A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) BCC/District 9
Hearing Date: 5/13/04

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase [/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No M

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes O No ™

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Applicant Request Board  Decision

<
o
8
H

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Iintermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.



CLERE OF BOARD @oo2

DATE: April 24, 2003 "z

APPLICANT: 1. Gary & Roxana Sloan -
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Deferred to Juns 19, 2003

BM—-—.M&-.E—_&.MZ
Barreiro x
Diaz p 4
Ferguson x
Heyman x
Martinez x
.|Morales ' x
Moss m p
Rolie p 4
Seijas x
Sorenson s x
Sosa X
Souto: x
Chair Carey-Shuler X
TOTAL 8 0 5




‘ @oo1
CLERK OF BOARD
DATE: 6/19/2003 #Z-
APPLICANT: B. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZI44I02-285)

MOTION:  DEFERRED TO JULY 24, 2003

ROLLCALL MSYES _NO__ABSENT '

Barreiro X

Diaz X

Ferguson X
"|Heyman X

Martinez X

Morales X

Moss : M X

Rolle 1 X

Seijas ' X .

Sorenson X

Sosa S X

Souto ’ X

Chair Carey-Shuler X

TOTAL 8 0 5




DATE:  7/24/03 HZ- —

APPLICANT: A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03- 1CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: DEFERRED TO 11/6/03

ROLLCALL

Barreiro

Diaz X

Ferguson

Heyman

Mardnez S

Morales

Moss M

Rolle

IE i L L

Seijas

Sorenson

Sosa

"

Souto

e

Chair Carey-Shuler

TOTAL | 8 | 0




DATE: 11/6/2003 ' #Z-

APPLICANT: A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Defer the foregoing application to January 22,2004.

S

Barreiro X
' |Diaz
Ferguson
Heyman
Martinez X
Morales - S
Moss M
Rolle
Seijas X
Sorenson
Sosa
Souto
Chair Carey-Shuler
TOTAL 8 0

ROLL CALL M/S YES NO _ ABSENT
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U E b
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DATE: 1/22/2004 Y/

APPLICANT: A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: to defer the application indefinitely.

ROLL CALL M/S YES NO _ ABSENT
Barreiro X
Diaz X
Ferguson X
Heyman
Martinez
Morales X
Moss M
Rolle
Seijas
Sorenson S
Sosa

Souto

Chair Carey-Shuler

TOTAL

ol b

1 kel bl Lo

b b
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)

SECTION: 21-56-38 DATE: May 13, 2004
COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEMNO.: A

A. INTRODUCTION

o

REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,

which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-31 1(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development

Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138]). '

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:
The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-

family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

B. ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.

C. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

1.

The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture. :



Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z02-285
Page 2

2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use

Element, page 1-47).
D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:
ZONING

Subject Property:

GU; vacant

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant
SOUTH: GU; single family residence
EAST. GU; vacant

WEST: GU; vacant

LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

Agriculture

Agriculture
Agriculture
Agriculture

Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with

residences.

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Acceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Acceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A
Buffering: N/A
Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A
Service Areas: N/A
Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A




Gary & Roxana Sloan

Z02-285
Page 3

F. PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parcel is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property
and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (90%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provided that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district



Gary & Roxana Sloan
202-285
Page 4

regulations, or, if applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

. each lot’s area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

] the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

. the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development

Master Plan; and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

than three (3) lots; and

. the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks

|

|

l

. the proposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
required by the underlying district regulations; and

|

|

. no lot area shall be less than the smaller of;

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the averzge area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
| from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

] the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller

than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan:

[0
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. the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

= the division of the parcel proposed for aiternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

= the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest
natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural designation;
and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or
. will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

. will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (foillowing a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to special
conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.



Gary & Roxana Sloan
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Page 6

G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:
DERM " No objection
Public Works No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA - No objection
Fire Rescue No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

This application was deferred from the April 24, 2003 meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners to allow staff to conduct an ownership study of the Bonanza Ranch Estate
area. This application was deferred from the June 19, 2003 and July 24, 2003 meetings
upon the request of the Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning. The
Department conducted a study of the Bonanza Ranch area and an ownership map was
prepared for same. This area is designated in the CDMP for Agricultural use which
requires lots to contain a minimum lot area of 5 acres gross. A tentative plat dated April
1973 was found for Bonanza Ranch Estates. An ordinance was prepared and was adopted
by the Board of County Commissioners on March 16, 2004 that grandfathers substandard
GU lots within this subdivision. The subject GU lot meets the standards of this ordinance.
This application was deferred from the November 6, 2003 and January 22, 2004 meetings
pending the outcome of the aforementioned ordinance.

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning was respectfully appealing the
January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote

of 6-0. -

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C."

On March 16, 2004, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an ordinance that allows
as a matter of right lots in the GU zoning districts that are less than 5 acres in size if said
lots meet certain criteria. Said ordinance states, in part, “certain platting activity occurring
prior to April 12, 1974, which created lots meeting minimum requirements of the EU-1

(>
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District on April 12, 1974, shall qualify such lots for those permitted in the EU-1 District.
Those lots shall include only those lots indicated on :

(a) plats recorded prior to April 22, 1974; and

(b) tentative plats approved as of April 12, 1974 and finally approved and recorded within
ninety (90) days after such approval; and

(c) a tentative plat for single family residential lots approved prior to April 12, 1974, if each
lot in the approved tentative plat met the minimum standards of the EU-1 District,
provided that no final plat or other tentative plat for the subject property was approved
after April 12, 1974, and that as of December 31, 2003, a majority of the lots
indicated on the tentative plat have been improved with residences pursuant to
building permit in accordance with the tentative plat’s provisions; and

Parcels, other than the aforementioned platted lots or tentatively approved plat lots, that
prior to April 12, 1974 were purchased under a contract for deed or deeded and met the
minimum requirements of the EU-1 District shall be qualified for those uses permitted in the
EU-1 District. However, if such deeded parcels were contiguous to and under the same
ownership on April 12, 1974, and such deeded contiguous parcels are less than the five
acre minimum site size of the EU-2 District, but exceed the minimum standards of the EU-1
District, such property shall be considered as one parcel of land and cannot be divided or

used except as one lot.”

