial
High with an underlying 8 units per acre (CH/8) and partially High Residential 18 (HR-18).

UNITS EXISTING
LAND USE ACREAGE
ALLOWED UNITS
CH/8 14.68 AC 117 240
HR 18 8.98 AC 161 0
ToTAL 23.66 AC 278 240

0 Workforce Housing (WFH)

This application is not subject to WFH requirements because no additional units are being requested.

2. Consistency with the Code - The proposed use or amendment complies with all

applicable standards and provisions of this Code for use, layout, function, and general
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development characteristics. The proposed use also complies with all applicable
portions of Article 4.B, SUPPLEMENTARY USE STANDARDS.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant’s Justification Statement indicated that “The proposed amendment complies with all
applicable standards and provisions of the Code for the use, layout, function, and general
development characteristics. Specifically, the proposed uses comply with all applicable portions of
Article 4.B, Supplementary Use Standards”. Additionally, the applicant describes compliance with: 1)
Article 3 of the Code for Modifications to Reduce or Reconfigure Existing Golf Courses, through the
provision of notification to the residents of South Hampton, 2) Article 3 of the Code for no reduction in
required open space, and 3) Article 3 of the Code for Visual Impact Analysis.

Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the request is in_compliance with Standard 2 based on the following
analysis.

Standard 2 describes two requirements that must be met in order to comply with this standard. The
first portion requires the applicant to demonstrate that: "The proposed use or amendment complies
with all applicable standards and provisions of this Code for use, layout, function, and general
development characteristics.” The second portion of Standard 2 requires the applicant to demonstrate
whether: "The proposed use also complies with all applicable portions of Article 4.B, Supplementary
Use Standards.”

It is important to note that even though the following analysis addresses Standard 2, there is a reason
to include analysis of Standard 4 (Design Minimize Adverse Impact) as these two standards are
closely interrelated in terms of demonstration of compliance to meet a) the layout, function and
general development characteristics under Standard 2; and b) the proposed design minimizes
adverse effects on adjacent properties under Standard 4.

As previously stated, the request is to abandon a prior resolution, delete conditions of approval, and
delete 57.54 acres of land, i.e. to convert a golf course for the rezoning to a Traditional Neighborhood
Development (subsequent application). Staff has determined that the request does comply with the
both set of requirements under Standard 2.

The following analysis explains why these requests are in compliance with the applicable provisions
pertaining to layout, function and general development characteristics and are presented under
headings of:

e Planned Development District Purpose and Intent
e Layout, Function and General Development Characteristics
e Objectives and Standards for PDD and PUD

Findings of Facts under each of these headings will also be utilized to determine whether the request
is in compliance with Standard 4, Design Minimize Adverse Impact.

o] Planned Development District Purpose and Intent

South Hampton PUD was approved as a Special Exception to allow a PUD. However, as mentioned
before, it was the last remaining portion of the Century Village development to be built and was only
developed as a PUD for density purposes. In the letter dated October 9, 1973 (Figure 13) item 10,
point 4 states: “this new project planned and zoned under a different zoning ordinance, subdivision
and platting regulation ordinance, and landscape and parking ordinance was designed to interface
with the old Century Village project which developed in the county prior to the updating of the
antiquated zoning and subdivision regulations in force in 1969”. This letter, including the other letters
(Exhibits 8-14) referenced in the original approval, document that it was not the original intent of the
developers to design this as a PUD and further documented that the PUD was awarded flexibility on
meeting certain code requirements. Additionally, the golf course existed prior to the approval of the
South Hampton PUD, but was included within the PUD in order to be covenanted to remain as open
space and guaranteed as a golf course for the entire Century Village community (Figure 13, Letter
dated October 9, 1973).

The South Hampton PUD is vested for what is shown on the approved Master Plan. The proposed
DOA to delete land area will not negatively impact the existing residential pod of the PUD; there are
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existing amenities and facilities which will remain unaffected by the removal of the majority portion of
the golf course.

o] Layout, Function and General Development Characteristics

It is important to remind the reader that the applicant is proposing to develop the deleted 57.54-acre
site as a TND (application Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203). Although, the design, layout,
function, and compatibility of the Reflection Bay TND will be addressed through a subsequent
application, it is important to mention the existing conditions of the golf course, the impact on South
Hampton PUD with the deletion of land area, and the Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203
application now as that application is contingent upon the approval of this application.

Existing conditions of golf course

In 1993, the owner of the golf course filed an application with the County to allow an additional access
point from Haverhill Road; the BCC approved the request with the adoption of Resolution R-93-333.
Subsequently, the current owner and applicant bought the property and continued to operate it as a
public course. However, the applicant states that due to the general decline in the popularity of golf,
changes in area demographics, and style of this older course, the course was no longer able to
support itself and closed in May of 2009. Since that time the vacant land which formerly included the
golf course has been maintained to County minimum standards.

South Hampton impact

The applicant is not proposing any changes to the South Hampton PUD that will impact the layout,
function and general development characteristics. The applicant is deleting a 57.54-acre portion of
the overall 70.15 acre golf course; the remaining 12.55 acres will remain within the PUD. The
reservation of these 12.55 acres will maintain the existing views that the residents of the PUD have,
as well as the residents in Golf’'s Edge Condo’s to the north which are not a part of the PUD but are a
part of the Century Village.

Reflection Bay TND design

There are 27 buildings with approximately 296 units within Century Village that abut the golf course
land that is to be deleted and rezoned and designed as a TND. The applicant has designed the TND
so that the commercial uses are located along the Haverhill road frontage, followed by mixed-use
buildings varying in height up to five stories (see rendering below). Moving away from Haverhill
Road towards the north and south perimeter, the density and massing of the buildings are maintained
at the lowest scales with zero lot line, cluster, and townhome residences of two to three stories,
showing care and respect for the neighboring development. As the project continues to the west, a
large park opens up to the community and is the foreground to a series of three story townhome
residences located on its western edge. Along the entire western boundary to Century Village is a
series of lakes providing a natural open buffer for all of its neighboring residents. It is staff’s
determination that both applications are consistent with the Layout, Function and General
Development Characteristics of the Code.

Aerial and renderlng of South Hampton PUD and Reflectlon Bay ND -
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3. Compatibility with Surrounding Uses — The proposed use or amendment is compatible
and generally consistent with the uses and character of the land surrounding and in the
vicinity of the land proposed for development.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant indicated that “South Hampton PUD remains compatible with the surrounding Century
Village development with the proposed deletion of land area. The proposed shape, size and location
of the lands to be deleted were designed to minimize the effect of the new development (Reflection
Bay) on the surrounding existing communities. Taking all these factors into account, the new project
meets all standards utilized to make a determination of compatibility. Finally, as is the case in all
projects reviewed by the County staff where a project abuts existing development, appropriate
Conditions of Approval can provide for additional standards of buffering to assure compatibility.”

Staff‘s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the request is in compliance with Standard 3 based on the following:

The 70.15-acre golf course parcel is located within the existing PUD, abutting 3 multi-family
residential buildings within South Hampton and 27 external to the PUD on the west. The applicant is
not proposing any changes to the South Hampton PUD that will impact compatibility within the PUD.
The applicant is deleting a 57.54-acre portion of the overall 70.15 acre golf course; the remaining
12.55-acres will remain within the PUD. The reservation of these 12.55-acres will maintain the
existing views that the residents of the PUD have, as well as the residents in Golf's Edge Condo’s to
the north which are not a part of the PUD but are a part of the Century Village. South Hampton PUD
is surrounded by residential uses (multi-family and mobile homes), commercial uses and a Place of
Worship. South Hampton PUD was originally found to be compatible with the surrounding land uses
during the original approval in the 1970s.

The land area being deleted abuts 27 midrise multi-family buildings within Century Village on the west
property line, Haverhill Road on the east property line, and Century Village Haverhill entrance on the
North Property line. The proposed development that will be constructed on the former golf course
(Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203) includes a mix of multi-family housing types, neighborhood
parks, commercial uses, recreation facility, and a 100 bed Congregate Living Facility, consistent with
the residential uses that directly abut the parcels. The proposed location on the site and layout of the
multifamily units have been designed to take into account the surrounding existing development in
terms of types of homes (all multi-family), existing buffers, existing views, proximity to the proposed
development area, and dimensions of the proposed development area. All of these factors helped
determine the placement and type of the proposed homes as well as buffers, access locations,
retention areas, and recreation areas.

4, Design Minimizes Adverse Impact — The design of the proposed use minimizes adverse
effects, including visual impact and intensity of the proposed use on adjacent lands.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant stated that: “...great care was utilized in developing a Master Plan which would remain
respectful to the existing units of South Hampton PUD. As the entire golf course lands were not
needed to develop Reflection Bay, the determination of which land should be developed was
extremely important. The result was locating the development up to Haverhill Road and leaving
portions adjacent to Century Village and South Hampton residential units as open space.

This application to delete land area minimizes adverse impact by leaving 12.55 acres of former golf
course to remain as open space within the South Hampton PUD. The land is located directly
between South Hampton and the adjacent Century Village neighborhood. Rather than making this
land a part of the future Reflection Bay project, the land remains as open space and therefore
minimizes adverse impact.”

Staff’s Analysis:

Staff has determined that the request is in_ compliance with Standard 4 based on the analysis, and is
presented under the following headings. Some of the Finding of Facts have been referenced in Staff
Analysis of Standard 2.
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e Planned Development District Purpose and Intent

e Layout, Function and General Development Characteristics

e Objectives and Standards for PDD and PUD Circulation, Access and Cul-de-sac
e Open Space

o] Planned Development District Purpose and Intent

See Staff’'s Analysis under Standard 2, Consistency with Code

o] Layout, Function and General Development Characteristics

See Staff’'s Analysis under Standard 2, Consistency with Code

o] Objectives and Standards for PDD and PUD
See Staff’s Analysis under Standard 2, Consistency with Code
0] Open Space

With the proposed deletion of land area (portion of the golf course and open space) the remaining
acreage for the PUD (23.66-acres) will meet all PUD open space criteria. As a PUD, 40% of the PUD
shall be provided as open space. This equates to 9.54 acres. The Preliminary Master Plan proposed
18.09 acres of open space consisting of the 12.55 acre former golf course and additional open space
within the residential tract. The approved master plan, exhibit 14, dated April 9, 1974 states the
project includes 6.1% of open space. It also notes the open space excludes golf course, uncovered
parking, driveways, other impervious surfaces and water bodies.

When reviewing the proposed development one must consider the concept of a neighborhood: size,
boundaries, open spaces and recreation, proximity to civic and commercial areas and the internal
road and pedestrian networks. In this case, focus must be placed on the redevelopment of
community and its effect on the surrounding neighborhoods. The Visual Impact Analysis (VIA)
(Figure 17) is a planning tool used to assist the designer in visualizing how the proposed changes
impact the existing development. The key issues of the request to convert a golf course into
residential use revolve around the loss of usable open space and recreation, the vehicular and
pedestrian circulation and interconnectivity; the layout and function of the design and their impacts on
the existing community.

The golf course land is located at the southwest intersection of Century Boulevard and Haverhill Road
and only abuts 3 (South Hampton, Green Brier, and Golf's Edge) neighborhoods within Century
Village. As stated before this application will maintain the existing views of South Hampton residents
and the western most “Green Brier” residents as 12.55-acres of the golf course will remain within the
PUD and will not be not be altered. The remaining Green Brier and Golf's Edge residents are the
only residents that will be visibly impacted by the redevelopment of the former golf course. It is staff's
professional opinion that the golf course was never intended and/or designed to provide all of the
community’s open space and recreation amenities as a golf course, because it is separated from
most of the residents within the community.

Additionally, the golf course is currently being maintained at the minimum county standards and is not
readily accessible or utilized by the residents of century village as usable open space or recreation
area.

5. Design Minimizes Environmental Impact — The proposed use and design minimizes
environmental impacts, including, but not limited to, water, air, storm water
management, wildlife, vegetation, wetlands and the natural functioning of the
environment.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant stated in the Justification Statement that: “The proposed amendment does not result in
significantly adverse impacts to the natural environment. The affected area contains limited amounts
of existing native vegetation. There are several mature ficus trees on the property that will be
preserved or relocated to provide focal points for the new development”.
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Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the request is in_compliance with Standard 5 based on the following
analyses.

The Department of Environmental Resource Management (ERM) indicates that the site contains
limited amounts of existing native vegetation; is not located within a Well field Protection Zone; and
that no significant environmental issues are associated with this application beyond compliance with
ULDC requirements.

6. Development Patterns — The proposed use or amendment will result in a logical, orderly
and timely development pattern.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant stated: “As previously discussed in the sections discussing Compatibility and Impacts,
the proposed development of single dwelling and multi-family homes on this property is consistent
with the established development multi-family homes currently existing on the abutting properties.
Additionally, on the East side of Haverhill Road there is an established mobile home park also
developed at a higher density. In laying out the various units types within the project, the densest
uses were located in closest proximity to the major transportation network along Haverhill Road. The
areas closest to existing development have been sited with less dense housing types and most
significantly large areas of open space in the form of lake areas and/or significant green space. Due
to the intense development already existing in the general area there are already many commercial
services, employment opportunities, and transportation infrastructure located in close proximity.”

Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the request is in_compliance with Standard 6 based on the following
analysis.

The proposed deletion of 57.54 acres is surrounded by properties that have been developed as
residential and commercial uses. With the deletion of land area the applicant proposes to design the
site as a TND (Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203) with a total of 732 residential units with a 100-
bed CLF, 15, 000 square foot recreation facility, and 84,500 square feet of general retail. The
proposed uses will continue the multiple-family and commercial development pattern already
established in this area of the County.

7. Consistency with Neighborhood Plans — The proposed development or amendment is
consistent with applicable neighborhood plans in accordance with BCC policy.

Applicant’s Statement:
The applicant stated that: “South Hampton PUD is not located within the boundaries of a
neighborhood plan study area and therefore is not in conflict with this ULDC standard”.

Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that this Standard does not apply to the applicant’s requests.

8. Adequate Public Facilities — The extent to which the proposed use complies with Art. 2. F,
Concurrency.

Applicant’s Statement:
The applicant stated that: “The project currently is vested for the 240 existing units.”

Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the proposed request is in_compliance with Article 2.F Concurrency,
subject to proposed conditions of approval as indicated in Exhibit C.

9. Changed Conditions or Circumstances — There are demonstrated changed conditions
or circumstances that necessitate a modification.

Applicant’s Statement:

The applicant’s justification statement breaks this standard down into three reasons there are
changed circumstances for the proposed development.
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1. The popularity of Golf Courses aft diminished, and therefore less revenue to maintain
the courses;

2. The property becomes an attractive nuisance.
3. The current status quo has become an economic blight for the surrounding property
owners.

The applicant alludes to the fact that golf courses were a standard recreational amenity utilized by
many PUDs (Figure 18), and because of its popularity the courses were able to be maintained by the
fees that were collected. The applicant quotes the New York Times for the reason that the popularity
of golf has dwindled and that fewer players provide for less revenue and in turn closure of golf
courses.

The applicant states that the “...blighted conditions at South Hampton is a changed of circumstances
which currently affects the communities which abut the property....the residences which enjoyed the
previous golf course views now look out at an open space which receives minimum maintenance
required by the County. Without any revenue, the property owner can only provide what is required.”

Staff’s Analysis:
Staff has determined that the request is in_compliance with Standard 9 based on the following
analysis:

The golf course is located at the southeastern most area of the Century Village development and only
abuts a portion of the South Hampton PUD development and those residents in Green Briar and
Golfs Edge. It is determination that the golf course was never designed nor intended to be an integral
part of the residential development.

Finally, staff has determined that the redevelopment of the former golf course land to a TND
potentially better serve the needs of the surrounding residential communities along Haverhill Road
and Okeechobee Boulevard as well as Century Village, which is an approximate 600-acre
development with thousands of residents over the age of 55. The Resident Service Center, which is
approved for: Retail Sales, General; Business or Professional Office; Medical or Dental Office;
Financial Institution; Personal Services; and Limited Adult Daycare is currently the only place where
residents can conveniently receive nonresidential goods and services. The TND will provide retail
and services at a convenient location to the residents of Century Village and will prevent them from
having to travel far outside of the development.

FINAL CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

Since the Century Village development was first established in the late 1960s, the approximate 600-
acre subject site has supported primarily residential uses, golf courses and ancillary uses.
Additionally, through the original 1970’s planning and preparation for the approval for the South
Hampton PUD there were several pieces of correspondence between County staff and the developer
that referred the use of the golf course. The golf course was to be maintained as a golf course for
use by the residents. However, unlike other golf course communities, Century Village (nor South
Hampton PUD) was not planned, designed, and constructed with the golf course as the key design
component for the entire development with emphasis on enhanced compatibility to the residential
pods abutting it. The golf course is located at the southeastern most area of the Century Village
development and only abuts the South Hampton PUD residents and those who reside in Green Briar
and Golfs Edge. Although those residents took advantage of the golf course through views of open
and natural areas; staff has determined that the redevelopment of the former golf course to a TND will
provide more services and address the needs of the community on a larger scale.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the requests subject to 13 Conditions of
Approval as indicated in Exhibit C.

MOTION: To adopt a resolution approving a Development Order Abandonment to abandon
Resolution R-1993-333.

MOTION: To adopt a resolution approving a Development Order Amendment to delete land area and
conditions of approval subject to the conditions of approval contained in Exhibit C.
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ZONING COMMISSION HEARING — December 2, 2011

This application was on the regular agenda and was presented concurrently with the contingent
rezoning application, Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203. Staff presented their findings, followed
by a presentation by the applicant. Staff received 446 comment cards from the public; 433 in
opposition, (of which 29 members of the public spoke), 11 in support, (of which 2 members of the
public spoke), and 2 cards that did not indicate opposition or support. The applicant also provided 95
cards in support of the project from Century Village residents. The main reasons listed for opposition
were: too many strip malls in the area, security concerns, drainage issues, compromised emergency
response time, plat restrictions should not be amended, increase in traffic, taxes, noise, children,
population, the quality of life will be compromised, residents bought their units because of the golf
course amenity, reduced property values, and reduced green space and recreation. The main reason
listed for support were: former golf course use will never be re-established as a golf course, increased
property values, and residents will have more places to go.

After the public comment portion of the hearing was closed, most of the discussion among the
Commissioners, staff, and the agent revolved around the design of the project. The Commissioners’
discussion included, but not limited to: the proposed interconnectivity to Century Village should
remain in the event that Century Village agrees to the cross access in the future, development will
bring up the area and raise property value, if the applicant proposed a wall along the western side
that wall should not be opaque so that Century Village residents can have a view of the lakes, the
applicant should provide a walkway around the proposed lakes.

The Zoning Commission recommended approval with a vote of 6 to 1 with the following conditions:

1) Revise the site plan for the proposed TND (Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203) to provide
for a fence along the west property line to address the concern concerns of the Century Village
residents.