In this instance, the subject lot meets the criteria for (c) in that a tentative plat for single
family residential lots was approved for this Bonanza Ranch area prior to April 12, 1974
and each lot in the approved tentative plat met the minimum standards of the EU-1 District.
No final plat or other tentative plat was approved for Bonanza Ranch after April 12, 1974
and as of December 31, 2003, a majority of the lots indicated on the aforementioned
tentative plat had been improved with residences. As such, the subject lot has been
deemed to be a legal sized lot in accordance with this ordinance and can be developed
with a single family residence. Accordingly, staff recommends withdrawal of the appeal,
that the Board of County Commissioners vacate the decision of the Community Zoning
Appeals Board-14, and allow the applicant to withdraw the application.

/3
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L RECOMMENDATION:

Withdrawal of the appeal, vacate the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14,

and allow the applicant to withdraw the application.

J. CONDITIONS:

DATE INSPECTED:
DATE TYPED:
DATE REVISED:

DATE FINALIZED:
DO'QW:AJT:MTF:JDR

None.

12/30/02
01/15/03
03/26/03; 04/11/03; 05/21/03; 06/10/03; 06/23/03; 10/07/03; 12/23/03;

04/15/04: 05/03/04
F‘ -

05/03/04
“Diane O’Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning

1q



ﬂ@ @ MEMORANDUM o

TO:

FROM.:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: October 23,2003

Department of Planning and Zoning
SUBJBCT: C-14 #72002000285-Revised

Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234™ Street and W/O SW
207" Avenue

.t (ﬁ’ f\__ NUV of Lot Area Requirements
& C(AP (1.25 Ac.)
Aly

. Robertson, Assistant Director
Environmental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the mmimum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,
DERM may approve the spplication and it may be scheduled for public bearing. DERM has
also evaluated the request insofar as the general environmental fmpact that may derive from it,
and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval.

Water Supp. ly:

" Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwatet
qualitymtheareaissuchﬂmtdrmking water standards can be met by the proposed water
supply facility. The applicant js advised that a minimum separation distance of 100 feet is
required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other
source of contamination. '

Wastewater Disposal:
Public senitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not

object to the interim use of a septic tank and drainfield systemn as means for disposal of the
domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading
requirernents of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM
staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

tormwater agement: . .
All stormwater shall be retained on site utilizmng properly designed seepage or infiltration
drainage structures, Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater

runoff of a S-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet

structures.

A No-Notice General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be fequired for the
drainage system. The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtamn additional
information concerning permitting requirermnents.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County. ' o

15~




C-14 #72002000285-Revised
Gary & Roxana Sloan ' ‘

Page 2

Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirernents.
The proposed developroent order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprebensive Development Master
Plan subject to compliance . with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed

development order.

ation:
Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County

" tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is

advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands: '
The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58

of the Code; therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACQE), the State
of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

Enforcement History:
DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement database and the Enforcement Case

Tracking Systemn and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject
properties identified in the subject application.

ency Review '
The Department has conducted a concuIrency review for this application and bas determined
that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprebensive Development Master Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein.

This concurrency approval does not constitute a fina) concurrency statement ang is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for copcurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not copstitute any assurance that the LOS stapdards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

property.
In summary, the application meets the minimum requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and

therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code. Additionally, DERM has also

evaluated the applicaton so as to determine its general environmental impact and after .

reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Bllis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z
Franklin Gutierrez, Zoning Agenda Coordinator-P&Z

16




PH# 02-285

‘ . CZAB-14

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS .

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sleoan

This Department has no objecticns toO this application.
This land requires platcing in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dadé County Code. The road dedications and improvements will

be ‘accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency. criteria for an

Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour '
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
exceed the acceptable 1evel of service of the following-

not

roadways:

Sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
19912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. [ c

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Develbpment Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently

be required before development will be permitted.

|7
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| CLERK OF THE BOARD.
DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA

MEMORANDUM Agenda Item No. 6(J)

" To: ‘Honorable Chairperson Barbara Carey-Shuler, EdD. Date:  March 16, 2004 .
* and Members, Board of County Commuissioners . -BCC o2 _2g
From: George M. Burg Subject: Proposed Ordinance

County Manager pertaining to Zoning
: Amending the GU, Interim
0 District, Regulations

4-63

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of County Commissioners adopt the attached proposed ordinance pertaining to
‘zoning to amend Section 33-196 of the Code of Miami-Dade County for the purpose of amending the GU, Intenim
Zoning District, regulations to clarify “yrend of development” and to permit EU-1, Single Family One-Acre Estate
Residential Zoning District, uses in the GU district where certain tentative plats were previously approved. The
.purpose of this proposed amendment, in part, is to clarify that the Director is governed only by the predominant
classification of usage within the GU district boundaries of the particular neighborhood and not those areas outside

GU district boundanes.

BACKGROUND

Currently, the GU district regulations require that if a particular neighborhood zoned GU is predominantly one
classification of usage, the Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is then governed by the regulations
for that class of usage in determining the appropriate zoning standard regulations to the neighborhood. 1If on the
other hand the Director finds that there is no predominant classification of usage or “no trend of development” the
zoning standards of the EU-2, Single Family Five Acre-Estate District, regulations are applied. In certain instances .
lots smaller than 5 acres, as required by the EU-2 district regulations, are deemed grandfathered in accordance with
the provisions of the GU district regulations. Such grandfather provisions authorize the use of smaller one-acre lots
created by certain real estate transactions or platting activities prior to April 12%, 1974 (the effective date of the GU
district ordinance). L :

The proposed amendment would also reformat and clarify the current grandfather provisions of the GU district )

. regulations and include a new grandfather provision. The new grandfather provision would authorize the use of
smnaller lots created by similar platting activities involving the approval of tentative plats prior to April 12®,1974 in
which each lot met the minimum standards of the EU-1 district regulations and further provided such tentative plat
was not superseded by any other plat or tentative plat after April 12, 1974. This new grandfather provision would
legalize unique subdivisions such as “Bonanza Ranch Estates™ in South Miami-Dade County. -

The proposed ordinance creates no fiscal impact on Miami-Dade County.

Attachment

Vi

Assistant CoWnager _

OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
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7 MEMORANDUM

(Revised) . :

TO:

FROM.:

Hon. Chairperson Barbara Carey-Shulcy. l_Ed.D. DATE: March 16, 2004
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

A L=

Robert A. Ginsburg SUBJECT: Agenda ltem No. 6(J)

" County Attorney

Please note any items checked.

—————
—————
———
——————
—————
———
——
————
—————————
————————

“4-Day Rule” (“3-Day Rule” for committees) applicable if raised
6 weeks required between first reading and public hearing

4 weeks notification to municipal officials required prior to public
hearing

Decreases revenues or increases expenditures without balancing budget
Budget required

Statement of fiscal impact required

Bid waiver requiring County Manager’s written recommendation

Ordinance creating a new board requires detailed County Manager’§
report for public hearing ‘ :

Housekeeping item (no policy declsion required)

No committee review

1



Agenda Item No. ¢ ( )

Approved Mayor
. ' ‘ 3-16-04

Veto
Ovemde

oromanceNo 04 -6 3

ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO ZONING; AMENDING
SECTION 33-196 OF THE CODE OF MIAMI-DADE
COUNTY, FLORIDA PERTAINING TO GU INTERIM
ZONING DISTRICT; CLARIFYING “TREND OF
DEVELOPMENT”; PERMITTING EU-1 ESTATE
RESIDENTIAL ZONING DISTRICT USES IN THE GU
INTERIM ZONING DISTRICT- WHERE CERTAIN
TENTATIVE PLATS WERE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED;
PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, INCLUSION IN THE
CODE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE ; -

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Section 33-196 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida is hereby

amended as follows:'
Sec. 33-196. Standard for determining regulations to be applied.

If a neighborhood in >> the << GU District is predominantly one (1) classification
of usage, the Director shall be governed by >> the << regulations for that class of
usage in determining the standard zoning regulations to be applied, including
setbacks, yard areas, type of structures, height, limitations, use, etc. For the
purposes of this section, "trend of development” shall mean the use or uses which
predominate in adjoining properties >> within the GU District << which because
of their geographic proximity to the subject parcel make for a compatible use.
The Director shall be guided in determining what constitutes a neighborhood by
limiting her evaluation to separate geographic areas which may be designated by
natural boundaries (rivers, canals, etc.) and/or man-made boundaries (roads, full-
and half-section lines, etc.). The Director's decision shall be subject to appeal
pursuant to the provisions of Section 33-311 of the Code. If no trend of
development has been established in the >>GU<< neighborhood, minimum
standards of the EU-2 District shall be [[eemplied-with]] >>applied<<.

! Words stricken through and/or [[double bracketed]] shall be deleted. Words underscored
and/or >>double arrowed<< constitute the amendment proposed. Remaining provisions are now in’
effect and remain unchanged. :




U4 09

Agenda Item No. 6(J)

‘ o ‘ Page No. 2

> Notwithstahding the foregoing, certain platting activity occurring prior to April
12, 1974, which created lots meeting the minimum requirements of the EU-1

District on April 12, 1974, shall qualify such lots for those uses permitted in the
: EU-] Dlstrlct Those lots shall include only those lots indicated on:

(_) plats recorded prior to Apnl 12, 1974, and

(b) tentative plats approved as of April 12, 1974 and finally approved and
recorded within ninety (90) days after such approval and

(c) a tentative plat for singl€ family Yesidentiat lots approved prior to April 12, -
1974, if each lot in the approved tentative plat met the minimum standards
of the EU-1 District, provided that no final plat or other tentative plat for
the subject property was approved after April 12, 1974, and that as of
December 31, 2003. a majority of the lots indicated on the tentative plat
had been improved with residences pursuant to building permit _in
accordance with the tentative plat's provisions; and

Parcels, other than the aforementioned platted lots or tentatively approved plat

lots, that prior to April 12, 1974 were purchased under a contract for deed or
deeded and met the minimum requirements of the EU-1 District shall be
qualified for those uses permitted in the EU-1 District. However, if such
deeded parcels were contiguous to and under the same ownership on April 12,
1974, and such deeded contiguous parcels are less than the five acre minimum
site size of the EU-2 District, but exceed the minimum standards of the EU-1
District, such property shall be considered as one parcel of land and cannot be
divided or used except as one lot.<<

Section 2. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or provision of this ordinance

is held invalid, the remainder of this ordinance shall not be affected by such invalidity.
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Section 3. It-is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners, and it is

" hereby ordained that the provisions of this ordinance, including any sunset provision, shall

become and be made part of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida. The sections of this
ordinance may be renumbered or relettered to accomplish such intémion, and the word

“ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or other appropriate word.

Section 4. This ordinance shall become effective ten (10) days after the date of
enactment unless vetoed by the Mayor, and if vetoed, shall become effective only upon an

override by this Board.
Section 5. This ordinance does not contain a sunset provision.

PASSED AND ADOPTED: MAR 1 6 2004

Approved by County Attorney as
to form and legal sufficiency: pRGE

Prepared by: ‘ | & Zé

Robert L. Krawcheck
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD

TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS -

e meorrr ECEIVE])

RECEIPT # FEB 2 1 2003

. ZONING HEARINGS SECT
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 MIAMDADE PLANN zmm%nosrr.
BY CZAB # _14 - 8y =

DATE RECEIVED STAMP

Tﬁts Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the *Instruction for Flling an Appeal” and in
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and retum must be made
to the Department on or before the Deadiine Date prescribed for the Appeal.

RE: Hearing No. 202-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4)
Filed in the name of (Applicant) Gary & Roxana Sioan
Name of Appeliant, if other than applicant Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1*st 11" Miami, Fla. 331
Application, or part of Application being Appealed (Explanation) ntire appli A ion

Appeliant (name): Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning

" hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals

Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in sccordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the
reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:

(State in brief anc concise language).

1. The Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 decision is inconsistent with the
Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB — 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138.