2) Revise the site plan for the proposed TND (Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203) to provide
for a walkway around the proposed lakes.

3) The 12.55 acres of the former golf course remaining within the South Hampton PUD shall be
prohibited from filing an application with the County to allow development on the site. See ALL
PETITIONS CONDITION 9.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSION HEARING - January 25, 2012 and subsequent meetings

This application was on the regular agenda and was presented concurrently with the contingent
rezoning application, Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203. Staff presented their findings, followed
by a presentation by the applicant. Staff received 86 comment cards from the public; 59 in
opposition, 26 in support and 1 card that did not indicate opposition or support. Submitted into the
record at the meeting were the following documents: 1) letters to the Commissioners from various
individuals in opposition to the project, 2) original Century Village sale brochures listing the golf
course as an amenity, 3) a petition in opposition from the South Hampton PUD with 216 signatures,
4) a petition in opposition from the residents of Cypress Lakes with 110 signatures, 5) a petition in
opposition from the residents of Holiday Plaza with 89 signatures, 6) postcards in support from the
Owners of the former golf course with 450 signatures, and 7) an Economic Impact Analysis.

The main reasons listed for opposition were reiterated from the ZC hearing: too many strip malls in
the area, security concerns, drainage issues, compromised emergency response time, plat
restrictions should not be amended, increase in traffic, taxes, noise, children, population, the quality
of life will be compromised, residents bought their units because of the golf course amenity, reduced
property values, and reduced green space and recreation. The main reason listed for support were:
former golf course use will never be re-established as a golf course, increased property values,
residents will have more places to go, change is good, and increased employment.

After the public comment portion of the hearing was closed, most of the discussion among the
Commissioners, staff, and the agent revolved around the design of the project and the use of the land
as a golf course. The Commissioners’ discussion included, but not limited to: selling the land to a golf
course developer/owner, will the current developer be compensating the homeowners who paid more
money to live on a golf course, past Commissioners put the restrictive covenant on the Plat to protect
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the residents, the project as proposed is too intense, not enough communication between the
residents and owner/applicant, former golf course land is not being maintained, golf course is not
intertwined with the community, and the need sustainable mixed-use communities. The BCC
postponed the application(s) with a vote of 6-0 until October 25, 2012 to give the residents and
owner/applicant additional time to work together and come to a consensus and/or to find a buyer and
golf course operator.

September 13, 2012 — Meeting with Owner/Applicant and staff

Zoning Staff met with the Owner and the applicant to get a status update of the project since the BCC
postponed this project in January until October. At the meeting the owner/applicant stated the
following:

» The owner stated they have had several meetings with the “Welcome Neighborhood Club”
(comprised of residents in support) from February to May. The owner also stated they have
had communications with the original developer, Mr. Levy; whom gave 2 recommendations for
the use of the property.

» The owner stated that they did not contact the United Civic Organization (UCO) of the entire
Century Village until recently, pursuant to a letter dated August 29, 2012.

» The owner/applicant has a meeting scheduled for September 19, 2012 with UCO to
review/discuss the project. In a letter dated September 20, 2012 summarizing the meeting, the
owner/applicant stated the following: Century Village may be interested in a more
comprehensive assisted living facility than the one currently planned for Reflection Bay as well
as restaurants and a nine-hole golf facility and driving range. These proposed changes would
required an amendment to the proposed plans.]

Conclusion: the proposed plans have not changed and all proposals remain the same as presented
to the BCC in January.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSION HEARING - October 25, 2012 and subsequent meetings

This application was on the regular agenda; however, the applicant asked for a 90 day postponement
to afford them more time to meet with UCO, Century Village Delegates, the Proactive Committee, and
other residents of Century Village. Forty-six members of public spoke in response to the applicant's
request for a postponement; 37 in opposition of the postponement and 9 in support. After discussion
among the Commissioners, the project was postponed with a vote of 4-3 until January 24, 2013 to
give the residents and owner/applicant additional time to work together and come to a consensus on
future development.

In a letter dated December 19, 2012 to staff (Exhibit E), the applicant summarized a series of
meetings between themselves, the property owners, and residents of Century Village as follows:

» November 29, 2012 - Based on UCQO's recommendation, a town hall meeting was scheduled at
the Century Village Theater in order to further discuss the revised Reflection Bay master plan
which includes a nine hole golf course. The applicant stated that the meeting was only
attended by 42 people although it was noticed and advertised.

» December 7, 2012 - UCO Delegate Meeting. At the meeting a motion was made and seconded
by UCO delegates. The motion read: | make a motion to approve the Revised Reflection Bay
Master Plan, and to authorize UCO officers to negotiate the economic terms of the revised
plan with the Developer, and then bring it back to the body in January for further consideration.
The motion was discussed at length but consideration was discontinued as the meeting lost its
guorum and therefore died. The applicant concludes that they wish to proceed with the current
plan(s) since UCO is the only organization with the ability to negotiate an agreement on behalf
of the residents and they do not feel that support from UCO will be obtained.

Conclusion: the proposed plans have not changed and all proposals remain the same as presented to
the BCC in January 2012 and October 2012.

PUBLIC COMMENT SUMMARY: Due to the lengthy postponement of the project, staff sent out
Public Courtesy Notices three times, once in November 2011, second in September 2012, and lastly
in January 2013. At the time of the first publication of the staff report in November of 2011, staff had
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received 364 responses from the public notices that were sent out regarding this project. 350
responses were in opposition and 14 were in support of the project. The objecting residents have
formed the “Proactive Committee” and have followed the project closely throughout Development
Review Committee process. The main reasons cited for opposition is that the residents do not want
the removal of the golf course from the South Hampton plat or any development on the golf course
property that adjoins Century Village. Other reasons listed for opposition were: safety, increases in
traffic, children, population, and noise, and reduction of green space.

During the second round of Public Courtesy Notices in September of 2012, staff received 102
responses (at time of publication) from the public notices that were sent out regarding this project. 97
responses were in opposition and 5 were in support of the project. The main reason cited for
opposition were: too much traffic, unrented homes, vacant commercial spaces, former golf course
should be reestablished, lack of security, noise, congestion, water and sewer services will be
negatively impacted, and development will cause on-going construction nuisances. In addition to the
Public Courtesy Notices staff received 17 phone calls from the public; 5 in support of the project, 1 in
opposition to the project, and 11 seeking general information about the project.

During the third round of Public Courtesy Notices in January of 2013, staff received 0 responses (at
time of publication) from the public notices that were sent out regarding this project.

TABULAR DATA

EXISTING PROPOSED
Property Control 00-42-43-23-40-036-0000 Same
Number(s)
Land Use Designation: High Residential (HR-18) amd Commercial High | Same
(CH-8)
. . : Same
Zoning District: Planned Unit Development
Tier: Urban/Suburban Same
Use: Multifamily Residential and golf course MUIt.'fam'.ly
Residential

Acreage: 83.6 23.66
Dwelling Units: 240 240
Density: 2.87 10.14
Access: Century Village Drive Same
SURROUNDING LAND USES:

NORTH:

FLU Designation: High Residential (HR-18)

Zoning District: Multi-Family Residential (High Density) District (RH)

Supporting: Multi Family

EAST:

FLU Designation: Medium Residential (MR-5)

Zoning District: Multi-Family Residential (Medium Density) District (RM)

Supporting: Temple ( Control No 1984-153)

EAST:

FLU Designation: High Residential (HR-8)

Zoning District: Neighborhood Commercial District (CN)

Supporting: Retail

EAST:

FLU Designation: High Residential (HR-8)
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Zoning District: Multi-Family Residential (High Density) District (RH)
Supporting: Mobile Home Park

EAST:

FLU Designation: High Residential (HR-8)

Zoning District: Single-Family Residential District (RS)
Supporting: Day Care Center ( Control No 1987-121)

EAST:

FLU Designation: High Residential (HR-8)

Zoning District: Multi-Family Residential (High Density) District (RH)
Supporting: Vacant ( Control No 1988-135)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)

Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: General retail/ Restaurant/ Place of Worship ( Control No 1994-002)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: Professional/Medical Office ( Control No 1974-011)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: (Retail)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: Boat Supplies (Retail)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: Adult Entertainment ( Control No 1979-025)

SOUTH:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: Multiple Use Planned Development District (MUPD)
Supporting: Vehicle Sales and Rental ( Control No 1979-133)

WEST:

FLU Designation: High Residential, with cross-hatching (HR-8X)
Zoning District: Multi-Family Residential (High Density) District (RH)
Supporting: Multi Family

WEST:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: Professional/ Medical Office ( Control No 2003-050)

WEST:

FLU Designation: Commercial High, with an underlying HR-8 (CH/8)
Zoning District: General Commercial District (CG)

Supporting: Multi Family ( Control No 1980-025)

South Hampton PUD is surrounded by residential uses (multi-family and mobile homes), commercial
uses and a Place of Worship. South Hampton PUD was originally found to be compatible with the
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surrounding land uses during the original approval in the 1970s. The proposed deletion of land area
and development order abandonment to allow for the redevelopment of the former golf course to a
TND will be consistent with the uses already existing in this area of the county.

0 Signage/Architecture/landscape

The applicant is not proposing any changes to signage, architecture, or landscaping with this request,
with the exception of the addition of a 5-foot compatibility buffer located adjacent to the proposed
TND (Reflection Bay ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203).

STAFF REVIEW AND ANALYSIS

PLANNING DIVISION COMMENTS:

FUTURE LAND USE (FLU) PLAN DESIGNATION: High Residential, 18 units per acre (HR-18) on
8.98 acres and Commercial High/8 Residential units per acre (CH-8) 14.68 acres.

TIER: The subject site is in the Urban/Suburban Tier.

FUTURE ANNEXATION AREAS: The subject site is within the future annexation area of the City of
West Palm Beach.

CONSISTENCY WITH FUTURE LAND USE (FLU) PLAN DESIGNATION: The Planning Division has
reviewed the request for a Development Order Amendment (DOA) to delete land from the South
Hampton PUD (Century Village Plat 14, Control Number 1973-215), delete/amend Conditions of
Approval, and a Development Order Abandonment to abandon Resolution 1993-333.

As noted above, the parcel features a split in the FLU designations with both Commercial High with
an underlying 8 units per acre (CH/8), and High Residential, 18 units per acre (HR-18). It is currently
built with 240 multi-family dwelling units, and a golf course. The project was approved in 1973, prior
to the establishment of FLU designations. FLU designations were later assigned based on existing
zoning approvals and, in the case of the commercial designation, what appears to be an
interpretation and application of policies for intended/future growth under a later Comprehensive Plan
(1980), before the current designation system created in 1989.

South Hampton PUD consists of 81.2 acres, of which 70.15 acres make up the Turtle Bay Golf
Course (PCN 00-42-43-23-40-037-0000). 57.54 acres of the Turtle Bay Golf Course is proposed to
be deleted and rezoned to a Traditional Neighborhood District (TND) by concurrent application
ZVITDD/R-2011-01203 (Reflection Bay TND). The remaining acreage of the golf course will stay with
the South Hampton PUD as open space and to meet density requirement for the 240 existing built
units in the revised 23.66-acre PUD.

To calculate the density of the revised PUD, the acreage of each FLU designation was utilized.

Maximum density for South Hampton PUD:

8.98 ac. x 18 units per acre (HR-18) = 161.64 or 161 units

14.68 ac. x 8 units per acre (CH-8) = 117.44 or 117 units

23.66 ac

Total number of units allowed = 278 units

Units approved per Site Plan = 240 units

Total unutilized dwelling unit potential for South Hampton PUD = 38units

This approximates a built/existing density of 10.14 dwelling units/acre for the 23.66-acre South
Hampton PUD.

Workforce Housing:
As the original PUD approval predates the Workforce Housing Program (WHP), and the applicant
does not propose to increase the number of units, no WHP units are required.

SPECIAL OVERLAY DISTRICT/NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN/PLANNING STUDY AREA: The subject
site is not within the boundaries of any Special Overlay District/Neighborhood Plan or Planning Study
Area.
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FINDINGS: The request is consistent with the CH/8 and HR-18 FLU designations of the Palm Beach
County Comprehensive Plan.

ENGINEERING COMMENTS:

This application is to delete land area from the PDD approval and to abandon a resolution which
allowed an additional access point to Haverhill Road. Conditions relating to the development of the
remaining area are placed under application ZV/TDD/R-2011-1203.

PALM BEACH COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT:

No Staff Review Analysis

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT COMMENTS:

VEGETATION PROTECTION: This is a developed residential community.

WELLFIELD PROTECTION ZONE: Part of the western portion of the PUD lies within Wellfield
Protection Zones 3 and 4.

IRRIGATION CONSERVATION CONCERNS AND SURFACE WATER: All new installations of
automatic irrigation systems shall be equipped with a water sensing device that will automatically
discontinue irrigation during periods of rainfall pursuant to the Water and Irrigation Conservation
Ordinance No. 93-3. Any non stormwater discharge or the maintenance or use of a connection that
results in a non stormwater discharge to the stormwater system is prohibited pursuant to Palm Beach
County Stormwater Pollution Prevention Ordinance No. 93-15.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: There are no significant environmental issues associated with this
petition beyond compliance with ULDC requirements.

OTHER:

FIRE PROTECTION: The Palm Beach County Department of Fire Rescue will provide fire protection.
SCHOOL IMPACTS: No Staff Review Analysis

PARKS AND RECREATION: No Staff Review Analysis

CONCURRENCY: The proposed Zoning Map Amendment complies with Article 2.F of the ULDC,
Concurrency (Adequate Public Facility Standards).

WATER/SEWER PROVIDER: Palm Beach County Water Utilities Division
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PALM BEACH COUNTY PLANNING DIVISION
SITE LOCATION AND LAND USE
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The above variance(s) was granted subject (o the following conditions:
DEVELOPMENT ORDER

The Development Order for this parlicular variance shalllapse on 01/1972007, one
vear from the approval date (DATE: MONITORING-ZONING).

ZONING CONDITIONS

1. Zoning - By 0111812007, the applicant shall provide the Buiding Division
with  Gopy of of Adjustment result letier and a copy of the site
plan presented to the Bodrd, simultaneously with the building permit

application. (BUILDING: DATE: ZO!

2. Zoning - By 011912007 or prior to DRO catification. the appiicant shall
‘amand the approved site pian to reflect the variance approval pursuant
BA-2005-1304. (DRO: DATE: ZONING)

S 23 09 LI BULOINGS (240 PUS)
I £
e
o8 UNDER

DENSITY CALCULATIONS
LAND USE | ACREAGE | ALLOWED UNITS| EXISTING UNITS | REMAINING UNITS|
HR 18 898 161 [ 161
cHig 14.68 17 | 240 -123
TOTAL: 2366 278 [ 20 38

CENTURY VILLAGE
LAND USE: HR-18
ZONING: RH

CONTROL NO. N/A
RESOLUTION: N/A

REFLECTION BAY
LAND USE
PROPOSED ZONING: TND
IXED USE
CONTROL NO. 201100245
RESOLUTION: TBD

USE M

I 5 Compativlity |
Buffer

Q0OU'E 102200

21

1

1

1

NO EXISTING BUFFER -/

PER APPROVED SITE PLAN

PUD PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS
MIN. LOT DIMENSION: SETBACKS / SEPARATIONS
vax. | wax
BLDG | BLDG
PODTYPE | SIZE | WIDTH/FRONTAGE | DEPTH | HEIGHT | COVER FRONT zusioe| sioe | st | Rear
REQUIRED
v - 65' 7w | 35 0% 25 NA 15 25 15
EXISTING|
PROPOSED 4 STORY
e - 1485 310 | BLoG 7% 1445 Na | oo | na | e
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT TABULAR DATA
CURRENT DRO APPROVAL REQUESTED DOA APPROVAL
T LATEST
TRACT eS| acre BCC ||TYPE | UNIT | DENSITY [CLASS|| ACRE |TYPE| UNIT | DENSITY |CLASS | CHANGE
APPROVAL
TRACTS7 | RESIDENTIAL [11.11AC |  2400U MF | 2400U216DUAC| AH (1111 AC| MF | 240DU|10.14 DUAC| AH 0
GOLF/
TRACT 36 GOLF 70.09 AC | OPEN SPACE| - |[1285AC| ... - ~ | 57.54AC

S000000E_ 21325

R 18

LAND USE: CHig

ZONING: CG

RETAILIRESTAURANT/
PLACE OF WORSHIP
CONTROL NO. DRC 94-002

LAND USE HR-18.

RESOLUTION: N/A/

o NoyeooUE 56458

S00°0900°w 150,00

Compatbiliy
Buffer

NeTET 11 W 2T 0F

TRACT 36
OPEN SPACE
12.55 AC.

- —— e ——
LAND USE: CH/8
ZONING: CG

CONTROL NO. 80-025
RESOLUTION: 80304

SO0D00W 12500

NS'STHIW 1080 00

00w 12000

NaorsT

S79°1950°E.
sig

/e N
e
o
RecrzATon
en
oz
N

~ T

TRACT 37

MULTIFAMILY
11.11 Ac.
240 UNITS
3EXISTING
4 STORY BUILDINGS
2160 Du/Ac

' BUFFER ~
(P.B.30, PGS, 156 & 157)

EXISTING
ACCESS

*0000E 31000
EXISTING AND PREVIOUSLY
"APPROVED ENTRANCE FROM
CENTURY VILLAGE

LAND USE: CHig
ZONING. CG
USE: PROFIMEDICAL OFFICE
CONTROL NO. DRC 03-050
RESOLUTION: NiA

EXISTING RESIDENTIAL

USE: GAS STATION SALES
CONTROL NO. 2001-041
RESOLUTION: 01-1856

sTemsE ‘J.
6119

SaersTITE ‘
et

NTIEHTE
37

|20

SRETTIIE 3455

LAND USE: CHig

USE: PROFIMEDICAL OFFICE
CONTROL NO. 74-011
RESOLUTION: 74-148

- L
FINAL JUDGMENT INCLUDING
FEES AND COSTS
(RIGHT-OF-WAY)
\ (ORB 6955, PG, 685)
EXISTING 8US STOP

PARCEL 120
FINAL JUDGHENT INCLUDING
(RIGHT-OF-WAY)
(ORB 6950, PG, 1635)
LAND USE: CHig
ZONING: CG

LAND USE: CHig
ZONING: CG

( LAND USE: CH/8

! o o B et
CONTROL NO. 76025
RESOLUTION; 79487

—_—

LAND USE: CH/8

LOCATION MAP
e
2
SITE DATA
NAME OF DEVELOPMENT SOUTH HAMPTON PUD
PROJECTH
BCC APPROVAL 03.16.93
RESOLUTION: R93-333
TIER
FUTURE LAND USE HR-18/CH/8
ZONNG DISTRICT RSsEPUD

SECTION/TOWNSHIPIRANGE
PCN OF AFFECTED AREA

23/43142
00-42-43-23-40-036-0000

EXISTING USES RESIDENTIAL / GOLF COURSE
GROSS ACREAGE(1,030,716.7 SF) 2366 AC
ACT 36 1255 AC.
RACT 37. 11.11AC
GROSS DENSITY 10.14 DUIAC
RESIDENTIAL UNITS,
EXISTING MULTIFAMILY (TRACT 37) 240 DU
TRAFFIC ANALYSIS ZONE 175
CCONCURRENCY APPROVAL
PROJECT REMAINS VESTED FOR 240 EXISTING
MULTIFAMILY UNITS.
‘CONGURRENCY IS APPROVED FOR THE ABOVE USES AND.
AMOUNTS SHOWN ON THE MASTER PLAN.
PARKING REQUIRED: 180
RESIDENTIAL
240 UNITS @ 1 PER 2 UNITS + 1 PER 4 GUEST 180
PARKING PROVIDED (EXISTING): 360
OPEN SPACE REQUIRED (MIN. 40% OF 23,66 AC) .46 AC.