APPELLANT MUST SIGN THIS PAf

Date: 2/ <2 day of I"_ebrug r-7 , year. 200 3\
Signed
Diane 0'Quinn Williams
‘ Print Name
111 N.¥. Pirst Street, Miami, FL 33128
Malling Address -
305-375-2840 305-375-2795
Phone Fax
REPRESENTATIVE'S AFFIDAVIT
If you are filing as representative of an
association or other entity, s0 indicate:
‘ Representing
-Signature
Print Name
Address
City State  Zip
Telephone Number
Subscribed and Swom to before me on the day of __, year
Notary Public
(stamp/seal)
Commission.expires:

24




® K
RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The

underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres). :
Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval qf such
request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Altemate site Development Option) or
under §33-311(A)4)(c) (Alternate Non-Use Variancg [Ordinance #02-1 38).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5' of the east 1,245.5' of the notth 300° of the
south 1,943’ of the NE vof Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of S.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064° west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concemed
in the matter were gi\'len an opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, this Board has beeri advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requireménts for levels of services and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and

WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter, it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be approved, and

WHEREAS, a motion to approve thg application under §33-311(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don Jones ' aye Dr. Pat Wade aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 1 CZAB4-5-03




i NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Miami-Dade County Community

Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested application be and the same are hereby

approved.
BE ITFURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant that the request

|
herein constitutes an initial development order and does not constitute a final development

order and that one, or more, concurrency determinations will subsequently be required

pefore development will be permitted.
The Director is hereby authorized to make the necessary notations upon the maps

and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance with the terms and conditions of this resolution.
PASSED AND. ADOPTED this 28" day of January, 2003.

Hearing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
ej

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

21-56-38/02-285 Page No.2 CZAB14-5-03



TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

Gary & Roxana Sloan

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064 west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT

05/13/2004

ADDRESS

02-285

DATE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2, 2003

HEARING NUMBER

27




Miami-Dade Police Department =
umn-a Target Area - Police Grid(s): 2363 ) 'r‘w-r.‘ \l_i
- Gary & Roxana Sloan; Hearing # 02-285 h ‘

DR SW 232ND ST

AV HLIUC MS

SW 234TH Sf SW 234TH ST

X

[ Police Grids Boundaries

] [ Boundary
=
N
SW 236TH ST N SW 236TH ST
E &d
b> 2363
<
m
238TH ST R SW 238TH ST
]
=
]
S
SW 240TH ST._ANDERSON RD
-':J MDPD Crime Analysis Systemn
— December 23, 2003

Data in this document represents
successfully geocoded attributes.

0 0.05 0.1 Mies j




mi-Dade Police Departmy
Sumittarized Grid Information By'Signal
For 1/1/02 Thru 2002-12-31

Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= *2002-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < 2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "2383" ) ) and (
Dis.Signal Code in ( ..13..’..14..'..15..’..16..'..17..'..18..',.19.._..20..’..21..'..22.".23..’..24..'n25..’..26.'..27..’..28..,.29. *30% "3 "32"
' "33","34","35","36","37","38","39","40","41","42","43","44","45"."46","47","48","49","50”,"51","52","53","54","55" )
&' and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' } and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains ‘SB' ) and ( Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring (
'030°,1,3))

Miami-oad;ﬁice Department Crime Information Warehouse
Torid|Signal] ___ Signal Descripton | Total |
Code

2363 13 |SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 2
14  |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 10}
15 |MEET AN OFFICER 15
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 |HIT AND RUN 1
19 [TRAFFIC STOP 4
20 [|TRAFFIC DETAIL 1
22 |AUTO THEFT 1
25 [BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 8
26 |BURGLARY 3
28 |VANDALISM 1
32 |ASSAULT 1
34 [IDISTURBANCE 4
37 |SUSPICIOUS VEHICLE 1
38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON 2
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 1
54 [FRAUD 1

Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 57

Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 26

Total for All Grids : 57

Report: X:\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 12/22/03
Page 1

21




By 030',1,3))
Miami-Dade Police Department

mi-Dade Police Departmg:

Sumnitarized Grid Information By%Signal

For 1/1/03 Thru 2003-11-30

Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= "2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < “2003-12-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "2363" ) ) and (
Dis.Signal Code in ( "13","14","15","16", "q7" "18", 19" 20", "21" , *22" 23", no4 "2&" "26" 27", "28" 29" "30","31","32",
,"42",”43","44","45","46","47","48","49","50".'51","52",”53'."54".'55" )

L 133n 934" "35" "36", "37", "38" 39", "40", "41"
Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and ( Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring (

e and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and (

Grid | Signal Signal Description Total
Code

2363 13 |SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 3
14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 5
15 |MEET AN OFFICER 16
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 |HIT AND RUN 1
19 |TRAFFIC STOP 3
20 |TRAFFIC DETAIL 3
21 |LOST OR STOLEN TAG 1
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 4
26 |BURGLARY 2
32 [ASSAULT 1
33 |SEX OFFENSE 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 4
39 |PRISONER 1
41 |SICK OR INJURED PERSON 1
245 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 1
48 |EXPLOSION 1
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 1

Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 50

Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 19

Total for All

Grids : 50

Crime Information Warehouse

Report: X\CMW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR

Date: 12/22/03
Page 1

30



Reporting Agency: MDPD
From 1/1/02 Thru 1/1/03
YEAR: 2002

Miami-Dade Police Department
Prompt Variable Used: All County: N

Grid(s): 2363

MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
‘ Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o A"

Crime Information Warehouse

PART | Crimes

Total
Crimes

2200 - BURGLARY

230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~4.IMR
Database User ID: g300ciw

Date: 12/22/03
‘ Pang 1

3/




Miami-Dade Police Department
Prompt Variable Used: All County: N

Grid(s): 2383

MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
‘ Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o AC

Cc
Reporting Agency: MDPD ‘
From 1/1/02 Thru 1/1/03
YEAR: 2002 '

Crime information Warehouse

. Total
PART Il Crimes Crimes
260B - FRAUD CREDIT CARD/ATM 1
Grand Total: 3

Detail Filter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2002-01-01" and

’2600','260E‘.'260F','1000','2000',’110A’,'11OB’,’110C' ) and Ol
and Ol.Report Written YN = 'Y" and ( All County = 'Y’ or All County =