OPEN SPACE PROVIDED (76 4%)
“APPROVED MASTER PLAN EXHIBIT 14 DATE 04-19-1973 DOES NOT
INCLUDE GOLF COURSE IN OPEN SPACE CALCULATION. PER PLAN
"PERCENTAGE OF PROJECT IN OPEN SPACE (EXCLUDING GOLF
COURSE, UNCOVERED PARKING, DRIVEWAYS, OTHER IMPERVIOUS
SURFACES, AND WATER BODIES) 6 1%

PUD DETAIL

HAVERHILL ROAD
al s g
2 FRON PUD ]
S| RertecTonsAn . o
© ! w
N 2366 AC. w
S T REVAIN @
8 N PUD o
o I
w O
Q o
i 5

FLORIDA'S TURNPIKE =t
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South Hampton PUD

Palm Beach County

FINAL JUDGMENT INCLUDING
FEES AND COSTS
(RIGHT-OF WAY)
(ORB 6985 PG 685)

LAND USE: CHig
ONING: RM
USE: RESIDENTIAL
CONTROL NO. 79-268
RESOLUTION: 80-375

s cusmo sussroe
‘

Date: 03.16.2011

Project No.: 10-061.000

Designed By cu

Drawn By: LMBWT
w1

09.26-11 CK_RE-SUBMITTAL
10711 LB RE SUBMITTAL

]
PMP-1

of 1
|



008-000T0 "ON 199f0id
GTZ00-E.6T "ON |0U0D

2€900-TT0Z-YOAd/NGY "ON uoneolddy

Z010msIa 004
€102 ‘vz Arenuer

004

62T abed

ue|d a1IS Aleulwi@ld 9 8inbi4

APPROVED VARIANCE

To allow a proposed fence to exceed the maximum height of 6t in a residential
district

COVE SEGTION.

rroposen_ | van:

ANGE

AGENDRITEN REQUIRED
BAZ005 01304 | 53142 Ferco  wn
Accuseory uses ane e s of | Snan
st e, wats | S sl
Enedge: dstict

o slow forcn | 2

ADDRESS OF
| PrOPERTY.

‘ 2750 ol Gus G, West Paim Haach, FL - 33477

The above variance(s) was granted subject {o the following conditions:

DEVELOPMENT ORDER

The Development Order for this particular variance shall lapse on 0114912007, one
from the approval dat (DATE: MONITORING-ZONING).

1

2.

ZONING CONDITIONS

Zoning - By 01/18/2007, the applicant shall provide the Building Division

vith 3 copy o the Bowd of Adusmentrecu Jeiterand 2

plan presents the Bodrd, simultaneously with the buikding permit
ING)

application. (auu.nme DATE: ZONIf

Zoning - By 0111912007 or prior to DRO certification, the applicant shall
mend the approved site plan 1o reflect the variance approval pursuant

20051304, (DRO; DATE: ZONING)

wy
N R B
ot s o Bt 4% ag) L R

5065 oNDER

5 e

SUgoIiGS (20 AP7S)

REFLECTION BAY

USE MIXED USE
CONTROL NO. 201100245
RESOLUTION: TBD

CENTURY VILLAGE
LAND USE. HR-18
ZONING: RM

GONTROL NO. N/A
RESOLUTION: NIA

NSOOTOU'E 102200

5 COMPATIBILITY |
BUFFER

PROPOSED BOUNDARY
CHANGE TO DELETE
57.54 ACRES FROM PUD.

GOLF COURSE TO
REMAIN AS OPEN SPACE.
2.5 ACRES.

LAND USE: CHig
ZONING CG
RETAILRESTAURANT/
PLACE OF WORSHIP.
CONTROL NO. DRC 94-002
RESOLUTION: N/A/
NOO0000 E

LAND USE. HR-18

USE. GAS STATION SALES
CONTROL NO. 2001-041
RESOLUTION: 01-1855
N2

2726

Tooo:

TeTE

NoOSTITW 13 00

HR-16 LAND USE LIMITS
(CHIB LAND USE LIMITS

EXISTING
DITCH

NO EXISTING BUFFER /

(ORB 693, PG 469)
(O.RB.6938, PG4T2) ~

S00'0000w 12500 4\

2o pomren

Bl

ST

117

CHOBLH

——— VESTEDSSITE PLAN
| PETmON#732s
' EXHIBIT 12

|
‘ |
1 APPROVAL 40974

| | Lneserore
e
i PARCEL 113

BEE FINAL JUDGMENT INCLUDING

5 | FEESAND COSTS (RIGHT-OF-WAY)
(ORB.8958, PG 685)

| exstine LAND USE: CHis
[ moesror ZONNG GG

| N0ss75€  USE PROFMEDICAL OFFICE
e ONTROL NO 74011

I RESOLUTION: 74-148

[+ 8' HIGH EXISTING FENCE
T (8A7005-01304)
LAND USE: CHig
i ZONING: C&
parceL

120
WAL JUDGMENT INCLUDING
FEgs ANDCOSTS
(RIGHT-OFWAY,
(R B 8550 70 Ts6)

W 4T

LAND USE: CHi8
ZONING: CG

LAND USE: CHi8
ZONING: CG
USE: ADULT ENTERTAINMENT
CONTROL NO. 79025
RESOLUTION: 79-487

25 BUFFER
(P.B. 30, PGS, 156 & 157)

LAND USE: CHig
ONING: MUPD
USE: VEHICAL SALES & RENTAL
CONTROL NO. 79-133
RESOLUTION: 00-1088

squ e,

20' ROADWAY

(P.B.30,
PGS 156 & 157)

PER APPROVED SITE PLAN SR 00 P 11
DENSITY CALCULATIONS HOOOE 1007,
LAND USE ACREAGE | ALLOWED UNITS| EXISTING UNITS | REMAINING UNITS
HR 18 898 161 0 161
CH/8 14.68 17 240 -123
TOTAL: 2366 278 20 B DE.(ORB 16175, PG. 1331)
35 UE
PUD PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS (ORB. 7001/1755) EXISTING AND PREVIOUSLY
MIN. LOT DIMENSIONE SETBACKS / SEPARATION: /APPROVED ENTRANCE FROM
CENTURY VILLAGE
MAX. | MAX
BLDG. BLDG.
POD TYPE SIZE WIDTH/ FRONTAGE | DEPTH | HEIGHT | COVER. FRONT ZLL SIDE| SIDE ST. REAR
REQUIRED
ME - 65 75 35 0% 25 NA 15 25 15
LAND USE: CHiB
EXISTING ZONING: CG
PROPOSED 4 STORY USE: MF
) . ) . . . CONTROL NO. 80-025
MF - 1483 310 BLDG. 7% 144.5' N/A 922 NIAY 35 RESOLUTION: 80-394
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT TABULAR DATA
CURRENT DRO APPROVAL REQUESTED DOA APPROVAL
EXISTING LATEST
TRACT USE ACRE BCC TYPE UNIT | DENSITY |CLASS | ACRE |TYPE| UNIT DENSITY |CLASS | CHANGE
APPROVAL
TRACT37 | RESIDENTIAL |11.11AC | 240 DU MF | 240DU 21.6 DUAC| AH |[11.11AC| MF | 240DU|10.14 DU/AC| AH 0
GOLF/
TRACT 36 GOLF 7008 AC | OpEN SPACE| — - o |1zssac] | — ||s754AC

SO0"0000E 310.00°

LAND USE: CHa

USE: PROFMEDICAL OFFICE
CONTROL NO. DRC 03-050
RESOLUTION: N/A

S7E3EIE
5

S8°STIIE

L east

- PARCEL 119

¥ FINAL JUDGMENT INCLUDING
FEES AND COSTS

| (RIGHT-OF WAY)

| (ORb 6955, PG 65)

EXISTING LAND USE: CHig
USE: RESIDENTIAL
CONTROL NO. 79-268
RESOLUTION: 80-375

NI E
370

LOCATION MAP

PCN OF AFFECTED AREA

EXISTING USES

GROSS ACREAGE(1,030,716.7 S F)
ACT 36:

GROSS DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL UNITS:
EXISTING MULTIFAMILY (TRACT 37)

TRAFFIC ANALYSIS ZONE

CONCURRENCY APPROVAL

PROJECT REMAINS VESTED FOR 240 EXISTNG
OLTIFAMILY UNITS,

CONCURRENCY IS APPROVED FOR THE ABOVE USES AND
AMOUNTS SHOWN ON THE MASTER PLAN,

PARKING REQUIRED:
IDENTIAL:
240 UNITS @ 1 PER 2 UNITS + 1 PER 4 GUEST

PARKING PROVIDED (EXISTING)
OPEN SPACE REQUIRED (MIN.40% OF 2365 AC)
OPEN SPACE PROVIDED (76,

MILITARY TRAL
HAVERHILL ROAD
N SITE
TURNPIKE.
SITE DATA
NAME OF DEVELOPMENT SOUTH HAMPTON PUD
CONTROL# 73215
APPLICATION # DOA-2011-00832
PROJECT# TBD
BCC APPROVAL 03.16.93
RESOLUTION: R93-333

TIER
FUTURE LAND USE HR-18/CH/8
ZONING DISTRICT RS/SEIPUD
SECTION/TOWNSHIP/RANGE 23/43/42

00-42-43-23-40-036-0000
RESIDENTIAL / GOLF COURSE

1285 AC,
1.11AC

10.14 DUIAC

240 DU

175

180
180

360
S46AC

NPPROVED MASTER BLAN EXLIBIT 14 DATE 04-13-1973 DOEGNOT

INCLUDE GOLF COURSE IN OP

oul EN SPACE CALCULATION. PER PLAN
“PERCENTAGE OF PROJECT IN OPEN SPACE (EXCLUDIN

G GOLF
COURSE, UNCOVERED PARKING, DRIVEWAYS, OTHER IMPERVIOUS

SURFACES, AND WATER BODIES) 6.17%.

PUD DETAIL

HAVERHILL ROAD

57.54 AC.
TO BE DELETED
FROM PUD

(REFLECTION BAY)
[ZN
3.6 AC
TO REMAIN
N

ROEBUCK ROAD

= FLORIDA'S TURNPIKE ﬁ

OKEECHOBEE BLVD.

|
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MASTER SIGN PROGRAM
ELEVATION SCALE:NTS

EXISTING DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE

SCALE: NTS

RESIDENTIAL ENTRANCE SIGN:

MAX. 60 SF. SIGN
FACE AREA

MAX. 8 HT,

18" HT. GROUND COVER OR SHRUS FOUNDATION
PLANTING MIN. 3 AROUND SIGN PER PBC ULDG

« MAX 2 SIGNS PER ENTRANGE
MAX 24" PROJECTION FROM SURFACE OF WALL
SIGN COPY & GRAPHICS SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE

NAME & ADDRESS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

COMPATIBLE WITH SURROUNDING STRUCTURES.

25' BUFFER
OKEECHOBEE BLVD.
o PROPERTY LINE / ROW
i T
O 0000000010800 000,

EXISTING ARECA PALMS EXISTING &' HIGH FENCE

(VARIANCE BA-2005-01304)

5' COMPATIBILITY BUFFER - PROPOSED ALONG REFLECTION BAY PROJECT

EXISTING DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE
SCAENTS

EXISTING DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE
SCALE:NTS

EXISTING BUILDING SIGNAGE

SCALE: NTS

ONE CANOPY TREE,

7
W \

AT SN T A
T~ AN AT
PSRN B R

5' COMPATIBILITY
BUFFER

(25) LARGE SHRUBS 36" HT, 24" OC.
PALMS OR PINES IN CLUSTERS OF 3/MORE CAN

BE COUNTED AS | CANOPY TREE. PALM

CLUSTERS UP TO A MAX. 25% OF ALL TREES

REQUIRED.

w

PALMS OR PINES IN
CLUSTERS OF 3/MORE CAN
BE COUNTED AS | CANOPY

COMPATIBILITY
BUFFER

TREES REQUIRED.

By T ONE CANOPY TREE,

12' HT. X &' 8FPR. 25" CAL.
FOR EACH 25 LF OF
PROPERTY LINE

36" HT. SHRUBS @ 24" OC,,
MIN. 190% LENGTH OF
BUFFER.

urban
design
klldclg

STUDIOS
Urban Planning & Design

Landscape Architecture
Communication Graphics

The Offices at City Place

477 S. Rosemary Ave., Suite 225
West Paim Beach, FL 33401
561.366.1100 FAX 561.366.1111
www.udkstudios.com
#L.CC000035

Preliminary Regulating Plan - Master Sign Plan
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Century Village File May 15, 1973

William R. Boose, Director ‘ o
L Planning, Zoning and Building
New 18 Acre Petition for High Density by Century Village North
0f Okeechobee Boulevard, West of Haverhill Road

It was suggested in a meeting with Century Village's
attorney that the following points be perfected by the developer.
The meeting was called at the request of the Board of County -
Commissioners which recently approved rezoning the 18 acres to
high density.

1, The RH high density request is prdbably better than
the existing CG General Commercial District along this section
of Okeechobee Road.

2. The Century Corner Shoppilng Center adequately serves
the area for commercial needs and the removal of the additional
strip commercial west of Haverhill Road will be better land use
for the area.

3. All land zoned commercial south of the golf course
including that tract left out of the high density request should
also be considered for rezoning to residential rather than
commercial.,

4. The density shall be calculated on a net building.
area and not a gross acreage basis because Century Village is not
- allowed to compute that area of the golf course included in the
eezoning request as open space by virtue of the fact that the
project 1is not a Planned Unit Development. The density, therefore,
will be closer to 191 units rather than the 245 originally proposed
by the developer.

5. The General Commercial Strip inadvertently omitted
=, north of the subject petition area should also be rezoned by the
petitioner.

6. Covenants should be filed with the golf course to
guarantee to the citizens of Century Village that this recreational
area will always be maintained as such and will not later become
sites for apartment construction,

Figure 8 letter dated May 15, 1973 page 1 of 2

BCC January 24, 2013 Page 131
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Century Village File
May 15, 1973
Page 2

7. No access should be allowed to Okeechobee Boulevard
which 1s already experlencing tremandous traffic accidents and
slow movement of vehicilar transportation.

William R. Boose, Director
Planning, Zoning and Building
WRB/bal
Figure 8 letter dated May 15, 1973 page 2 of 2
BCC January 24, 2013
I , Page 132
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02 ’
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June 4, 1973

Mr. Martin Perry, Esquire
lev¥, Plisco, Perry and Relter
Flagler Court Building

West Palm Beach, Florida

In re: Meeting Between the Palm Beach County
Planning, Zoning and Building Depart-
ment and Martin Perry, Attorney for
Century Village (Cenvi 1l Communitiesrics,
Incorporated).

Dear Marty:

Please find attached a copy of our Department memo to the
Century Village file dated May 15, 1973, enumerating the seven (7)
points which you and 1 discussed at our meeting subsaquent to the
governmental approval of the additional eighteen (18) acres for T
high density development {mmediately abutting Century Village Golf
Course, west of Haverhill Road and north of Okeechcbee Boulevard.

The writer reported to the Board of County Commissioners
i at their last official zoning hearing on Thursday, May 24, 1973,
that the above styled meeting had taken place. The Commissioners
were provided a copy of the attached memorandum and have asked

for an updated report from you concerning any progress made on
these matters up to this point in time.

It is my impression that Items 1 and 7 pose no problem
‘E_ at this time. As 1 recall, you indicated that your principles
- did not, at this time, have plans to rezone the commercial surrounding
the service station an the northwest corner of Haverhill and:
Okeechobee Boulevard to a gimilar high density residential develop-
ment. This, of course, is a decision to be made by you and them.
Point 3 also reflects on this same land use decision.

)

-

Figure 9 Letter dated June 4, 1973 page 1 of 2
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Mr. Martin Perry, Esquire
‘ June 4, 1973
| Page 2

We have already discussed the contents of Item 4 and
we are of the opinion that the Administrative determination of
this matter is a correct one. We are presently awaiting your
petition to comply with Requirement 5 which, we recall, was agreed
to by the developer at the rezoning hearing. Lastly, Point 6
concerning the future maintenance of the Century Village Golf
Course as a recreational open space amenity 1s still very much
a concern of members of the County Commission. As you know,

] a great deal of the problems between the developer and the

g objectors to the rezoning application at the public hearing

- centered around this matter. Would you please be kind enough
i to advise us of the progress made toward the dedication or

[ deed restriction of this recreational amenity,

Thanking you for your attention to and interest in
these matters, we remain,
Sincerely yours,

William R. Boose, Director
Planning, Zoning and Building

WRB/bal

cc. Members. of the County Commission
Michael Small, County Attorney

Figure 9 Letter dated June 4, 1973 page 2 of 2
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Septembear 26,

Mr. Jan VWolfe

73

P Iy
WEST DAL DEACH. FProRrns o

TZLEsHoNE (VDL) 905 0751

Office of the County Engineer
West Palm Beach, Florida

Re:

Century Village, Inc./Southamoton
Y ge,

Sec

L
U

ey

2

CHUTOT VILULAGE OF FICC

ARG [SIATION QI g T

FLO LA 3340

$3-6200

0.

o

REPLY TO: Box 947

10N

Dear lMr. Wolfe:

Enclosed please find print of Century Village/Southampton
paving and drainage plan prepared by Veimer and Company, Inc.,

dated

Thomas P. Sokol,

March 29, 1973, revised Scptember 24
P.E. t

forth the revised location of
to the interior of Century Village, .
from North right-of-way line of Okeechobe

o
i
mnaa

1.

noce

the

Please

3o

1.
[
S
e

sealed by
losure sets
egress
feet

to allow

for the 25 foot buffer along that right-of-way; a reviscd
parking layout, which includes the correct numbar of hard

surface parking spaces in a

als

cordance with the Codce;

rovised

drainage in accordance with our previous discussion; 25 foot
buffer on the East property line.

Mot shown on this plan is space allotted for the recuired future

parking.

This has, however,
submitted to Planning and Zoning.

been noted on

the waster plan

This future parking is shown

on that plan as being in the Southeast corner adjacent to the
]

roadway shown.
property line,

have shown.

Also enclosed for your information
Plat #14 prepared by Weimer and Com
sealed by Mr. Weimer on August 29,
a boundary survey of

Also, with respect to the buffcr on the We
the Zoning Director has indicated that he will
agree to wailve the 25 foot reqguirement to ten feet,

is a pri
pany,
1973.
the entire parcel,

Inc.,
This print represonts
which has becen

st
which we

nt of Century Village
wnich has been

submitted

as part of our application for a planned unit development to the

Zoning Department.

In addition to forwarding these prints to you, the pvurpose of this
letter is to confirm the understanding which vou and I reached

-
She

last we

with regard
straight zoning basis during

to our being able to

obtain permits on a

the pendency of our application for
approval of the PUD. During that discussion vou listed certain

Figure 10 — Letter dated September 26, 1973 page 1 of 3
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sar 26, 1973

LSS

conditions precedent to your recommending no ohjectlion to the

issuance of these permits to Robert Croshy, the building official.

These conditions were as follows:

1) That Century Village, Inc. agree that in the event
building permits wvere issued for buildings A and C,

25 shown on the enclosed paving and drainage p»lan,

that they would not request Certificates of Occupancy
for these buildings until such time as (a) all require-
ments of the Zoning Code pertaining to aoproval of a
PUD had been complied with and 2all necessarv approvals
obtained; and (b) A subdivision plat had been filed

of record of the PUD, as required by the Zoning Code.

2) Century Village, Inc. agrees that it would comply
with the recuirem=nts of the Zoning Coix relating to

a PUD and the reguirements of the subdivision ordinance
in all respects with the exception of (a) the usc of

inverted crown roads for the parking lots and the roadway

for ingress and egress; (b) no street lights; (c) the

drainage plan as shown on the erclosed paving and drainage

plan; (d) the reduction of thes 50 foot right-of-way
requirement to 29 feet by the elimination of the two

wo-foot curbings and gutters; the two four-foot sidewalks

and one nine-foot swale area (during our discussion you
had indicated that one of the four-ifoot sidewalk

regquirements could be placed upon the remaining nine-foot
swale area and included within the nins feet, in order to
provide some means of pedestrian traffic; although not
shown hereon, we propose to provide a pedestrian valkway
along the Northerly side of the parking areas, rather than
along the roadway for ingress and egress. In doing this

we feel that we can satisfy the pedestrian walkway require-

ment without the danger involwved in having the walkway
so close to the movement of vehicular traffic).

T met with Bill Doose on Monday, Septonbor 24, for tho purpose
of reviewing with him the comments which he had coutlined with

respect to the PUD application. We have satisfied all of his

comments with two exceptions: ’

satisfy.

B ___(p) I explained to him the manner in which you had

(a) 25-foot buffer on VWest property line - he has agreed
to dictate a memo to his file agrecing to waive this
25-foot requirement down to ten (10) feect, which we can

roduced the 65C-foot right-of-way road requirement down

Figure 10 — Letter dated September 26, 1973 page 2 of 3
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tir. Jan VWolfe

to 29 feel. He seemed confused about this. I suggesitad that
he contact you with regard to this or I would have t

him. In any event, I have pointed out to him that we show

2 total setback from thes North right-of-way lins from Olizechobee
Boulevard to the elevator shafts on the South side of the
buildings of 148.2 feet. He had shown a total req uiremantc
setback from the property line to the elevator ahaLLu of 145 feet.
This appeared to satisfy him that we were set back far enough.

-

iir. Boose has indicated that he will reguire a letter from
Engineering to the building official with rogard to the issuance
of the permits. A copy of this letter should be forwarded

To

I have also confe Yrod with Mr. Crosby, the bui 7
regarding the mechanics of issuing the pormits on buildi
and C. He advises chc it is simply a mattor of his pLac
his signature stamp on the plans and the pe

receives instructions from Engineering and ZOL:
he has already checks the plans for permit suff

I am authorized by my client, Century Village, Inc.,
the foregoing assurances on their behalf and 1 do hercl
such assurances that they agree to be bound by the a
contained herein.

Please advise immediately 1f my recollection of the understanding
which we reached, as is set forth herein varies in any respect
from your recollection of same. For your convenicnce in this
respect, I am enclosing herewith the print of the paving and
drainage plan which you marked up when we discussed this matter.

Very truly yours,

PooOMARTIN PERRY

Fiib/1s

cc: William R. Boose
Robert Crosby

Figure 10 — Letter dated September 26, 1973 page 3 of 3

BCC

Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632
Control No. 1973-00215
Project No. 01000-800

January 24, 2013
BCC District 02

Page 137



LAW @ FFICES

-~ vy, Prisco, Prrry & RpiTenr
FLAGLER TCURT BUILDING
POST OFFICE BO7 247
H.IRW't LEVY WEST PALM BEACIT, FLORIDA 33402

J A.PLISCO N -
CENTURY VILLAGE OFFICE

F. MARTIN PERRY TELEPHONE (305) 655-375!

ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
JOSEPH J REITER

NOPTH HAVERHILL POAD

3 EE SHAPIRG
ROBERT LEE H A WEDT PALM BEALH. TLOHLA 33401
CICFARN RMOTHOMAS
JEFFREY D KNEEN TELIPHONE 683-5203
REPLY TO-
September 26, 1973 P. O. Box 947
’

Mr. William R. Boose, Director

Planning, Zoning and Building Department
810 Datura Street

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

Re: Century Village, Inc. - Southampton

Dear Mr. Boose:

Enclosed herewith please find copy of letter of even date which

I have drafted and delivered to Jan Wolfe, Assistant County
Engineer, regarding permits for Buildings A and C of this project
pursuant to straight zoning. Please note that the letter contains
assurances which I have been authorized to make on behalf of my
client, Century Village, Inc., with respect to the following:

1. Agreement not to request certificates of occupancy
for these two buildings until my client has completed the require-
ments of the Palm Beach County Zoning Ordinances with respect to
planned unit developments, with certain exceptions as agreed upon
between you and I.

2. My client's compliance with the Palm Beach County
Subdivision and Platting Regulations Ordinance subject toc those
exceptions noted in my letter to Mr. Wolfe and as required by the
Zoning Ordinance. This will also confirm our conversation on
Monday, September 24th at a meeting in your office at which Rolf
Weimer, Tom Sokol and Miss LaBossiere were also present. During
the course of that meeting, we reviewed the revised Master Plan,
Survey and other documents relating to my client's PUD application.
In doing so, that check list prepared by you at our previous
meeting last week was also revi®ed. It was determined during the
course of the meeting Monday that Mr. Weimer's revised Plan and
Survey had met all of the requirements set forth on your check
list with two exceptions.

First, we indicated that we were not able to provide a
25 foot buffer along the West property line. You indicated that
you were agreeable to waiving this to a 10 foot buffer which Mr.
Weimer had shown. You advised that you would dictate a memo to
your file covering this point and would copy same to me.

Secondly, we discussed the 50 foot road right-of-way require-

ment which is a subdivision ordinance requirement. I advised that

/
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Mr. William R. BooOse, Director
Page 2 ’
September 26, 1973

Jan Wolfe had worked this out to the extent that only 29 feet was
necessary if we showed the 25 foot buffer along the North right-

of-way line of Okeechobee Boulevard which we have done.

I suggested

that you could confirm this with Mr. Wolfe if you had any questions
concerning this. I also pointed out to you that your check list

showed a required total setback from the North right-of-way of

‘Okeechobee Boulevard of 145 feet, including a 50 foot road right-

of-way, whereas we show a total setback of 148 feet.

Some discussion was also had concerning the required number of

-

parking spaces. This was resolved by computation made by yourself

and Miss LaBossiere during the meeting and also by Mr. Weimer,

noting on the Plan additional proposed future parking which he

initialled.

I have met with Mr. Crosby, the building official,
issuance of the permits for Buildings A and C. He has a
that he has already checked the building plans for sufficiency.
He also advised that all that will be required on his end for

regarding the

the issuance of the permits will be the mechanical act of affixing
his signature stamp to the plans and the permits once he receives

the go ahead from Zoning and Engineering.

I wish to reconfirm to you the assurances which I have communicated
to Mr. Wolfe and which my client has authorized me to make on its

behalf.

assistance in this matter.
Best Wishes.

Very[ﬁ#uly yours,

)

FMP/dft
Encl.

cC: Century Village, Inc.

S . -7-/” /7 ’ ‘
FI

MARTIN “PERRY /)

I wish to extend my appreciation to you for your consideration and

LEvy, PLisco, PERRY & REITER

Figure 11 Letter dated September 26, 1973 page 2 of 2
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nt Othce Comniunication

pPALM BEACH COUNTY

TO William R. Boose, Director DATE Octoher 1 1973
pPlanning Zoning & Buj lding Dupt.
FROM j, F. Kahlert : FILE
‘ County Enginecr
RE Gentury Village, Inc. - Southampton Section (Permits lor

Buildings Aond )

This office has reviewed a site plan for the sul ject sectaion of Century
Village presented by F. Martin Perry representing Century yillage Inc.

Buildings A. B and C, as shown on the site plaun, are located in a

! manner conducive L9 preparing plats and construction plaus, and *
: providing the improvements required to wmeet the sub-division regu-
% lations.
} This office has no objections to the issuance of bui lding permits for
Buildings A and G within the existing zoning district provided
Certificates of Occupancy are withheld until such time as a special
exception is properly applied for a planned unit development and
granted within this area, and all requirements of the zoning code
with respect to planned unit developments in the sub-division
regulations are met, including any variances which may be required.
cc: Mr. Robert Crosby
Building Official
. cc: Charlie Hyman
1 Assistant t» the County Engineer
é cc: Tracy Bennett, Director
4 Land Development Section
i JAW:dt
-
SIGNED
Figure 12 Interoffi i ‘
office Communicati
ation da
ted October 1, 1973 page 1 of 1
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1nter-Office Con'munication

PALM BEACH ( OUNTY

TO Century Village, Inc. - South DATE October 9, 1973
Hampton - Planned Unit Development File
FROM William R. Boose, Director of FILE
Planning, %oning & Building
RE various problems with Century village - Sogth Hampton

Century Village at this point and time is nearing
completion of the originally zoned 600 acre plus tract at the
Northeast quadrant of the intersection of the Sunshine Turn-
pike and Okeechobee Boulevard running East to Haverhill Road. =
Subsequent to this original zoning approval secured in 1969,
Century Viliage proposed to rezone approximately eighteen
(18) acres between the water treatment plant located north
of Okeechobee Boulevard and a commercial out-track at the
Northwest intersection of Haverhill and Okeechobee Boulevards.
This property is immediately south of the Century Village
Golf Course. :

The Century Village people were requested to file a
Planned Unit Development on the subject site but resisted
this suggestion and secured RH - High Density Rezoning from
the existing CG - General Commercial on the subject site. No
master plan was formally filed with the petition, however, one
was presented at the Zoning Hearing which showed three four-
story buildings which accomodated approximately 240 dwelling
units. At the hearing, the department indicated that in no
way would this many building permits be issued, or be
issuable, in lLight of the fact that this was not a planned
unit development and areas formally used for the Century Village
Golf Course could not be included in the density computation by
virtue of the fact that this was not a planned unit development.

The problems began from this point and seemingly were
never to end. After many inquiries from interested public
officials and a multitude of go-between representatives of
Century Village and an expenditure of conservatively one
hundred (100) man hours of county staff time, a solution was
finally reached for the series of problems which this petition
created.

Please see our previous memo to the file highlighting the
problems which existed with this eighteen (18) acre rezoning
approval. .

B GNED L I T

Figure 13 — Interoffice Communication dated October 9, 1973 page 1.of 4
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" Century Village
Page 2

After much controversy and 111 feelings, Century village
came forward with a Planned Unit Development Plan and requested
that building permits be issued for buildings A and C
accomodating one hundred sixty (160) units while the Planned
Unit Development was being approved by the Planning Commission
and the Board of County Commissioners. After much discussion
with the County Attorney, Tracy Bennett of the County Engineer's
Office, our building and planning departments, and the writer,

a compromise solution was finally reached. Century Village
agreed to correct the following discrepancies with the Planned

Unit Development Plan: -
1. Access—-Access to Failrway Street normally requires a
fifty (50) foot right-of-way under the new subdivision
regulations. The County Engineer's office has agreed

to the provision of twenty nine (29) feet of road
right-of-way for Fairway Street based upon other
engineering alternative solutions which the developer
was able to provide.

2. Buffer on West side of the property - fifteen (15)
feet of the normal twenty five (25) foot buffer
surrounding a planned unit development  (assuming
that twenty five (25) feet of additional buffer is
allocated for internal usable open space) was waived
by the department because the link-up with the
existing Fairway Street in Century Village proper
could not be relocated. ‘

. 3. Okeechobee Road setbacks and right-of-way commitment -
The right-of-way commitment for Okeechobee Boulevard
is eighty one (81) feet from center line; in addition
a twenty five (25) foot buffer from the property line
is required as well as fifty (50) feet for Fairway
Street right-of-way (see County Engineer amendment
above), five (5) feet for landscape buffer around
external parking lots, and sixty five (65) feet for
the parking lot proper (this includes the thirty (30)
foot front building setback). The total distance
from the center line ot Okeechobee Boulevard to the
first Century Village building in the Southampton
project must be one hundred fourty five (l145) rfeet
subject to a twenty one (21) foot reduction for Fair-—
way Street approved by the County Engineer.

Figure 13 — Interoffice Communication dated October 9, 1973 page 2 of 4
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Century Village
Page 3

4. West building corner side yard setback - The setback
from the property line on the west boundary woulid
normally be a twenty five (25) foot puffer, fifty (50)
feet right-of-way for Fairway Street and a thirty (30)
foot side corner yard setback for a total of one hundred
five (105) feet from the west property line. This
setback was amended due to the existing link-up with
Fairway Street mentioned above. However, all yard
setbacks were maintained. ‘

5. Rear setback line for the West building from the North-
west property. corner - This setback is thirty five (35)
feet and Century Village added additional property to
the PUD legal description to accomodate this setback.

6. FEast Boundary setback would include a twenty five (25)
foot buffer and a twenty five (25) foot rear setback
for a recreational building for a total of fifty (50)
feet. 1In addition, the East building would have to
be set back twenty five (25) feet for a buffer and
sixty five (65) feet for a parking lot which includes
the side corner setback of thirty five (35) feet.
Century Village eliminated the laundry and recreational
puilding and met all required setbacks.

7. Parking requirements - The parking stalls shown on the
Century Village plan were substandard and were altered
to insure the two hundred (200) square feet of parking
(10 feet x 20 feet). 1In addition the parking ratio
was re-evaluated and proper parking spaces were shown
on the master land use plan. i

8. Correction of the Legal Description - In rezoning the
previously omitted 4.6 acre hiatus there was a seventy
(70) foot discrepancy in the legal description and this
has been corrected by the project's surveyor.

9. Lack of acreage computation and lack of Engineer seal -
Both of these ommissions were corrected by the project
Engineer.

Figure 13 — Interoffice Communication dated October 9, 1973 page 3 of 4
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Century Village
Page 4

1u0. Atter receiving the letter dated September 26, 1973
addressed to Jan Wolfe from Mr. Martin Perry re-
presenting Century village and a letter dated
September 26, 1973 to the writer from Martin Perry
representing Century Village and a memorandum to
the writer from County Engineer Herb Kahlert dated
October 1, 1973 in regard to the Southampton
Engineering requirements, the writer has agreed to
issue building permits for buildings A and C on .
the Southampton Planned Unit Development Plan with
the building permits for building B to be witheld
until final master land use plan approval under
the planned unit development ordinance. In solving
this problem, several objectives were accomplished.
First, the "prior-to-zoning approval” footers dug
by Century Village and foundation slabs poured
were validified. Secondly, the golt course. which
was not covenanted to remain as open space will now
be guaranteed as a golf course for the entire
Century Village community. Third, the developer
who is closing down his prestressed concrete
plant will be able to complete said process with
the commencement of construction of the three
remaining Century Village buildings. Fourth, this
new project planned and zoned under a different
zoning ordinance, subdivision and platting
regulation ordinance, and landscape and parking
ordinance was designed to interface with the old
Century Village project which developed in the
county prior to the updating of the antiquated
zoning and subdivision regulations in force in
1969.

The solution to this problem after the many man
hours of staff work was endorsed by four members of the
County Commission and the County Attorney.

Signed,

~ — .

/ / ) . M—_’/
William R. BBbse,‘birector

Planning, Zoning and Building

Figure 13 — Interoffice Communication dated October 9, 1973 page 4 of 4
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PALM BEACH COUNTY

¢ PLANNING, ZONING, AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
: P. O. BOX 1548
WEST PALM BEACH, FLORIDA 33402

12 December 1973

Century Village, Inc.

Wm. S. VanderMeer, Vice Pres.

North Haverhill Road -
West Palm Beach, Fla. 33401

Re: Petition #73-215
Dear Mr. VanderMeer:

Please be informed that the Board of County Commissioners
of Palm Beach County, Florida, at the Public Hearing on 29
November 1973 approved your petition as amended to rezone
the entire propertiy from CG- General Commercial District and
RH-Residential Multlple Tamily D strlct (High Density)
RS-Residential Single Family District and the further Special
Exception to allow a Planned Unit Development, subject to the
following special conditions:

1) Memo dated May 15, 1973, from William R. Boose,
Director of Planning, Zoning and Building to
Century Village File;

2) Letter dated June 4, 1973, from William R. Boose,
Director to Mr. Martin Perry, Esquire;

3) Letter dated September 26, 1973, from F. Martin
Perry to Mr. Jan Wolfe;

. 4) Letter dated September 26, 1973, from F. Martin
| Perry to Mr, William R. Boose, Dlrector of Planning,
: Zoning and Building Department

5) Memo dated October 1, 1973, from H.F. Kahlert,
County Engineer to William R. Boose, Director of
Planning, Zoning and Building Department;

6) Memo dated October 9, 1973, from William R. Boose,
Director, Planning, Zoning and Building to Century
Village, Inc. - South Hampton - Planned Unit Dev-
elopment File.

Figure 14 Result letter dated December 12, 1973 page 1 of 2
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Page 2
Century Village

Your site plan will be reviewed for official approval by
the Site Plan Review Committee on 18 December 1973. You or your
representative should be in attendance at this meeting to answer
any questions the Committee might have.