Ol.Incident From Date Time < "2003-01-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in { '090A', '1200',
130A’, '1300", '2200', "230A’, '230B', '230C’, '230D", '230E", '230F", 230G’ , '2400', '090C', '1308', *130E’, '350A", "3508', '5100", '2700', '260A’ , '260B',

Aoca Agency Code = '000' and Ol.Clearance Type Description <> 'UNFOUNDED'
‘N' and OI.Grid in ( "2363" ) ) and Ol.Reporting_Agency_Code = "030"

Report: X:\CW\Reports\BPB-PA~4.IMR
Database User ID: q300ciw

Date: 12/22/03

Page 2

3z




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o A/,
. Reporting Agency: MDPD '
From 1/1/03 Thru 12/1/103 Crime Information Warehouse
YEAR: 2003

Miami-Dade Police Department

Prompt Variable Used: Alt County: N

Grid(s): 2363

PART | Crimes ootal
2200 - BURGLARY 2
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 1
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 1

Grand Total: 4

Detail Filter- Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2003-01-01" and Ol.Incident From Date Time < "2003-12-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in ( '090A’,‘'1200",
'130A', '130D', '2200', "230A’, "230B', '230C", 230D, '230E' , '230F' , '230G', '2400', '090C"' , "130B', "1 30E’, '350A', '3508B', '5100", '2700', '260A', '260B',
'260D' , '260E" , '260F" , '1000', '2000', *110A", '110B’,'110C' ) and Ol.Aoa Agency Code = '000' and Ol.Clearance Type Description <> ‘UNFOUNDED'
and Ol.Report Written YN = Y" and ( All County = "Y' or All County = 'N' and O\.Grid in ( "2383" ) ) and Ol.Reporting_Agency_Code = "030"

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~4.IMR Date" 12/22/03
Page 1

Database User ID: q300ciw
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
HEARING MAP

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO

Scale: 1:200

\

[/4 SUBJECT PROPERTY

G: ZONING DRAFTING, 02-285. 1002
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
AERIAL

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO

Scale: NTS

A
’-'

»5
g SUBJECT PROPERTY

MIAMI-DADE

_/

G: ZONING DRAFTING. 02-285. 1002




A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
- (Applicant) BCC/District 9
Hearing Date: 1/22/04

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase [0/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No M

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes O No M

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Applicant Request Board Decision

<
(43
1
=

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.



CLERK OF BOARD | @002

DATE: April 24, 2003 #Z-

APPLICANT: 1. Gary & Roxana Sloan -
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Deferred to June 19, 2003

ROLL CALL . ABSENT
Barreiro X
Diaz X
Ferguson x
Heyman X
Martinez
Morales x
Moss m X
Rolle x
Seijas x
Sorenson 3
Sosa X
Souto ' x
Chair Carcy-Shuler X

TOTAL ‘ 8 0 5




oo
CLERK OF BOARD
DATE: 6/19/2003 #Z-
APPLICANT: B. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: DEFERRED TO JULY 24, 2003
ROLLCALL Ms__YES __NO __ABSENT
Barreiro X
|Diaz X
[Ferguson X
Heyman X
Martinez X
Morales X
Moss M X
Rolle | X
Seijas X .
Sorenson X
Sosa S X
Souto X
Chair Carey-Shuljer X

TOTAL | 8 0 5




07/30/03 WED 12:08 FAX 305 375 2484

DATE:  7/24/03 HZ —

APPLICANT: A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03- 1CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: DEFERRED TO 11/6/03
w MS o NO [
Barreiro X
Diaz X
Ferguson X

Heyman X

Martinez S
Morales
Moss M
Rolle
Seijas

AL e

Sorenson X

Sosa X

Souto

Chair Carey-Shuler
TOTAL 8 0 5

e

e




DATE: 11/6/2003 #Z-

APPLICANT: A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Defer the foregoing application to January 22, 2004.

ROLL CALL M/S __YES _ NO _ABSENT
Barreiro X
Diaz '
Ferguson
Heyman
Martinez
Morales S
Moss M
Rolle
Seijas X
Sorenson
Sosa
Souto
Chair Carey-Shuler
TOTAL 8 0

e b I bl bl b

lte

W |4




MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)
SECTION: 21-56-38 DATE: January 22, 2004
A

COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEM NO

A. INTRODUCTION

o  REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,

which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development
Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138)).

o SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-
family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

o LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

o SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
o IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

B. ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.

C. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

1. The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture.




Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z202-285

Page 2

2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47).

D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:
ZONING LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

Subject Property:

GU; vacant Agriculture

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agriculture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU; vacant Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences. '

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A



Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z202-285
Page 3

F.

PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parcel is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property
and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (90%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed aiternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provided that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district




Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z02-285

Page 4

regulations, or, if applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

each lot’s area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

the proposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
than three (3) lots; and

the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks
required by the underlying district regulations; and

no lot area shall be less than the smaller of:

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the average area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Pian: '



Gary & Roxana Sloan
202-285

Page &

. the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

. the division of the parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

= the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest
natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural designation;
and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or
. will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

. will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
faciliies than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to special
conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.




Gary & Roxana Sloan

Z202-285
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G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:
DERM No objection
Public Works No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

This application was deferred from the April 24, 2003 meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners to allow staff to conduct an ownership study of the Bonanza Ranch Estate
area. This application was deferred from the June 19, 2003 and July 24, 2003 meetings
upon the request of the Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning. The
Department conducted a study of the Bonanza Ranch area and an ownership map was
prepared for same. This area is designated in the CDMP for Agricultural use which
requires lots to contain a minimum lot area of 5 acres gross. A tentative plat dated April
1973 was found for Bonanza Ranch Estates. An ordinance has been prepared and is
pending before the Board of County Commissioners that will grandfather lots within this
subdivision. This application was deferred from the November 6, 2003 meeting pending
the outcome of the aforementioned ordinance.

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote
of 6-0.

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C.”