Sincerely,

Raymond A. Liberti
Zoning Director

RAL:1jn

cc: F. Martin Perry

Figure 14 Result letter dated December 12, 1973 page 2 of 2

BCC January 24, 2013 Page 146
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02

Control No. 1973-00215

Project No. 01000-800




o <
ot ey,
Do Ag

2 s SYINOISSIWWOD ALNNOD 40 Q¥vod
SR 43T) IDINNG *€ NHOr  :LSALLY

¥IINIONT ALNNO)

P
*SIONVNIQNO QNv SMYA ALNND) ANV 31¥1S 3LISIND3Y TIv 133W OL GNNOS AG3¥IH SI Lv1d SIH|

Iy
A NYWH1VH) ¥IINIONI ALNNOD

40 AVQ fﬁﬁ STHL ‘Q¥0J3¥ ¥0d QIAO¥AdY AGI¥IH SI Lv1d SIH|
SYINOISSIWWOD ALNNOD 40 QUvOd
VITY0Td “AINMOD HOVIE WTVd - TYAQUddY

Va1¥014 40 ALVLS

G207 ‘0N ¥0A3AuNg TIuFIS19;

V14074 ‘AINNO) HOV3G WV4 40 SIONVNIGHO NV “Q3QN3WY SV SILNLVLS VAI¥0TY //T

¥3ILdVH) 40 SINZWIYINDIY IHL TIV HLIM SAINAWOD VLVQ AJAUNS IHL LVHL ¥IHL¥NA ONV MV AG QIWINDIY SV Q3IVTd
NI3E IAVH SINIOJ TOMINO) ININVWHIJ (S,'d'D'd) ONY SINIWNNO| JON3¥ILTY ININVWYI4 (S,'K'Y'd) LVHL ONV 43173
GNV 39GTTMONY AW 40 1538 3HL OL JLVMNOIV SI AJAUNS GIVS LVHL ONY NOISIA¥IANS ONY NOILO3WIQ FTHISNOISIY AW
¥3ONN 3AYW AJANS ¥ 4O NOILVINISTNAIY LOINYOD GNY 3NML ¥ SI NOIWIH NMOHS L¥1d FHL LVHL A41L¥3D OL ST SIH|

JIVIT4IIN3D S, 40A3AYNS

VAIN0T NI Q393017 MV]-1y-A3N¥OLLY

'SIONVHEWNINI 40 33¥d S1 AL¥IAONd IHL LVHL

QN :QIvd N33d 3AVH S3XVL IN3W¥ND 3IHL LVHL ¢NOILV¥O4¥0D YA1¥074 ¥ *INI ‘JOVTIIA AYNINID NI G3Ls3A

38 0L ALY3JONd 3HL OL ITLIL FHL SONIJ 3H LYHL (NO3Y3H Q3A1¥DSIC ALYIONd 3HL OL ITLIL 3HL GINTWYXI
SVH 3H LVHL A41l¥3D A€3¥3H $30Q 'VAI¥OT4 40 3LVIS 3HL NI AINYOLLY QISNIDIT AING V ‘GINOIS¥IANN 3H|

(HJV34 W¥d 40 ALNROD
( YOI407d 40 3LVLS
NOILYOI3T1¥3) FLIL

ss\\v&\"mu«:é NOISSIWWO) AY

2178Ng A¥VLON

7

ThGT Y A 40 ><a\§|oqw1 SIHL “vES YIO1440 ONY ONVH AW SSINLIN

‘NOTLYHO4¥0D 1VS 40 G330 GNY 1V 333
3HL ST ANIWNULSNI QIVS LVHL GNY ‘ALT¥OHLNY 3JLV¥O4NOO ¥YIN93Y GNY 3na AE INIWNMISNI QIVS OL QIXI4dV SWM
L1 LYHL GNV NOTLVYO4¥OD QIVS 40 ¥3S 3LYNO04¥OD 3HL S INSWNWLSNI ONIOD3IYO4 3IHL OL Q3XI4dY TvIS FHL LVHL

ANV “NOILVY04¥0D QIVS 40 ‘ATIAILIIASIY “AYVLIYIIS ANV INIAIS3I¥J HONS SV LNIWNYLSNI HONS QILND3XI A3HL

LVHL 3W 3¥043 ONY OL GI9QITHONNOY ATIVHIAIS GNV “NOILVHOANOD Vv 'INI “JOWTTIA AUNINID C3WVN 3A08Y 3HL
40 AMVLII¥OIG NV INIAISIY4 SV INIWNALSNI ONIOOINOS 3IHL G3ILND3IXI OHM GNY NI 03I¥IS3IC STYNAIAIGNI 3HL 39
OL 3W 0L NMONX ANV “NMONX T173M 3W OL “XJ1dLlvd '[| VLINY ONY AA3] NIMY¥] 'H 03¥v3ddV ATTVNOS¥3d 3W 3y¥0d3g

(HOY3E WYd 40 ALNNOD

o - (Va4 40 3WWIS
sanog amany 3 FTINNG B Neof NINIOTTIRONAY
¢S/ FYIY Mo 3390
@ 1008 M N popoes 4mp P8 LTS
TTUTHOLEW P g7 e

WG T P10 303 oI v A L
. VAo 40 ALVIS
HOVEE W1Vd dO ALNNCO

2401 13FHS

ONY ‘SYINNYId ‘SHOAIAENS ONVT

‘ONI ANVEWOD ANV 43WIIM

0068-G96-G0S ~ ¥3gWNN INOH4ITI]|

90hgs VYaruo14 ‘HOVAG WIVJ LS3IY ‘QVAIINOg TIY LsIuo 9867
SINVLINSNO) INIWAOTIAI([ ONV]-SHIINIONI-SHINNVIJ-SHOAIAUNG ANV
“UIND ANVAWOD ONY YIW[IM “¥3WI3W LSNYJ 470§ A€ U3uVI¥d SYM INIWNYISNI SIH]

JRAZELREN

“ONT “39YTTIA AYNINGD

‘hi6T TV T w&.\!ﬁ%r 40 ><n;ﬁ1141 SIHL ‘SYOLO3¥IQ 40 QWY0E SLI
40 ALI¥OHLNY 3JHL HLIM ONV A9 OL3¥3H Q3IXI44V 34 OL Tv3IS ILVYOY0D SLI ONV ‘AdVII™IIS SL1I A4 GILSILLY

GNY INIQIS3¥d SLI AS GINDIS 36 OL SINISI¥d 3IS3IHL qASNYD SYH NOILVHOJ¥OD AIVS IHL ‘4OTYIHN SSINLIM NI

'SN9ISSY NV SHOSS3DONS SLI ‘NOTLYNO4¥OD VAINOT4 v *INI ‘SIILITILN AYNINID OL SIILITILA H0
JONVNILNIVW GNY NOILONYLSNOD 3HL ¥04 ALINL3d¥3d NI Q3LYIIQIA AGININ JuY NMOHS SY SINZWISYI ALITLLN 3H|

SINFWISYI ‘<
*SNOTSSY
ANV S¥OSSIIONS SLI ‘NOILYHOJNOD VAINOT4 ¥ *INI “JOYTTIA AYNLNI) 4O NOILVSITE0 IONVNIINIVW TWNidd¥dd
IHLSI ANV AINO  SISOdNNG ISANOD 4109 804 ALINL3¥IC NI G3LI1YISIH AGIUIH SI NOFWIH Gg# 1OVY] SV NMOHS VAUV 3H|
Y38V NOTLVIYOR "¢
*SNOISSY NV S¥0SS3IONS SLI ’NOTLYHO4¥0D
va1¥o14 v *INI ‘J9VTIIA AUNINID 40 NOILYSITEO IONVNILNIVW TWNLId¥Id 3HL JuY QNV SINIWISYI NV
133¥1S ILVAI¥ V 3YV SINIW3ISv3 3OVNIVMA GILVI3 ONV 133YLS AVMNIVY SV /g# LOVH] NI NMOHS SY3¥V 3H] '8
'$3504YNd ¥3dO¥d ¥04 DI1TENd IHL 40 3SN IWNLI¥Id FHL ¥Od4 SHINOISSIWWO) ALNMO) 40 Q¥VOg 3HL OL
G3LVD1030 AG3¥3H SI Qv0Y TIIHYIAVH HO4 ‘1334 ¥N03 TYNOILIAAY NY ONI3E ‘AVM 40 LHOIY¥ 3LVWILIN 3H] 'V
SII|IS 'T

1SMOTI04 SY 3L¥D1Q3d AG3NIH OQ NV NOJNIH NMOHS SV GILLVId ONV GIATAYNS 38 OL IWVS 3HL Q3SN¥D SVH

SIUY F 9'gy  TONINIVING]
"ONINNI939 40 INIOd 3HL oL 1334 (Q'0gG 40 3INVISIA v ’1sv] ,TT-,/S-0b8 HLNOS
#3ONIH| 11334 ()0'G/G 40 IINVASIQ ¥ ‘HI¥ON 3NQ “3IONIH| (1334 ()’ ¢8HT 40 IONVISIA ¥ ‘USY] ,TT~,/S-o68 HLNOS “IONIH|
£1334 (0°0TS 40 3ONVLSIQ V HLNOS 3na “3INIH| 71334 0'0Z[ 40 3ONVISIA ¥ <1S3Y ,TT-,/G-oH8 HIWON ‘3IONIH] 11334
Th'//h.40 3ONVLSIQ V ‘HINOS 3NQ “3ONIH| ¢1334 0'ZZ0T 40 3INVASIQ v “1S3Y 3N ‘IONIM| 1334 (0'(Gh 40 IINVISIQ
v ‘HINOG 3NA “30N3H| 1334 (00'Z/G 40 3ONVISIA ¥ ‘1ISV] 3N ‘3ONIH| ¢1334 G8'6T¢ 40 IONVLSIA ¥V ‘HLNOS 3NC ‘3INIH|
#3AYND AIVS 30 N3 3HL 0L 1334 §0'Ohh 40 JONVLSIA V “3A¥ND QIVS 40 J¥Y 3HL ONOTY ‘AT¥ILSIMHLNOG ‘3ON3IH] ‘1334 G0'6Zh
_40 @OHD 9NOT ¥ GNV 1S ,Gh-,Gh-oTh HLNOS 40 ONINVIE QNOHO ONOT ¥ *,Eh-,/S-ohhy 40 FTONY IWHINIO V <1334 00’535 40
SNIAVY v ONIAVH SY G3G1408303404Y 3AMND ¥ NO INIOd ¥ OL 1334 77'/gZ 40 FONVISIQ V ‘1SVI ,00-,Gh-o9/ HLNOS “FONIH[
f3A¥ND QIVS 40 ONJ 3HL OL 1334 /Q'ZZT 4C IONVISIA ¥V “3AY¥ND QIVS 40 D¥Y 3HL ONOTY ‘AT¥3IHLNOG “3IINIH| 11334 00'ZZT
40 QYOHD ONOT V GNV 1S3} ,6G-,hT-gST HLNOS 40 ON1¥VIE QHOHD ONOT ¥ *,8T-,0h-,07 40 I1ONV IVNINID ¥ ’133d (0'OhS
40 SNIGVY Y ONIAVH NV 3JAMND 3E14IS3A LSY1 3HL OL DI¥INIINOD ONI3E ANV LS3Y 3HL OL JAVONOD JA¥NI ¥ NO LNIOd ¥ OL
1334 77' /77 40 3INVLSIQ YV “1S3Y ,00-,Gh-o9/ HL¥ON ‘3ONIH|  73A¥ND QIVS 40 GN3 3HL OL 1334 hG'p9 40 IONVLSIQ V “3A¥ND
QIS 40 D8V 3HL ONOTY ‘ATYIHINOG ‘3INZH|  7,/0-,50-0/0 40 I9NV TVHINID ¥ QNV 1334 (0'G3G 40 SNIAYYH V ONIAVH ‘LHOTY
3HL OL 3A¥ND V 40 3WNIVANNY 20 INIOG 3HL OL 1334 00'GGQ 40 IINVISIA ¥ “HLNOS 3NQ /3INIK| 1334 gh'pZZ 40 FONVISIA
¥ ‘18V] ,h7-,Th-o8/ HLNOS *3ON3H| 1334 0Q'GE 40 FONVLSIA ¥ *HLNOS 3nA “IINIH] 71334 00'Q0Z 40 IONVISIA ¥ ‘1S3y
3NQ “IINIH]  (IAWND QI¥S 40 AINIONV] 40 INIOJ FHL OL 1333 Z'CHT 40 IONVISIQ v “IAUND QIVS 40 J¥Y IHL ONOTY ‘ATyILSTY
3N 1,Zh-,H5-o80 40 ITONY IVHINID v GNY 1334 7g'(0BZT 40 SNIQYE V ONIAVK HINOS 3HL OL SAVINOD 3JAMND V 40 IuNLVANN)
3S¥IAZY 20 INIOJ 3HL OL 1334 7/°GTZ 40 IINVISIA v /IAUNI GIVS 40 DM 3HL ONOTY ‘ATILSIH “IINIM| ¢ ,h7-,60-0LT
40 379NV IVHINID ¥ ONY 1334 Th'(Z/ 40 SNIAVY Y ONIAVH ‘HLYON 3HL OL JAYONOD 3AMND V 40 JuNLYA¥N) 3S¥IAZY 40 IN1OJ
3HL 0L 1334 GZ'¢RT 40 IONVLSIA ¥ ‘3AYND QIVS 40 2¥¥ 3JHL ONOTY ‘ATNILSIW ‘3INIH| ¢ N:l.:MlowO 40 ITONY TV¥INID ¥ ONY
1334 78'06¢T 40 SNIA¥Y ¥ ONIAVH “HLNOS 3HL OL 3AVONOD 3JA¥ND ¥V 40 3¥NLYA¥N) 40 INIOJ 3HL OL 1334 (0'0S5 40 3oNvVISIQ
¥ ‘1S3 300 *IINIH| 71334 06°GZZZ 40 IONVLSIA ¥ ‘Q¥0Y TTIHYIAVH 40 INIT AVM 4O LH9TY QIVS ONOTY ‘HINON 3N “3JONIH|
£('g'0'd) ONINNIO3d 30 INTOd 3HL 9NI38 0STV INIOd QIVS 7QVoY TIIHYIAVH 40 3NIT AVM 40 LHOI¥ 1S3y 3HL
0L ‘1334 00'(G 40 3ONVISIQ V ‘g7 NOILDIG AIVS 40 INIT HLNOS 3HL HLIM 1ITIVEVE *IS3N ,TT-,/G-o68 HL¥ON ‘3INIH[ 1334 00'9S9
40 3ONVLSIQ ¥ g7 NOILD3S QIVS 40 3NIT 1SV 3HL ONOTY ‘HLNON 3N QIWNSSY NNY GZ NOTLDIS GIVS 40 ¥INYOD ISVIHINOS IHL WOM
SYIINIONT iSMOTTI04 SV GITI¥ISIA ATUVINIILYYA JUOW ONIZE ONY
‘NIZLHNCS "ON L¥1d JOYTTIA ANLNI) SV NOI¥IH NMOHS ‘VAI¥OTY AINNO) HOVIG WIvg “ISV3 Zh JONVY ‘HLNOS ¢ JIHSNMO| ‘g7 NOILI3G N
ASVNNYI ONIIE /NOIUIH NMOHS GNVI 40 LOVHL 3HL 40 ¥INMO ‘NOILVMOJNOD YAINOTJ ¥ *INI “JOVTTIA AYNLNID AVHL SINISTHA ISTHL AG NIW T MONY

32y 394 “"SEY dML  ‘€Z NOILDIS NI

. (HY3E Wvd 40 ALNNOD
N3318N04 ON LV'id (

YaI§0d 40 ALYLS

601 fangua)p

ST % 3d °F 7Y

Figure 15 Plat Book 30 pages 156 and 157

Page 147

January 24, 2013

BCC

BCC District 02

Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632

Control No. 1973-00215
Project No. 01000-800



05,

- s —AVOY -

3

~031IVid  ION..

| 3 ANALL ~€2 NOJ1OFS - INIT 1SV3

_

.96'922¢ - HI¥ON 3G

TV =

~00 0007

g0y _TTIHYINVH - INIT_M/E ISIM G S3b . 0005 - MuLLG6EN

ASNINTD

‘anrg

7969221 é

200555 -H1M05 3NG

axva31n0

JHu3AYH

[(PRTATID Y

avoy

1 AVIgRD

€,1v18 N>

[

3T¥IS 04 ION

dVW NOILYIO0T

3aim .02

ONIZE 13381S AvmMEIvs 30 INITHIINID SIIVIIUNI =TT
LWSI NIVHO WHOLS 0 20 INITYIINID SIIVIIONI — — = —

LWS3  ALDUN 3AIM Z( 40 INITEIINID SIIVIIONI -
LWS3 AN 3AIM 2140 3NIIYIINTD SIIYIION] — ———
UNTOG T04INOD  ININYWHIS (4 Od) SILYIIONI ©
UNIWNONOW FIN3IYIZ3H ININYWHID (WEd) STIvIHON -8
Ov0y TIHIAVH 40 INIT HIINID IHI ONOTY HIHON 3n0
A3WNSSY Nv NO G3Sv8 3F4v NOIF¥3IH NMOHS SONIEV3E 3HI
SNOILYINOY ONINOZ AINNOI HOV3E
Wlvd A8 G34iN034 SY 38 TIVHS S3INIT X¥IvEi3s 9NIGUNg
SINIWISV3 FOVNIVYD NO OJFIV1d SANYHS 0 SIIFHI &0
‘FENLINGIS 40 ONI ANV &0 'SONIGUNE ON 38 TTVHS F4FHI
SINIWISYI ALITIN NO
G33vId SIENLINYLIS $IHIO O SONIGUNG ON 38 TIVHS 343HI

S3ION

Lavod

mow we

~

T .o0o000— V' god

00 0FS - 31145685

L0004 3.11.L5:68°S
051~ HIHON 300

100959 - Hi§ON 3nG

~0311V7d LON..

00'LS = HISON 30T

ik sz

3¢7 394 “SEr AML
£¢ NOIL3S ¥0D 35

<

0061 - FA1.L5.68°S

= ~00057 -HIN0S NG =

00°TZS - 1Sv3 ING

0020t - ISIM_ 300

S8°61€ - HINOS IN0

/

,\
/-

ITVIS JIHIVE9

(S1 %961 S99 °% nm

/
|
/

000801 -'3,4,£5.68°'S

SYIINIONI ONV 'SYINNY Id ‘SHOATASNS ONVT

"ONI ANVEIWOD ONY  §FWIFM
L6l ASVNNVI
32y F9H “SEY n.\\s,g ‘€Z NOILD3S NI

NIFLHYN04 ON LV7d

01 fanuap

~A /
11,975 l7 S[M 6710615 | M.IEIEEOS| M.662256N] 153m INT | M.5E22585] B.rSInlGN] 3.752+d8 K] 5.964575 [098 ) — —
062y | overr | ose9 BotEs! s e | eoest 679 6771 osu | o]
6891€C plae) Ag7E ) A8°96 L9801 1896 LEL ZEL 062t 1 W
L6007y | u9°a | 9569 szesl | ausie | scest Syl 57 596t | v o
00595 | 007€ | 00595 | .2g0s2l aroes | zsoset | 0008 0005 oosar | & g
CEPLESY | .8107.0C b0 £0: wlY. 9808 | u#C.60sL1 | LTE.7EE W6%.6€.9/ E2.66090 | LI1.L5:68 h M
@ ©) @©@ | @ ® @ ® @ @  jpren) .Uw
478vV1L 3A8ND A= =T 227 RIn0S 300
240 ¢ L3FHS

000001

LE 'ON 1OVdlL

43430852
0A78 3380HI3INH0 30 INIT MIg—"

.00€87

BOERY - F.1.LS o685

MATLS 6T N

.00°€901

£ 23S - INIT_HINOS
3F39OHD3I3NO

anig

.09 0001

Figure 15 Plat Book 30 pages 156 and 157

Page 148

January 24, 2013

BCC

BCC District 02

Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632

Control No. 1973-00215
Project No. 01000-800



Community Meetings & Updates

South Hampton PUD

Control Number: 1973-00215
Application Number: ABN/DOA-2011-00632

Reflection Bay TND

Control Number: 2011-00245
Application Number: ZC/TDD/R-2011-01203

Figure 16 Community Outreach summary page 1 of 2
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REFLECTION BAY PROJECT EVENTS TIMELINE

Date

Event

July 12, 2007

Meeting with Commissioner

July 13, 2007

Contact UCO

July 27, 2007

Pro-active Committee Meeting

September 15, 2007

Meeting with Commissioner

September 24, 2007

Pro-active Committee Meeting

November 4, 2008

Pro-active Committee Meeting

March 25, 2009

Expanded Pro-active Committee

March 31, 2009

UCO VP & TV Meeting

May 4, 2009

Commissioner Meeting

May 6, 2009

UCO Executive Board Meeting

May 12, 2009

Planning Introduction Meeting

May 20, 2009

Clubhouse Presentation 200+

May 29, 2009

P&Z Introduction Meeting

July 7, 2009

CV Men’s Club Officers Meeting

July 28, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 3, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 15, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 17, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

October 5, 2009

Presentation in CV Residence

November 18, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

November 19, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

January 14, 2010

Town Hall Meeting in CV Theater

February 4, 2010

Town Hall Meeting in CV Theater

March 16, 2010

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

July 23, 2010

UCO Executive Board Meeting

February 9, 2011

Zoning Pre-app Meeting

February 14, 2011

Zoning, Planning & Land Development Pre-app Meeting

February 15, 2011

Neighboring Shopping Plaza Meeting

March 3, 2011

Coffee Host Update Meeting

March 8, 2011

UCO Executive Board Update Meeting

April 6, 2011

UCO Reporter Interview

April 6, 2011

Golf's Edge Meeting

April 12, 2011

Planning Comments Meeting

April 21, 2011

Zoning Process Meeting

May 30, 2011

UCO Reporter follow up interview (first)

June 10, 2011

UCO Reporter follow up interview (second)

Figure 16 Community Outreach summary page 2 of 2
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JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT

SOUTH HAMPTON PUD STUDIOS

DEVELOPMENT ORDER AMENDMENT APPLICATION

DEVELOPMENT ORDER ABANDONMENT APPLICATION Urban Planning and Design
Landscape Architecture

Submittal Date: March 16, 2011 Communication Graphics

Resubmittal Date: May 23, 2011

Resubmittal Date: June, 27, 2011

Resubmittal Date: July 25, 2011

Resubmittal Date: August 29, 2011

Resubmittal Date: September 26, 2011

Resubmittal Date: October 17, 2011

Control Number: 1973-00215

Application Number: 2011-00832

REQUEST

On behalf of Fairways, LLC, Urban Design Kilday Studios has prepared and hereby
respectfully submits this application requesting a Development Order Amendment
(DOA) to delete land from the South Hampton PUD (Century Village Plat 14), Control
Number 1973-215, amend / delete conditions of approval and a Development Crder
Abandonment application to abandon Resolution 93-333.

South Hampton PUD is an 81.2 acre PUD which includes the 70.15 acres former golf
course known as Turtle Bay Country Club which comprised of one (1) property control
number- (PCN 00-42-43-23-40-037-0000). This application is proposing to delete 57.54
acres of the former golf course from the overall South Hampton PUD. This land will be
rezoned to a Traditional Neighborhood Center (TND) as a part of a companion
application, Reflection Bay TND, application ZV/TDD/R-2011-01203.

The following is a summary of requests contained within this application:

¢ Development Order Amendment (DOA) to delete 57.54 acres of land
¢ Modify or Delete Conditions of Approval (Resolution 73-815)
¢ Development Order Abandonment to abandon Resolution 93-333

HISTORY / BACKGROUND

South Hampton PUD is located at the northwest corner of Haverhill Road and
Okeechobee Boulevard. The official master plan for the Southampton PUD indicates a
total site area of 81.2 acres and a total of 240 dwelling units.
The existing units consist of three existing buildings located

477S. Rosemary Avenue
along Okeechobee Boulevard. Each building is 4 stories tall gy o0s The Lofts at CityPlace

West Palm Beach, FL 33401
561.366.1100 561.366.1111 fax
www.udkstudios.com
LCCO000035

Figure 18 Applicants Justification Statement page 1 of 21
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and contains 80 units. The existing units will remain without change.

Haverhill Road

Century Blvd.

Southampton PUD
81.2 Ac.

Okeechobee Blvd.

According to the Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan, the site lies within the
Urban/Suburban Tier and has a Palm Beach County Future Land Use (FLU)
designation of Commercial/High Residential 8 (CH/8) and Residential High 18 (HR 18)
as depicted on FLU Atlas Map 57. The property is designated as a Residential Planned
Unit Development (RS/SE/PUD) Zoning District per Quad Map 31. The following is a
summary of the past Zoning Approvals:

CONTROL NUMBER ACTION DATE RESOLUTION
NUMBER
1973-007 Rezone from CG to RH 05-08-1973 R-73-238
1973-215 Rezone from CG to RH and allow a PUD 12-18-1973 R-73-815
1973-215(A) SE to amend PUD to add access point 03-16-1993 R-93-333

The latest Resolution approved, R-93-333 was a request to add a public entrance to the
golf course from Haverhill Road. Prior to the approval of this special exception, the golf
course could only be accessed through Century Village. As a part of this application,
the applicant is requesting to have R-93-333 abandoned. The resolution is no longer
applicable as the golf course is no longer in operation, the lands are being removed

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD

Control No. 1973-215

Page 2 of 21

Figure 18 Applicants Justification Statement page 2 of 21
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from South Hampton PUD and being proposed to be rezoned and redeveloped. The
resolution contains conditions of approval which relate to the golf course use and are no
longer applicable or have been completed.

Prior to R-93-999, Resolution 73-815 was approved by the Board of County
Commissioners on December 18, 1973. This resclution rezoned the property to RH and
allowed for a special exception for a PUD. Uniquely, the resolution contained special
conditions contained within a series of six (6) memos. In review of the special
conditions, there are three (3) which relate to the golf course use. As a part of this DOA
application, the applicant is requesting the following modifications to the conditions of
approval:

1. Document 1, Memao dated May 15, 1973: The applicant is requesting to

OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT ORDER AMENDMENT

The applicant is proposing to remove 57.54 acres from South Hampton PUD. This land
is part of the former Turtle Bay Country Club from Golf Course. The golf course ceased
operations in May of 2009 and is currently vacant. The total area of the former golf
course is 70.15 acres. After the 57.54 acres are removed from the PUD, the remaining
12.55 acres will remain a part of the South Hampton PUD as open space. The total
land area for the PUD will be 23.66 acres.

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD Octeober 17, 2011
Control No. 1973-215
Page 3 of 21
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Rezoning to TND ‘Refelction Bay’

°

=

[aa]

a

2

2

Remaining i‘j

Southampton O

PUD

23.66 Ac.

The 23.8 Acres to remain within South Hampton PUD is a composed of both CH/8 and

HR-18 Future Land Use designations.

allowed density based on the amount of land within each FLU category.

The table below calculates the maximum

LAND USE | ACREAGE MAX. UNITS EXISTING UNITS | REMAINING UNITS
HR 18 8.98 AC 161 0 161
CHI8 14.68 AC 117 240 123
TOTAL 23.66 AC 278 240 38
2.28 Acres o
o -
i“'"r o CH/E B
I :
i 1423
Okeechobee Blvd.
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Control No. 1973-215

South Hampton PUD
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OPEN SPACE:

At the meeting of the applicant and staff on September 22, 2011 the original approved
Master Plan as well as the history of the Planned Development was reviewed. The
original Master Plan indicates that the golf course acreage was not included as open
space and that the open space of the approved plan represented 6.1% of the residential
tract. At that time, staff agreed that the issue was resolved per Article 1. However, it
should be noted that the acreage of Tract 36 remaining in Planned Development as
natural area/open space increases the overall open space above current code
requirements.

The lands remaining within the PUD (23.66 acres) meet all PUD open space criteria.
As a PUD, 40% of the PUD shall be provided as open space. This equates to 9.46
acres. The preliminary site plan proposes 18.09 acres of open space consisting of the
12.55 acre former golf course and additional open space within the residential tract.
The approved master plan, exhibit 14, dated April 9, 1974 states the project includes
6.1% of open space. It also notes the open space excludes golf course, uncovered
parking, driveways, other impervious surfaces and water bodies.

UNITY OF CONTROL:

In researching past records it is clear that no Unity of Control other than proof of unified
ownership which existed at the time of the Planned Unit Development was required. As
discussed in our meeting of September 22, 2011, the applicant's attorney would provide
a draft new Unity of Control document providing for the maintenance of the remaining
open space within the PUD obligating the owner of the tract as well as the adjacent
TND to provide for that maintenance. Mr. Banks provided our attorney with the
County's standard document and the applicant's attorney has suggested modifications.
That document is attached to this resubmittal package.

Although it was understood and agreed too at the September 22nd meeting that the
language for the conditions would be worked out after Certification, in the interest of
responding to all EPBZ lIssues, the applicant suggests the following language of
approval for a start of the discussion which is consistent with the language contained in
the suggested Unity of Control document.

"The applicant shall execute a Unity of Confrol Document binding the owner of
Tract 36 and the adjacent Traditional Neighborhood Development (Control
Number 2011-00245) to maintain the property as a natural area in compliance
with all applicable maintenance requirements of the Palm Beach County Unified
Land Development Code.”

“Tract 36 shall be utilized only as natural area/open space and shall have no
residential use”

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD Octeober 17, 2011
Control No. 1973-215
Page 5 of 21
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The replat for the portion of Tract 36 remaining within the Planned Unit Development
shall contain the following language:

“This property contained in this plat shall be utilized for natural area/open space.
No residential use will be permitted.”

RECREATION AREA:

It should be noted that while the existing Southampton units and residents are part of
the Planned Unit Development, they are also part of the overall Century Village
Condominium Association which operates the Master Recreation Facilities for all of
Century Village (approximately 8,400 residents). The Southampton unit owners pay a
monthly fee as do all Century Village residents for the use and maintenance of the large
recreational complexes located throughout Century Village including the pool at
Southampton as well as the large recreation island located in the center of Century
Village.

The large, centrally located recreation area in Century Village is over 13 acres and is
surrounded by a 35 acre lake. This recreation area is approximately 1 mile from the
South Hampton condominium buildings. It contains an 80,000 SF club house which
includes an auditorium/theater. In addition to the club house, there are two swimming
pools, shuffleboard and racquetball.

The former Turtle Bay Golf Course was never part of the recreational package of
Century Village but a privately owned tract of land open to the use of Century Village
residents but not part of the Recreational Lease.

VISUAL IMPACT ANALYSIS:

A visual impact analysis (VIA) is a requirement of any request to modify an existing golf
course to reduce acreage or reconfigure the boundaries of a golf course previously
approved on a Master Plan. A visual impact analysis has been prepared for the South
Hampton PUD and the Reflection Bay TND application. The purpose the VIA is to
assess compatibility and impact of the proposed reconfiguration of the golf course on
the adjacent properties.

Methodology:
The visual impact analysis was created by using both AutoCAD (survey and site plan)

and aerial photography to create a base map. With this information, UDKS was able to
create a document which was could be reproduced to a digital scale and items could be
measured. UDKS was able to input the proposed design of Reflection Bay and use the
VIA as a tool to create separation from existing and proposed uses. For example, the
proposed design for Reflection Bay includes a large, naturalistic lake which creates
separation and also a visual amenity for both the existing and proposed uses.

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD Octeober 17, 2011
Control No. 1973-215
Page 6 of 21
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Upon creating the base information, UDKS was able to visit the site and gather
additional information regarding existing features. Photos were taken to document the
existing conditions.

Line of Site Analysis:

The VIA includes three (3) line of site sections through the South Hampton Property.
The three specific points were located along the view corridor of the three existing
South Hampton Buildings. Each existing building faces the former golf course (or north)
and has a view across the open space to Century Village. Since there are no changes
proposed to the open space remaining within South Hampton, the view across the open
space will remain as it currently exists. The cross-sections in the VIA reflect this
situation. UDKS included one point from the eastern building where possible views
include a portion of the proposed Reflection Bay TND. In addition to an aerial view of
the site and cross sections, the VIA also includes photos representing the existing
conditions of the site and the surrounding areas.

MEETINGS WiTH HOA:

The applicant has in the past attempted to meet with the three Homeowner Associations
that comprise the Southampton PUD (one HOA per building). To date, the applicant
has been unsuccessful. Therefore, the Applicant is not aware of whether any meetings
have been held, and whether there are any minutes.

The applicant has submitted with a package including a timeline of meetings held with
various residents and organizations within the greater Century Village community.
Interest in the development extends outside the boundaries of the Planned Unit
Development and the Southampton Condominiums have been part of larger community
meetings. Southampton residents also are part of a specific subcommitteee of the
United Civic Association of Century Village named the Pro-Active Committee. Included
with the timeline are copies of the community newspaper articles as well as items from
the community blog which can be accessed at: htip://century-village-wpb.blogspot.com.
Among the newspaper stories are articles which resulted from the applicants and their
consultants meeting with the newspaper and providing information and graphics.
Among the blog-spot stories are copies of the letter sent by the applicant to each of the
Southampton Condominium residents indicating that the residents had received the
copies although the applicant has not heard back from them.

The following timeline depicts the Applicant’s efforts to keep the community informed of
the proposed amendment.

Date Event
July 12, 2007 | Meeting with Commissioner
July 13, 2007 | Contact UCO
July 27, 2007 | Pro-active Committee Meeting
September 15, 2007 | Meeting with Commissioner
September 24, 2007 | Pro-active Committee Meeting
November 4, 2008 | Pro-active Committee Meeting
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http://century-village-wpb.blogspot.com/

March 25, 2009

Expanded Pro-active Committee

March 31, 2009

UCO VP & TV Meeting

May 4, 2009

Commissioner Meeting

May 6, 2009

UCO Executive Board Meeting

May 12, 2009

Planning Introduction Meeting

May 20, 2009

Clubhouse Presentation 200+

May 29, 2009

P&Z Introduction Meeting

July 7, 2009

CV Men's Club Officers Meeting

July 28, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 3, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 15, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

September 17, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

October 5, 2009

Presentation in CV Residence

November 18, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

November 19, 2009

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

January 14, 2010

Town Hall Meeting in CV Theater

February 4, 2010

Town Hall Meeting in CV Theater

March 16, 2010

Coffee Presentation in CV Residence

July 23, 2010

UCO Executive Board Meeting

February 9, 2011

Zoning Pre-app Meeting

February 14, 2011

Zoning, Planning & Land Development Pre-app Meeting

February 15, 2011

Neighboring Shopping Plaza Meeting

March 3, 2011

Coffee Host Update Meeting

March 8, 2011

UCO Executive Board Update Meeting

April 6, 2011

UCO Reporter Interview

April 6, 2011

Golf's Edge Meeting

April 12, 2011

Planning Comments Meeting

April 21, 2011

Zoning Process Meeting

May 30, 2011

UCO Reporter follow up interview (first)

June 10, 2011

UCO Reporter follow up interview (second)

PDD anD PUD OBJECTIVES AND STANDARDS

PDD DEsIGN OBJECTIVES:
Article 3.E.1.C requires Planned Developments to meet the following PDD Design
Objectives:
a. Contain sufficient depth, width, and frontage on a public street, or appropriate
access thereto, as shown on the PBC Thoroughfare lIdentification Map to
adequately accommodate the proposed use(s) and design;

The South Hampton PUD is consistent with this PDD Design Objective. The PUD
currently has frontage on both Okeechobee Boulevard and Haverhill Road. With the
deletion of the 57.54 acres, the PUD frontage requirement is met along Okeechobee
Boulevard.
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b. Provide a continuous, non-vehicular circulation system which connects uses,
public entrances to buildings, recreation areas, amenities, usable open space,
and other land improvements within and adjacent to the PDD;

The South Hampton PUD provides a continuous, non-vehicular circulation system
through both sidewalks and open space linking the buildings and recreational areas
of the project. In addition, the residents of South Hampton also connect into the vast
non-vehicular circulation system of the Century Village community.

c. Provide pathways and convenient parking areas designed to encourage
pedestrian circulation between uses;

The three existing condo buildings at South Hampton PUD currently exist with both
convenient parking and sidewalks. The community is linked to Century Village
allowing for pedestrian connections to the various uses provided within Century
Village.

d. Preserve existing native vegetation and other natural/historic features to the
greatest possible extent;

Being a former golf course, there is not natural, existing stands of native vegetation.
The applicant intends to preserve specimen trees and native trees to the greatest
extent possible.

e. Screen objectionable features (e.g. mechanical equipment, loading/delivery
areas, storage areas, dumpsters, compactors) from public view and control
objectionable sound;

The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development. This
application is proposing to delete land area. Views to the project will remain as they
currently exist. The open space (former golf course) will be maintained in
accordance of the ULDC by the property owner.

f. Locate and design buildings, structures, uses, pathways, access, landscaping,
water management tracts, drainage systems, signs and other primary elements
to minimize the potential for any adverse impact on adjacent properties;

The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development. This
application is proposing to delete land area. Views to the project will remain as they
currently exist.

g. Minimize parking through shared parking and mix of uses.
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The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development. This
application is proposing to delete land area. The parking will remain as it exists
today.

h. For PDD only, a minimum of one pedestrian amenity for each 100,000 square
feet of GFA or fraction thereof shall be incorporated into the overall development
to create a pedestrian friendly atmosphere. Suggested amenities include, but
are not limited to:

1) public art;

2) clock tower,;

3) water feature/fountain;

4) outdoor patio, courtyard or plaza; and

5) tables with umbrellas for open air eating in common areas and not
associated with tenant use (i.e. restaurant) or outdoor furniture.