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate
area surrounding the subject parcel on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a
similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land



Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z02-285
Page 7

division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff
notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject
parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records since neither of the 4
sides of the subject property are legal building sites. As such, this application is
inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not parcelized in a
similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the approval of a
zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the development
requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development option
standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
established. This application does not comply with the current standards in that the
abutting parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed
alternative development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative
development. Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative
non-use variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of
the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship.  Notwithstanding the
aforementioned, staff recommends deferral of this application pending the outcome of the
aforementioned pending ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: Deferral.

J. CONDITIONS: None.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02

DATE TYPED: 01/15/03

DATE REVISED: 03/26/03; 04/11/03; 05/21/03; 06/10/03; 06/23/03; 10/07/03; 12/23/03

DATE FINALIZED: 01/05/04

<
DO'QW:AJT:MTF.JDR
mwﬁ/ Q 1ur—

Diane O’Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning

A
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TO:

FROM:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: October 23, 2003

Department of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: C-14 #Z2002000285-Revised

Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234" Street and W/O SW
207" Avenue

& &Ap [(’V Q f\" g[‘;zzfcl;‘“ Area Requirements
Aly .

Robertson, Assistant Director
Environmental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the mmirmm
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida Accordingly,
DERM may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing. DERM has
also evaluated the request insofar as the gencral environmental impact that may derive from it,
and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval,

Water Supply:
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of Jow

intensity development served by an individual water supply systemn, provided that groundwater
quality in the area is such that drinking water standards can be met by the proposed water
supply facility. The applicant is advised that a minimmm separation distance of 100 feet is
required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other
source of contamination.

Wastewater Disposal:

Public sanitary sewers cammot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not
object to the interim use of a septic tank and drainfield system as means for disposal of the
domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading
requirernents of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM
staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

St()ﬂ! jwater M anagern ent:

. All stormwater shall be retained on site -utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures, Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater
runoff of a 5-year storm event. Pollution Contro] devices shall be required at all drainage mlet
strucrures.

A No-Notice General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system. The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtain additional
information concerning permitting requirements.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County.

|2



C-14 #22002000285-Revised ‘ .
Gary & Roxana Sloan

Page 2

Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requiremnents.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprebensive Development Master
Plan subject to coropliance with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed

development order.

Tree Preservation:
Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County

tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any tees. The applicant is
advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requiremnents.

The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58

of the Code; therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), the State
of Florida Department of Enyironmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

Enforcement History:
DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement database and the Enforcement Case

Tracking System and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject
properties identified in the subject application.

Copcurrency Review Summary:
The Department has conducted a concurrency review for this application and has determined

that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprehensive Development Master Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein,

This concurrency approval does Dot constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not copstitute any assurance that the LOS standards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

property.

In summary, the application meets the minimum requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code, Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine jts general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z
Franklin Gutierrez, Zoning Agenda Coordinator-P&Z

q




‘ PHy# 02-285
. CZ2aB-14

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Slean

This Department has no objections to this application.

This land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications and improvements will

be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable jevel of service of the following

roadways:
Sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. C C

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently

be required before development will be permitted.

JAN. 16 2003

Date



ON OF APPEAL FROM DECISION OF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD
TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

CHECKEDBY______ AMOUNT OF FEE§ E@EHWE A

RECEIPT # FEB 2 1 2003
ZONING HEARINGS SECTION
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 MIAMI-DADE H.Aﬂw ZONING DEPT.
BYCZAB#_14 : BY v4
DATE RECEIVED STAMP

This Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the "instruction for Filing an Appeal” and in
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and retum must be made
to the Department on or before the Deadline Date prescribed for the Appeal.

RE: Hearing No. Z02-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4)

Filed in the name of (Applicant) Garv & Roxana Sloan _

Name of Appeliant, if other than applicant Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1% st 11" floor, Miami, Fla. 33128
Application, or part of Application being Appealed (Explanation) Entire application
Appeliant (name): Director, Dapt. of Planning & Zoning
hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in accordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the

reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:
(State in brief and concise language).

1. The Community Zoning Appeais Board-14 decision is inconsistent with the
Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB — 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138.




ﬁ‘PPEMW MUST SIGN THIS PAG.

‘ Date: 2/ - day of I_‘eJ:rugm_f __year £69 o 2003

Diane 0'Quinn Williams
: Print Name

111 NX.W. Pirst Street, Miami, FL 33128
Mailing Address

305-375-2840 305-375-2795
Phone Fax

REPRESENTATIVE'S AFFIDAVIT
if you are filing as representative of an
ssocla'aon or other entity, so indicate:

Representing

‘Signature

Print Name

Address

City State Zip

Telephone Number

Subscribed and Sworn to before me on the day of , year

Notary Public
(stamp/geal)

Commission.expires:




RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres). .

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of such
request may be considered under §33-311{A)(14) (Altemate Site Development Option) or
under §33-311(A)4)(c} (Altemate Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-138)).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5' of the east 1,245.5' of the north 300" of the
south 1,943’ of the NE Y%of Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of 5.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064" west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concemed
in the matter were gi(len an opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, this Board has been advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requirements for levels of services and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and

WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter, it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be approved, and

WHEREAS, a motion to approve the application under §33-311(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don jones aye Dr. Pat Wade aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 1 CZAB14-5-03
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‘ NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Miami-Dade County Community
Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested application be and the same are hereby
approved.
BE ITFURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant that the request
herein constitutes an initial development order and does not constitute a final development

order and that one, or more, concurrency determinations will subsequently be required

before development will be permitted.

The Director is hereby authorized to make the necessary notations upon the maps
and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance with the terms and conditions of this resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28" day of January, 2003.

Hearing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
ej

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 2 CZAB14-5-03
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TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

Gary & Roxana Sloan

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT

01/22/2004

ADDRESS

02-285

DATE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2, 2003

HEARING NUMBER

20
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Diane O'Quinn Williams, Director December 26, 2003

TO: Department of Planning and Zoning DATE:
ATTN: Franklin Gutierrez, Agenda Coordinator
SUBJECT: Enforcement Histories

Received by ~For Board of County
Commissioners, Zoning

FROM: W\ing Agenda Coordinator yeoving on
Carlos Alvarez, Director DEC 3.1 2003 January 22, 2004
Miami-Dade Police Department

The following information is furnished pursuant to your request for various police
statistics, i.e., Calls-for-Service (CFS) data and Part | & Il Crimes information for
uniform and non-uniform police units for six locations. These locations are situated in
the police grids listed below. Police grids are approximately one-half-mile by one-half-
mile in diameter. Therefore, the information provided for the grids corresponding to the
following locations may include information from other locations within the grid.