This PDD standard appears to apply to non residential PDD uses. South Hampton PUD
is an existing PUD which is primarily residential in nature.

PDD PERFORMANCE STANDARDS:
Planned developments shall comply with the following standards:

a. Access and Circulation
1) PDDs shall have a minimum of 200 linear feet of frontage along an
arterial or collector street;

Finding: South Hampton PUD exceeds this standard.
2) PDDs shall have legal access on an arterial or collector street;

Finding: South Hampton PUD access exists from within the Century Village community.
The access from Century Village is shown on the vested site plan. In addition, it is
discussed in the special conditions found in the letters referenced in R-73-815.

3) Vehicular access and circulation shall be designed to minimize hazards to
pedestrians, non-moterized forms of transportation, and other vehicles. Merge lanes,
turn lanes and traffic medians shall be required where existing or anticipated heavy
traffic flows indicate the need for such controls;

Finding: South Hampton PUD meets all standards for road design.

4) Traffic improvements shall be provided to accommodate the projected traffic
impact;

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.
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5) Cul-de-sacs
The objective of this provision is to recoghize a balance between dead end
streets and interconnectivity within the development. In order to determine the
total number of local streets that can terminate in cul-de-sacs, the applicant shall
submit a Street Layout Plan, pursuant to the Technical Manual. The layout plan
shall indicate the number of streets terminating in cul-de-sacs, as defined in
Article 1 of this Code, and how the total number of streets is calculated. During
the DRO certification process, the addressing section shall confirm the total
number of streets for the development, which would be consistent with how
streets are named. Streets that terminate in a T-intersection providing access to
less than four lots, or a cul-de-sac that abuts a minimum 20 foot wide open space
that provides pedestrian cross access between two pods shall not be used in the
calculation of total number of cul-de-sacs or dead end streets.

a) 40 percent of the local streets in a PDD may terminate in a cul-de-sac

or a dead-end by right.

Finding: South Hampton PUD is not proposing any dead-ends or cul-de-sacs streets.

6) Nonresidential PDDs shall provide cross access to adjacent properties where
possible, subject to approval by the County Engineer;

Finding: Not applicable.

7) Streets shall not be designed nor constructed in a manner which adversely
impacts drainage in or adjacent to the project;

Finding: All streets were constructed with appropriate drainage and permitted either by
Palm Beach County or the Florida DOT.

8) Public streets in the project shall connect to public streets directly
adjacent to the project. If no adjacent public streets exist, and the County
Engineer determines that a future public street is possible, a connection to
the property line shall be provided in a location determined by the County
Engineer. This standard may be waived by the BCC.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.

b. Street Lighting

Streetlights shall be a maximum of 25 feet in height and shall be installed along all
streets 50 feet in width or greater. The light fixture shall be designed to direct light away
from residences and onto the sidewalk and street and shall comply with Article 5.E,
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.
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¢. Median Landscaping
Refer to the most recent Land Development Regulation Manual, available from the PBC
Engineering Department.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.

d. Street Trees

Canopy trees meeting the requirements of Article 7, LANDSCAPING, shall be spaced
an average of 50 feet on center along both sides of all streets 50 feet in width or
greater.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.

f. Mass Transit
All nonresidential PDDs over five acres and 50,000 square feet, and all PUDs over 50
units, shall comply with the following, unless waived by the DRO:

1) The location of a Bus Stop, Bearding and Alighting Area shall be shown on the
master plan and/or final site plan prior to approval by the DRO, unless written
conflicts that one is not required. The purpose of this easement is for the future
construction of Mass Transit infrastructure in a manner acceptable to Palm Tran;

2) Prior to the issuance of the first building permit, the property owner shall
convey to PBC an easement for a Bus Stop, Boarding and Alighting Area, in a
location and manner approved by Palm Tran. As an alternative, prior to
Technical Compliance of the first plat, the property owner shall record an
easement for a Bus Stop, Boarding and Alighting Area in a manner and form
approved by Palm Tran. The property owner shall construct continuous paved
pedestrian and bicycle access compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) to and through the Bus Stop Boarding and Alighting Area; and

3) All PDDs with more than 100 units shall comply with the following requirement:
Prior to the issuance of the building permit for the 100th unit, the petitioner shall
construct a Palm Tran approved mass transit shelter with appropriate access
lighting, trash receptacle and bicycle storage. The location of the shelter shall be
within an approved Bus Stop Boarding and Alighting Area easement. Any and all
costs associated with the construction and perpetual maintenance shall be
funded by the petitioner.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area. There are two existing bus stops
along Okeechobee Boulevard.
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g. Utilities

All utility services located in a utility easement, such as telephone, cable, gas, and
electric, shall be installed underground or combination/alternative acceptable to the
DRO.

Finding: All utility services for South Hampton are in place.

h. Parking
1) Residential Uses
Parking for residential uses shall comply with Article 6, PARKING. The DRO
may require a covenant to be recorded limiting the affected area to a specific use
or uses.

Finding: Residential uses comply with parking requirements which were in affect
at the time of the construction of these uses.

2) Nonresidential Uses

Nonresidential uses located within a PDD may apply the parking standards
indicated in Table 6.A.1.B, Minimum Off-Street Parking and Loading
Requirements or the minimum/maximum parking standards below. The site plan
shall clearly indicate which parking standards are being utilized for the entire site.

Finding: N/A

3) Design

Parking areas open to the public shall be interconnected and provide safe
efficient flow of traffic. Parking areas directly adjacent to other parking areas in
the same project shall have cross access.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area.

4) Cross Access
Cross access shall be provided to adjacent internal uses/properties, if required
by the DRO.

Finding: The application is not proposing any changes to the existing development.
This application is proposing to delete land area. Cross access will remain into
Century Village. Cross access is also being proposed between the open space and
the proposed Reflection Bay project.

5) Location-Non-residential PDDs
A minimum of ten percent of the required parking shall be located at the rear or
side of each building it is intended to serve.
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Finding: Not applicable.

6) Distance
All parking spaces shall be located within 600 linear feet of a public entrance of
the building which it is intended to serve.

Finding: The parking provided at South Hampton meets this requirement.

i. Way Finding Signs

Off-site directional signs, consistent with the on-site directional sign standards in Article
8, SIGNAGE, may be allowed along internal streets in the R-O-W, subject to approval
by the County Engineer.

Finding: Any new off-site directional signs shall comply with this standard.

j. Recreation Clubhouse Emergency Generators

A permanent emergency generator shall be required for all PDD clubhouses 2,500
square feet or greater, and shall meet the standards of Art. 5.B.1.A.18, Permanent
Generators.

Finding: N/A

PUD DEsIGN OBJECTIVES:

As a requirement of Article 3.E.2.A.4., Exemplary Standards, a Development Order
Amendment application shall only be granted to a project exceeding the goals, policies
and objectives of the Comprehensive Plan, the minimum requirements of the ULDC and
the design objectives and performance standards which include such items as creative
design, recreational opportunities and mix of unit types. The requested DOA
application meets the following PUD Design Objectives and Performance Standards:

a. South Hampton PUD will remain predominantly residential.

b. South Hampton PUD will continue to provide a continuous non-vehicular
circulation system for pedestrians connecting to the Century Village Community.

C. The South Hampton PUD existing landscape buffers will remain. The 12
acres of former golf course remain in the PUD provide for both a visual and
spatial separation between the South Hampton residents and the residents for
Century Village. A landscape buffer is being proposed along the eastern
property line adjacent to the proposed Reflection Bay project. It should be noted
that Resolution 73-815 waived the buffer requirement along the west property
line in order to allow existing Fairway Street to link up with the site. The
approved site plan exhibit 14 is also consistent with the waiver and does not
include a buffer along the west.

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD Octeober 17, 2011
Control No. 1973-215
Page 14 of 21

Figure 18 Applicants Justification Statement page 14 of 21

BCC January 24, 2013
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02
Control No. 1973-00215

Project No. 01000-800

Page 166



d. South Hampton PUD does not propose commercial uses.

e. South Hampton PUD is a part of the Century Village neighborhood
character and identity. This will remain unchanged.

f. The open space of the former golf course will preserve the existing trees
where applicable.

g. South Hampton PUD does not have a civic parcel, however, there are
civic uses located within the adjacent Century Village for the use of the South
Hampton residents.

PUD PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
The following performance standards are required:

a. Proximity to other uses: All residential pods with 5 or more residential
units per acre shall be located within 1,320 feet provide a neighborhood park,
recreation pod, private civic pod, commercial pod or public recreation facility.

b. The existing residential pod is located within 1,320 feet of the recreation
area.
C. Focal Points: A focal point shall be provided at the terminus of 15% of the

streets of the project.

Not Applicable. The application is not proposing any changes to the existing
development. This application is proposing to delete land area.

d. Neighborhood Parks: Neighborhood parks shall have a direct connection
to the pedestrian system and include a tot lot, gazebo, fitness station, rest station
or similar recreation amenity.

Not Applicable. The application is not proposing any changes to the existing
development. This application is proposing to delete land area.

e. Decorative Street Lighting: Decorative street lighting shall be provided
along the development entrances.

Not Applicable. The application is not proposing any changes to the existing
development. This application is proposing to delete land area.

f. Fountains: A minimum of one fountain shall be located in the main or
largest lake or water body.
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Not Applicable. The application is not proposing any changes to the existing
development. This application is proposing to delete land area.

g. Interspersed Housing: Workforce Housing Units shall be interspersed with
market rate units within a pod.

Not Applicable. The application is not proposing any changes to the existing
development. This application is proposing to delete land area.

STANDARDS FOR DEVELOPMENT ORDER AMENDMENT
This proposal meets all requirements set forth in ULDC Article 2.B.2.B, Standards for
considering a development crder application for a development order amendment:

1. CONSISTENCY WITH THE PLAN:

The proposed amendment is consistent with the purposes, goals, objectives and
policies of the Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan. The Future Land Use (FLU)
element of the Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan designates the affected area
as partially Commercial/High Residential 8 (CH/8) and partially Residential High 18 (HR
18) as depicted on FLU Atlas Map 57.

South Hampton currently has 240 existing units. These units will remain. As a part of
this application, the applicant did not delete the entire golf course from the PUD as
doing this would leave South Hampton PUD enough land area to comply with the
maximum density allowed. Approximately 12.55 acres of the former golf course remain
as a part of PUD. There is enough land to allow for 278 units.

UNITS EXIsTING | UNITS
LAND UsE ACREAGE ALLOWED UNITS REMAINING
CH/8 14.68 AC 117 240 -123
HR 18 8.98 AC 161 0 161
TOTAL 23.66 AC 278 240 38

2. CONSISTENCY WITH THE CODE:

The proposed amendment complies with all applicable standards and provisions of the
Code for the use, layout, function, and general development characteristics.
Specifically, the proposed uses comply with all applicable portions of Article 4.B,
Supplementary Use Standards.
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GoLF COURSE REVISIONS:

Further, the request is consistent with Article 3 of the Code as it pertains to
Modifications to Reduce or Reconfigure Existing Golf Courses. Prior to submittal of this
application, all residents of the South Hampton PUD were notified via certified mailing
and signs were posted in common areas documenting the proposed modification to the
PUD. The applicant has met with officers of the Century Village Master Association and
informed them of his intent to make an application for the golf course conversion. The
applicant intends to meet with all communities wishing to meet

As a part of this application and the companion Reflection Bay TND application,
documentation has been provided indicating that the reduction of the former golf course
area will not result in a reduction of required open space. Lastly, the necessary Visual
Impact Analysis is provided using the methodology consistent with the purposes and
intent of the Code.

3. COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING USES:

South Hampton PUD remains compatible with the surrounding Century Village
development with the proposed deletion of land area. The proposed shape, size and
location of the lands to be deleted were designed to minimize the effect of the new
development (Reflection Bay) on the surrounding existing communities. Taking all these
factors into account, the new project meets all standards utilized tc make a
determination of compatibility. Finally, as is the case in all projects reviewed by the
County staff where a project abuts existing development, appropriate Conditions of
Approval can provide for additional standards of buffering to assure compatibility.

The proposed layout of single-dwelling and multifamily units have been carefully
designed to take into account the surrounding existing development in terms of types of
homes (all multi-family), existing buffers, existing views, proximity to the proposed
development area, and dimensions of the proposed development area. All of these
factors helped determine the placement and type of the proposed homes as well as
buffers, access locations, retention areas, and recreation areas.

Currently, the land area being deleted abuts midrise multi-family units on its west
property line. The property abuts a major arterial road (Haverhill Road) on its east
property line and a major collector road (Century Village Haverhill Entrance) on its North
Property line. In terms of density, these existing developments average similar to
greater densities than the densities proposed by the new units. The narrow portion of
the former golf course which is located directly between South Hampton and Century
Village is not being proposed to be a part of Reflection Bay.

4. DESIGN MINIMIZES ADVERSE IMPACT:

As a part of the Reflection Bay project, great care was utilized in developing a Master
Plan which would remain respectful to the existing units of South Hampton PUD. As the
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entire golf course lands were not needed to develop Reflection Bay, the determination
of which land should be developed was extremely important. The result was locating
the development up to Haverhill Road and leaving portions adjacent to Century Village
and South Hampton residential units as open space.

This application to delete land area minimizes adverse impact by leaving 12.55 acres of
former golf course to remain as open space within the South Hampton PUD. The land
is located directly between South Hampton and the adjacent Century Village
neighborhood. Rather than making this land apart of the future Reflection Bay project,
the land remains as open space and therefore minimizes adverse impact.

5. DEsIGN MINIMIZES ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

The proposed amendment does not result in significantly adverse impacts to the natural
environment. The affected area contains limited amounts of existing native vegetation.
There are several mature ficus trees on the property that will be preserved or relocated
to provide focal points for the new development.

6. DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS:

The deletion of land from the existing South Hampton PUD allows for the development
of the Reflection Bay project.

As previously discussed in the sections discussing Compatibility and Impacts, the
proposed development of single dwelling and multi-family homes on this property is
consistent with the established development multi-family homes currently existing on
the abutting properties. Additionally, on the East side of Haverhill Road there is an
established mobile home park also developed at a higher density. In laying out the
various units types within the project, the densest uses were located in closest proximity
to the major transportation network along Haverhill Road. The areas closest to existing
development have been sited with less dense housing types and most significantly large
areas of open space in the form of lake areas and/or significant green space. Due to the
intense development already existing in the general area there are already many
commercial services, employment opportunities, and transportation infrastructure
located in close proximity.

7. CONSISTENCY WITH NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS:

South Hampton PUD is not located within the boundaries of a neighborhood plan study
area and therefore is not in conflict with this ULDC standard.

8. ADEQUATE PuBLIC FACILITIES:

The project currently is vested for the 240 existing units.
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9. CHANGED CONDITICNS OR CIRCUMSTANCES:

Due to the passage of time, some of the circumstances concerning the South Hampton
PUD have been lost. However, it is known that the construction of the South Hampton
PUD was the last piece of a long term straight zoning development known as Century
Village. Most of the area where the three South Hampton Condominiums were
constructed was designated commercial requiring a change of zoning resulting in the
creation of the Planned Unit Development which consisted of the three buildings and the
golf course. Originally, the entrance to the golf course was connected to the internal street
network of Century Village requiring players to either already live in Century Village or to
enter Century Village through its two guard gates to reach the Course. Ownership of the
Course appears to have been private and not part of the greater Century Village
recreation facilities which include a major clubhouse in the center of the project.

In 1993, a new owner of the golf course petitioned Palm Beach County (Petition 73-215A)
to allow a direct entrance to the golf course (now known as Turtle Bay Country Club) from
Haverhill Road. In approving the petition, a design was created with two separate parking
areas: one for residents of Century Village to continue to use the internal access and one
for the general public from Haverhill Road. The two parking areas were not
interconnected to preserve Century Village’'s security.

The reason for requesting the entrance was to allow for a greater use by the general
public as day to day use by the Century Village residents had declined with time to the
point that the club could not be profitable without significant outside use and advertising.
At that time, several improvements were also made to the golf course and the driving
range.

Subsequently, the current owner and applicant bought the property and continued to
operate it as a public course. However, due to the general decline in the popularity of golf,
changes in area demographics, and style of this older course, the course was not longer
able to support itself, even with use by the general public and convenient access from a
major arterial, and closed in May of 2009.

Studies have indicated consistently that golf play has declined in recent years as has
previously been cited. (New York Times overview at
hitp:/Avwwwe. Nytimes. com/2008/02/21/nyregion/21goli.html).  The net result is that fewer players
meant less revenue which meant less funds to keep up the course resulting in many golf
courses. Since that time the vacant land which formerly included the golf course has been
maintained to County minimum standards due to lack of income creating a blighted
condition for surrounding property owners. (Note: The Board of County Commissioners
recognized several years ago that the economic problems then facing golf courses would
lead to the need for a method to evaluate conversions. An entire new section of the
Unified Land Development Code was created providing additional notification and study
of the effects of conversions through evaluations such as view shed analysis to permit a
logical methodology for golf course conversions.)
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This blighted condition is a change of circumstances which currently affects the
residents of South Hampton and the communities which abut the property. The blight
affects these communities in many ways. First, the residences which enjoyed the
previous golf course views now look out at an open space which receives the minimum
maintenance required by the County. Without any revenue, the property owner can only
provide what is required.

The current status quo has become an economic blight for surrounding property
owners. While, in the past, these owners would advertise a residential property as
having “golf course views”, now adjacent to the former golf course is considered a
negative attribute due to the uncertainty of what the future holds for the property as well
as the previous issues discussed.

The removal of 57.54 acres of land from the PUD will allow for a reasonable
redevelopment of the property can correct all of these issues. First, the proposal will
provide for an upgraded landscape environment. Due to the size and shape of the
existing property and the development of a compact walkable design significant spaces
have been created to provide large lake areas and active and passive green spaces
which benefit both the new and existing residents as well as provide continued security.
Great care has been taken to allow sufficient room for upgraded landscape edges.
These landscape areas will become the responsibility of the new homeowners’
association of the application property. It is in the interest of the homeowners’
association to maintain the new landscape to protect the value of the new development
which at the same time protects the interest of the adjacent property owners.

Finally, the new development will remove the current uncertainty as to the future of the
site. The new homes will be built and sold at values which match or exceed the
surrounding community values. Once in place, the new development provides a finished
product (both homes and landscape buffers) which allows a potential homebuyer of
adjacent property to know what to expect.

In addition to the proposed project acting as a catalyst to cure an existing blighted
condition, the proposed development is in the right place. This particular property at the
density proposed can meet all concurrency criteria while being located in the Eastward
Ho! Corridor which is now supported by many Comprehensive Plan policies promoting
Eastern infill.

The proposed amendment when viewed in the context described in this justification
statement, meets all standards including Change of Conditions.

DEVELOPMENT ORDER ABANDONMENT GUIDELINES

Also as a part of this application, the applicant is requesting to abandon Resolution R-
93-333. This Resolution was adopted as part of the approval of Zoning Petition 73-
215(A) which was a request to Amend the South Hampton Planned Unit Development
Plan to add one additional Access Point from Haverhill Road to the then existing Turtle
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Bay Country Club. The former golf course property is now the subject of a rezoning
request to a Traditional Neighborhood Development Planned Development which will be
the subject of an entirely new set of development conditions related to the new use of
the property. Therefore, the previous petition should be abandoned in conjunction with
the granting a new zoning approval for the property. The original resolution for South
Hampton PUD (R-73-815) will remain in place with requested mecdifications for the
portion of the PUD which will be retained.

The proposal meets the requirements set forth in ULDC Article 2.A.1.Q.4. as follows:

In determining whether a development was used, implemented or benefited from,
consideration shall be given to the following factors:

a. Whether any construction or additional construction authorized in the
development order has commenced.

Yes, the public entrance from Haverhill Road was constructed; however, this
occurs on the land being deleted from the PUD. As stated above, the land being
removed is proposed to be rezoned and redeveloped as a Traditional Neighborhood
Development. The golf course use no longer exists. All associated conditions of
approval contained within Resoclution 93-333 are no longer applicable.

b. Whether a physical or economic use of the development order has occurred,
including physical or economic expansion.

Yes, however, the golf course is no longer operating. All improvements related
to the golf course such has parking lot and driving range will be removed.

On behalf of Fairways, LLC., Urban Design Kilday Studios respectfully requests
favorable review and consideration of this Development Order Amendment Application.
The project managers/agents at Urban Design Kilday Studios are Kerry Kilday and
Wendy Tuma. Please feel free to contact the agents with any questions or for additional
information in support of this development order amendment application.

Project No. #10-061.000 South Hampton PUD Octeober 17, 2011
Control No. 1973-215
Page 21 of 21

Figure 18 Applicants Justification Statement page 21 of 21

BCC January 24, 2013
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02
Control No. 1973-00215

Project No. 01000-800

Page 173



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

EXHIBIT C-1
Development Order Amendment

ALL PETITIONS

1. All previous conditions of approval applicable to the subject property, as contained in Resolution
R-1973-815 (Control 1973-215), have been consolidated as contained herein. The property owner
shall comply with all previous conditions of approval and deadlines previously established by Article
2.E of the Unified Land Development Code (ULDC) and the Board of County Commissioners or
Zoning Commission, unless expressly modified. (ONGOING: MONITORING - Zoning)

2. The approved Preliminary Master, Site, and Regulating plans are dated October 12, 2011.
Modifications to the Development Order inconsistent with the conditions of approval, or changes to
the uses or site design beyond the authority of the Development Review Officer as established in the
ULDC, must be approved by the Board of County Commissioners. (ONGOING: ZONING - Zoning)

3. Prior to final approval by the Development Review Officer, the applicant shall execute a Unity of
Control binding the owner of Tract 36 and the adjacent Traditional Neighborhood Development
(Control 2011-245) to maintain the property as open space in compliance with all applicable
maintenance requirements of the Palm Beach County Unified Land Development Code. (DRO:
ZONING-COUNTY ATTY)

4. Previous Condition 1 of Letter dated May 15, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No.
1973-215) which currently states:

The RH high density request if probably better than the existing CG General Commercial District
along this section of Okeechobee Road.

Is hereby deleted. [Reason: property was rezoned to RH with a Special Exception for a PUD in 1973]

5. Previous Condition 2 of Letter dated May 15, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No.
1973-215) which currently states:

The Century Corner Shopping Center adequately serve the area for commercial needs and the
removal of the additional strip commercial west of Haverhill road wil be better land use for the area.

Is hereby deleted. [Reason: Additional Commercial developments have been established since this
time]

6. Correction of the Legal Description- In rezoning the previously omitted 4.6 acre hiatus there was
a seventy (70) foot discrepancy in the legal description and this has been corrected by the project's
surveyor. (Previous Condition 8 of Letter dated October 9, 1973 of Resolution R-1973-815 Control
No 1975-215) (ONGOING-ZONING-Monitoring)

7. The 12.55 acres of the former golf course remaining within the South Hampton PUD shall be
prohibited from filing an application with the County to allow for development of the site. (ONGOING-
ZONING-Monitoring)

ENGINEERING
1. Previous Condition from Item 1 of Resolution R1973-815, Control No. 1973-215, which currently
states:

BCC January 24, 2013 Page 174
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02

Control No. 1973-00215

Project No. 01000-800



No access should be allowed to Okeechobee Boulevard which is already experiencing tremendous
traffic accidents and slow movement of vehicular transportation.
Is hereby deleted. [Reason: Access management and TPS are now code requirements]

2. Access to Fairway Street normally requires a fifty (50) foot right-of-way under the new
subdivision regulations. The County Engineer's office has agreed to the provision of twenty nine (29)
feet of road right-of-way for Fairway Street based upon other engineering alternative solutions which
the developer was able to provide. (Previous Condition from Item 6 of Resolution R-1973-815,
Control No. 1973-215)

3. Previous Condition from Item 6 of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No. 1973-215, which
currently states:
Okeechobee Road setbacks and right-of-way commitment
The right-of way commitment for Okeechobee Boulevard is eighty one (81) feet from centerline; in
addition a twenty five (25) foot buffer from the property line is required as well as fifty (50) feet for
Fairway Street right-of-way (see County Engineer amendment above), five (5) feet for landscape
buffer around external parking lots, and sixty five (65) feet for the parking lot proper (this includes the
thirty (30) foot front building setback). The total distance from the center line of Okeechobee
Boulevard to the first Century Village building in the Southhampton project must be one hundred forty
five (145) feet subject to a twenty one (21) foot reduction for Fairway Street approved by the County
Engineer.
Is hereby deleted. [Reason: Condition is replaced with new right of way condition applied to
concurrent application.]

LANDSCAPE - GENERAL

1. Buffer on West side of the property - fifteen (5) feet of the normal twenty-five (25) foot buffer
surrounding the planned unity develompent (assuming that the twenty five (25) feet of additional
buffer is allocated for interal usable open space was waived by the department because the link-up
with the existing Fairway Street in Century Village property could not be relocated. (ONGOING-
ZONING-Zoning)(Previous Condition 2 of Letter dated October 9, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815,
Control No. 1973-215)

SITE DESIGN

1. West building corner side yard setback - The setback from the property line on the west
boundary would normally be a twenty-five (25) foot buffer, fifty (50) feet right-of-way for Fairway
Street and a thirty (30) foot side corner yard setback for a total of one hundred five (105) feet from the
west property line. This setback was amended due to the existing link-up with Fairway Street
mentioned above. However all yard setbacks were maintained. (ONGOING: ZONING - Zoning)
(Previous Condition 4 of Letter dated October 9, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No. 1973-
215)

2. Rear setback line for the west building from the Northwest property corner - this setback is thirty
five (35) feet and Century Village added additional property to the PUD legal description to
accommodate this setback. (ONGOING: ZONING - Zoning) (Previous Condition 5 of Letter dated
October 9, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No. 1973-215)

3. East Boundary setback would include a twenty five (25) foot buffer and a twenty five (25) foot
rear setback for a recreational building for a total of fifty (50) feet. In addition, the east building would
have to be set back twenty five (25) feet for a buffer and sixty five (65) feet for a parking lot which
includes the side corner setback of thirty five (35) feet. Century Village eliminated the lanudry and
recreational building and met all required setbacks. (ONGOING: ZONING - Zoning) (Previous
Condition 6 of Letter dated October 9, 1973, of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No. 1973-215)

4. Parking requirements - The parking stalls shown on the Century Village plan were substandard
and were altered to insure the two undreed (200) square feet of parking (10 feet x 20 feet). In
addition the parking ratio was re-evaulated and proper parking spaces were shown on the master
land use plan. (ONGOING: ZONING - Zoning) (Previous Condition 7 of Letter dated October 9, 1973,
of Resolution R-1973-815, Control No. 1973-215)
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USE LIMITATIONS
1. Previous Condition item 6 of letter dated June 4, 1973, of Resolution R-193-815, Control 1973-
215, which currently states:

Concerning the future maintenance of the Century Village Golf course as a recreational open space
amenity is still very much a concern of members of the County Commission.

Is hereby deleted: [Reason: Applicant is requesting to delete land area of the former golf course to
allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood Development]

2. Previous Condition 6 of the letter dated May 15, 1973 which reads: “Covenants should be filed
with the golf course to guarantee to the Citizens of Century Village that this recreational area will
always be maintained as such and will not later become sites for apartment construction.”

Is hereby deleted. [Reason: applicant is requesting to delete land area of the former golf course to
allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood Development]

3. Previous Condition 10, part 2 of the letter dated October 9, 1973 which reads: “Secondly, the
golf course which was not covenanted to remain as open space will now be guaranteed as a golf
course for the entire Century Village community”.

Is hereby deleted. [Reason: applicant is requesting to delete land area of the former golf course to
allow for the rezoning and development of a Traditional Neighborhood Development]

COMPLIANCE

1. In granting this approval, the Board of County Commissioners relied upon the oral and written
representations of the property owner/applicant both on the record and as part of the application
process. Deviations from or violation of these representations shall cause the approval to be
presented to the Board of County Commissioners for review under the compliance condition of this
approval. (ONGOING: MONITORING - Zoning)

2. Failure to comply with any of the conditions of approval for the subject property at any time may
result in:
a. The issuance of a stop work order; the issuance of a cease and desist order; the denial or
revocation of a building permit; the denial or revocation of a Certificate of Occupancy (CO); the
denial of any other permit, license or approval to any developer, owner, lessee, or user of the subject
property; the revocation of any other permit, license or approval from any developer, owner, lessee,
or user of the subject property; revocation of any concurrency; and/or
b.  The revocation of the Official Map Amendment, Conditional Use, Requested Use, Development
Order Amendment, and/or any other zoning approval; and/or
C. A requirement of the development to conform with the standards of the Unified Land
Development Code (ULDC) at the time of the finding of non-compliance, or the addition or
modification of conditions reasonably related to the failure to comply with existing conditions; and/or
d. Referral to code enforcement; and/or
e. Imposition of entitlement density or intensity.

Staff may be directed by the Executive Director of PZ&B or the Code Enforcement Special Master to
schedule a Status Report before the body which approved the Official Zoning Map Amendment,
Conditional Use, Requested Use, Development Order Amendment, and/or other zoning approval, in
accordance with the provisions of Section 2.E of the ULDC, in response to any flagrant violation
and/or continued violation of any condition of approval. (ONGOING: MONITORING - Zoning)
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Exhibit D: Disclosures

PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM # _09
DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS - PROPERTY

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 undersign?d authority, this day personally appeared
4’1 DM) WA , hereinafter referred to as “Affiant,” who
being by me first duly sworn, under oath, deposes and states as follows:

1. Affiant is the [ ] individual or [X] M"’i\)ﬂ'fﬂi [position—
e.g., president, partner, trustee] of _ FACWAYS LL<  [name and type of
entity—e.g., ABC Corporation, XYZ Limited Partnership] that holds an ownership
interest in real property legally described on the attached Exhibit “A” (the “Property”).
The Property is the subject of an application for Comprehensive Plan amendment or
Development Order approval with Palm Beach County.

2. Affiant's addressis: (285 S5 M»l\ I'HU[ ‘h"u‘/ ¢LZPD
echeld  Resd TL. ~J .

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. Disclosure does not apply to an individual's or entity's interest in any entity
registered with the Federal Securities Exchange Commission or registered pursuant to

Chapter 517, Florida Statutes, whose interest is for sale to the general public.

4. Affiant acknowledges that this Affidavit is given to comply with Palm
Beach County policy, and will be relied upon by Palm Beach County in its review of
application for Comprehensive Plan amendment or Development Order approval
affecting the Property. Affiant further acknowledges that he or she is authorized to
execute this Disclosure of Ownership Interests on behalf of any and all individuals or
entities holding a five percent or greater interest in the Property.

5. Affiant further acknowledges that he or she shall by affidavit amend this
disclosure to reflect any changes to 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.

Disclosure of Beneficial Interest Ownership form Created 01/22/2007
Updated 01/31/2007
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PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM # _09

6. Affiant further states that Affiant is familiar with the nature of an oath and

with the penalties provided by the laws of the State of Florida for falsely swearing to
statements under oath.

T Under penalty of perjury, Affiant declares that Affiant has examined this
Affidavit and to the best of Affiant's knowledge and belief it is true, correct, and
complete.

/
|AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

FURTH

et
_Bwbgay WAL Affiant

(Print Affiant Name)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this H day of Mﬂ“ﬂu‘\ ;

201) by _Prdvew Waldman _ .1 ]who is personally
knowntomeor[\(whohasproduced ﬁ. DY\VﬂVS ULWS’C

as identification and who did take an oath.

Nofafy/Public J

N Symgsm

(Print Notary Ndme)
NOTARY PUBLIC

State of Florida at Large
My Commission Expires: \ )UI\-e 2£| Q—bl \

NICOLE R. SIMPSON

777\ MY COMMISSION #DDB87510
: ; EXPIRES: JUN 20, 2011
““f Bonded through 1st State Insurance

Disclosure of Beneficial Interest Ownership form Created 01/22/2007
Updated 01/31/2007

BCC January 24, 2013
Application No. ABN/DOA-2011-00632 BCC District 02
Control No. 1973-00215

Project No. 01000-800

Page 178



PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM # _09

EXHIBIT “A”

PROPERTY

TRACT 36, "CENTURY VILLAGE PLAT NO. FOURTEEN", ACCORDING TO THE
PLAT THERECF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 30, PAGES 156 AND 157, OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA.

LESS THE EAST FOUR FEET THEREOF, AS DEDICATED TO THE BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY ON SAID PLAT.

ALSO LESS AND EXCEPT THAT PART CONVEYED TO PALM BEACH

COUNTY, A POLITICAL SUBDIVISION OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA, BY THE
RIGHT-OF-WAY WARRANTY DEED RECORDED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
7711, PAGE 1368 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY,
FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS: A ONE FOOT STRIFP OF LAND AND A FORTY FOOT
SAFE CORNER LYING IN SAID TRACT 36, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED
AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SCUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 23; THENCE
NORTH (PER SAID PLAT) ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID SECTION 23 FOR
656.00 FEET, THENCE NORTH 89°57'11" WEST, AND PARALLEL WITH THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 23 FOR 54.00 FEET TO THE EXISTING
WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HAVERHILL ROAD AND THE POINT OF
BEGINNING; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
HAVERHILL ROAD FOR 2226.95 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID TRACT
NO. 36; THENCE WEST FOR 40.00 FEET,; THENCE SOUTH 45°00'00" EAST FOR
5515 FEET TO A POINT LYING 1.00 FEET WEST OF AND PERPENDICULAR TO
THE SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY OF HAVERHILL ROAD; THENCE SOUTH ALONG A
LINE 1.00 FEET WEST OF AND PARALLEL TO THE EXISTING WESTERLY
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HAVERHILL ROAD FOR 2187.95 FEET,; THENCE
SOUTH 89°57'11" EAST FOR 1.00 FOOT TO THE SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-
WAY LINE OF HAVERHILL ROAD AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Disclosure of Beneficial Interest Ownership form Created 01/22/2007
Updated 01/31/2007
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PALM BEACH COUNTY - ZONING DIVISION FORM# _09

EXHIBIT “B”
DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS IN APPLICANT

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

Commission or registered pursuant to Chapter 517, Florida Statutes, whose interest is
for sale to the general public.

Name Address Percentage of Interest
[

dioear  Wrdmmy Gy swaiwsy 50 b
fog WhDM KN BeA aunm 50 o
a .

Disclosure of Beneficial Interest Ownership form Created 01/22/2007
Updated 01/31/2007
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Exhibit E

December 19, 2012

Mr. Jon MacGillis, Zoning Director

Palm Beach County

Department of Planning, Zoning & Building
2300 North Jog Road

West Palm Beach, Florida 33411-2741

Urban Planning and Design
Landscape Architecture
Communication Graphics

RE: Southampton PUD
Control Number: 1973-00215
Application No.: ABN/DOA-2011-00632
Reflection Bay TND
Control Number: 2011-00245
Application No.: ZVITDD/R-2011-01203

Dear Mr. MacGillis:

Pursuant to the follow-up promised at the Board of County Commissioners’ Public
Hearing on October 25, 2012, my clients, Drew and Ana Waldman, immediately
contacted Century Village United Civic Organization (“UCQO”) to schedule a meeling.
(See attached letters.) Based upon UCO’s recommendation, a town hall meeting was
scheduled at the Century Village Theater on November 29, 2012 in order to further
discuss the revised Reflection Bay master plan which includes a nine hole golf course.
Despite the fact that the meeting was noticed and advertised (see attached) in early
November on the front page of The Advocate, a newspaper which is distributed to every
single Center Village household, the meeting was only attended by a total of 42 people.
At the meeting questions were asked and answered by those who attended and by my
clients.

On Friday, December 7, 2012 the UCO Delegate Meeting took place. At that meeting a
motion was made by Joan Skula and seconded by Jim Reed (each a UCO delegate).
The motion read:

| make a Motion to approve the Revised Reflection Bay Master Plan,
and to authorize UCO officers to negotiate the economic terms of the
revised plan with the Developer, and then bring it back to this body
in January for further consideration.

The Motion was discussed at length but consideration was discontinued as the meeting
lost its quorum. The parliamentarian announced that the Motion died for lack of a
quorum. There was no indication that the Motion would be

resubmitted or that any further consideration of it will occur by

uco.

477 S. Rosemary Avenue

Suite 225 - The Lofts at CityPlace

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

561.366.1100 561.366.1111 fax

www.udkstudios.com
LCC000035
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Mr. Jon MacGillis December 19, 2012
Southampton PUD & Reflection Bay TND Page 2

In light of the fact that UCO is the only organization with the ability to negotiate an
agreement on behalf of the residents of Century Village and my clients, and due to the
fact that the revised plan (and specifically the golf course construction and operation)
would require a commitment from UCO to provide support and guarantees to assure the

long-term economic viability of a gelf course, my clients are not able to pursue this
option any further.

Given these facts, my clients respectfully request that the current plan (which has both
staff and Zoning Commission recommendations of approval) be heard as scheduled by
the Board of County Commissioners on January 24, 2013. Thank you.

Sincerely,

URBAN DESIGN KILDAY STUDIOS

ieran J. Kilday
Attachments (

H:\JOBS'\Reflection Bay_10-061\Waldman_DO_,000\Documents\Correspondence\MacGilis-Reflection Bay_12-18-12.doc
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