* Grid 2363 Gary & Roxana Sloan; Hearing # 02-285
Location: South side of SW 234 St. & west of SW 207 Av.

¢ Grid 2363 Jorge & Nancey Hemandez; Hearing # 02-286
Location: South side of SW 234 St. & east of SW 209 Pi.

e Grids 1507 1571 Kendall Propertieé & Investments; Hearing # 02-373
1615 1652 Location: East of SW 187 Av., between SW 36 St. & SW 72 St.
1693

e Grid 2611 Emily Development, LLC, F/K/A/ Oscar & Maria Villegas;
Hearing # 03-78 _
Location: The southeast corner of SW 192 Av. & SW 316 St.

e Grids 1143 1144 Lightspeed at Beacon Tradeport, LLC, et al.; Hearing # 01-397
1203 1204 Location: Between NW 12 to 25 St. & NW 111 to 117 Av.

* Grid 1585 Columbia Lagrange Hospital, Inc., et al.; Hearing # 02-325
Location: Between the HEFT & SW 119 Ct., south of Bird Dr.

There are six attachments which represent the above six hearings; each has a grid-
map cover sheet showing the locations with their respective grids highlighted. Data
provided is for calendar year 2002 and January through November of 2003, and is
inclusive of Unincorporated Miami-Dade County. CFS data and Part | & Il Crime
information were extracted from the Crime Information Warehouse on December 22,
2003, and are subject to change due to cases being reconciled based on the most
current information. CFS data includes police dispatch signals 13 through 55. Part |
Crimes include the crime categories of murder/non-negligent manslaughter, forcible sex
offenses, robbery, aggravated assault/stalking, burglary, larceny/thefts, motor vehicle
theft, and arson.




Diane O’'Quinn Williams, Director December 26, 2003

A summary of the information requested is shown below:

Grid Numbers Hearing Total Calls-For-Service Total Part | & Il Crimes
Numbers 2002 2003 2002 2003
{Jan-Nov) {Jan-Nov)
2363 02-285 57 50 3 4
2363 02-286 57 50 3 4
1507 1571 02-373 0 0 0 1 |
1615 1652 |
1693 1
2611 03-78 208 166 14 14
1143 1144 01-397 992 798 886 813
1203 1204
1585 02-325 923 823 76 68

Should you require additional information or assistance, please contact Major Charles
L. Thompson, Police Administrative Bureau, at 305-471-3530.

CAlpar
Attachments (6)




Miamli-Dade Police Department
Target Area - Police Grid(s): 2363
QGary & Roxana Sloan; Mearing # 02-285
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*‘ami-Dade Police Departn‘t
SumMarized Grid Information By Signal
For 1/1/02 Thru 2002-12-31

*2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "2383" ) ) and (

37" "38" , "39"

< Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= “2002-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date <
W, Dis.Signal Code in ( "13","14","15","16", "17", "18"
. w33 v3g "35" 36" "

40" "41","42" 43" 44"

_"1Q" 20", "21" "22"
45" 46" "47" "4B" "49" “50", 51" "52" 53" "54

L "23"

no4n "25% 2", "27", "28" 29", “30","31", "32",

"."58" )

and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains ‘0000 ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and ( Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring (

" '030',1,3))
™y
Miami-Dade Police Department

Crime Information Warehouse

TGrid|Signal| ____ Signal Description | Total |
Code

2363 13 [SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 2
14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 10
15 |MEET AN OFFICER 15
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 {HIT AND RUN 1
19 [TRAFFIC STOP 4
20 |TRAFFIC DETAIL 1
22 JAUTO THEFT 1
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 8
26 |BURGLARY 3
28 |VANDALISM 1
32 [ASSAULT 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 4
37 |SUSPICIOUS VEHICLE 1
38 |[SUSPICIOUS PERSON 2
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 1
54 |FRAUD 1

Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 57

Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 26

Total for All Grids : 57

Report: XACIW\Reports\Di7F22~1.IMR

Date: 12/22/03
Page 1
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MBmi-Dade Police Departme
Summarized Grid Information By 31gnal
For1/1/03 Thru 2003-11-30

. Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= "2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-12-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "2363" ) ) and (

“ \‘ DISSIgnaI Code in ( n13n s n14n , u15u , "1 6" , u17n , "18" , "19" , n20u , n21u , ::22" , u23u , n24n s n25n , --26“ , |127u , “28“ , u29n , -430-- , "31u , n32u ,
MR w330 n34n 35 "36%, 37" "38","3Q","40","41" "42", 43" 44" 45", n46" "4T" 48" "4Q" "50" "51","52" 53" "54" "56" ) )
: and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and ( Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring (
'030",1,3))

Miami—Dad Police Department Crime Information Warehouse
[Grid|Signal] ____ Signal Description | Total |
Code
2363 | 13 |SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 3
| 14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 5

15 |MEET AN OFFICER 16
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 |HIT AND RUN 1
19 |[TRAFFIC STOP 3
20 |TRAFFIC DETAIL 3
21 |LOST OR STOLEN TAG 1
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 4
26 |BURGLARY 2
32 |ASSAULT 1
33 |SEX OFFENSE 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 4
39 |PRISONER 1
41 |SICK OR INJURED PERSON 1
45 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 1
48 |EXPLOSION 1
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 1

Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 50

Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 19

Total for All Grids : 50

Report: XA\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 12/22/03
Page 1

25"




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
. Part | and Part il Crimes w/o
Reporting Agency: MDPD

Miami-Dade Police Department From 1/1/02 Thru 1/1/ 03 Crime Information Warehouse
, YEAR: 2002
Prompt Variable Used: All County: N
Grid(s). 2363
. Total
PART | Crimes Crimes

2200 - BURGLARY

230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE

Report: X:\Cl\MReports\?PB-PA--%.lMR Date: 12/22/03
Database User ID: g300ciw Page 1
26




IAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
art | and Part Il Crimes w/o AO
Reporting Agency: MDPD
From 1/1/02 Thru 1/1/03 Crime tnformation Warehouse
YEAR: 2002

Miami-Dade Police Department
Prompt Variable Used: All County: N

Grid(s): 2363

. Total
260B - FRAUD CREDIT CARD/ATM 1
Grand Total: 3

Detail Fitter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= “2002-01-01" and Ol.Incident From Date Time < "2003-01-01" and O1.0ffense.Ucr Code in ( ‘0S0A’, 1200,
130A', '130D', '2200', '230A', '2308', '230C’, ‘230D, '230E' , '230F', '230G', '2400', '090C’ , '1308', '130E’, '350A", '3508', '5100' , '2700', '260A’, '260B",
'2600','260E','260F','1000'.'2000','110A','11OB','110C' ) and Ol.Aca Agency Code = '000' and Ol.Clearance Type Description <> "UNFOUNDED'
and Ol.Report Written YN = 'Y' and ( All County = 'Y’ or All County = 'N' and Ol.Grid in ( "2383" ) ) and Ol.Reporting_Agency_Code = "030"

Date: 12/22/03

Report: X:\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~4.IMR
Page 2

Database User ID: qsooi:iw 7




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPART T .
Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o w
Reporting Agency: MDPD
From 1/1/03 Thru 12/1/03 Crime information Warehouse
YEAR: 2003

Miami-Dade Police Department
Prompt Variable Used: All County: N

Grid(s): 2363

PART| Crimes s
2200 - BURGLARY 2
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 1
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 1

Grand Total: 4

Detail Filter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2003-01-01" and Ol.Incident From Date Time < "2003-12-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in ( '080A’, '1200°,
"130A', 130D, '2200', '230A', '230B', '230C', '230D', '230E', '230F", '230G', '2400', '090C', ‘1308, '130E', '350A’, '350B', '5100', '2700', '260A", '2608',
'260D' , "260E’, '260F" , *1000', ‘2000, "110A’, *"110B','110C' ) and OlLAoa Agency Code = '000' and Ol.Clearance Type Description <> 'UNFOUNDED'
and Ol.Report Written YN = 'Y’ and ( All County = 'Y" or All County = ‘N' and OI.Grid in ( "2363" ) ) and OlLReporting_Agency_Code = "030"

Date: 12/22/03

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~4.IMR
Page 1

Database User ID; q300ciw z‘ g




. ; |
z : '.
H 1 ]
'} :
[« 1

209

= z .
7N :
" T Tsw 236

H H
4 ' ' |
. M i
f ' X '
; ; ; .
. . )
v ‘ .
' )
' : :
H N . . 3 - L e e
L. - e - :
}: ' : -
: 1
i) | z '
- X X
i X !
. i
' B
; [l
b 1 13
: )
N ‘
L
' ’
.
1
. ‘ : |
i M .
;
! 1

'-~__.A-.,...A_J;....A._”.‘_-__J._,,_.sw_ SRR 7 7 Gk

i
t
i
- R Sl - - - .-
1 H
.
. :
1 H
' .
' !
. 1
.
H | [}
| 4
' i
. . :
[ i
1 t
i
.
\
KR - - - - _—— -
[, _ ¢
ST ) o
e - .
\ ! .'
1 4 .
! .
T ; :
B 1
i , :
GU : :
| X .
. ' .
\ \ ;
t T :
. ] H
\
! N
R - R, - .
. '
\
)

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
HEARING MAP

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO

Scale: 1:200

\

[///1 SUBJECT PROPERTY

MIAMI-DADE'

G: ZONING DRAPTING. 02.285. 10/02 Z 7
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
AERIAL

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO

Scale: NTS
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A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) BCC/District 9
Hearing Date: 11/6/03

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase O/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No M

Disclosure of intereSt form attached? Yes O No M

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Applicant Request Board Decision

<
o
&
~

NONE
Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be

binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.



CLERK OF BOARD . R 002

DATE: April 24,2003 #z2-

APPLICANT: 1. Gary & Roxana Sloan -
(03-1 -CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Deferred to June 19, 2003

MLL—-——.ME—JE?—-HQ_MZ
Barreiro ' x
Diaz p
Ferguson - x
Heyman _ x
Martinez x
Morales X -
|Moss m x
Rolle : X
Seijas | .
Sorenson s
Sosa _ X _
Souto ' _ : ) <
Chair Carey-Shuler | - X

TOTAL ' 8 0 5
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; CLERK OF BOARD
| DATE: 6/19/2003 #Z-

APPLICANT: B. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: DEFERRED TO JULY 24, 2003

ROLL CALL _M/S __YES _ NO _ABSENT
Barreiro , X '
Diaz o X
-|Ferguson X
Heyman X
| Martinez X
| Morales X
; Moss M X
: Rolle X
_ | Seijas | - " X .
Sorenson X
Sosa S X
‘ Souto X
| Chair Carey-Shuler X |
TOTAL g | 0 | 5
‘ .



07/30/03 WED 12:08 FAX 305 375 2484

DATE:  7/24/03 #Z- —

APPLICANT: A.GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03- 1CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: DEFERRED TO 11/6/03

ROLL CALL NQ s
Barreiro - X

»a

Diaz
Ferguson . : X

Heyman : | X
Martinez S '
|Morales
Moss M
Rolle

Seijas

IR

Sorenson X
{Sosa X
Souto |
Chair Carey-Shuler

TOTAL ' 8 0 5

"
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)
SECTION: 21-56-38 DATE: November 6, 2003
COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ' ITEMNO.: A

A. INTRODUCTION

o

B.
C.

REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,
which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development
Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138)).

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-
family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture. ,




® o
Gary & Roxana Sloan

Z202-285
Page 2

2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47).

D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:

ZONING : LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION -
Subiject Property:
GU; vacant ’ N Agriculture

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agricuiture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU; vacant ~ Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences. : '

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: - Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: ' “N/IA
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A




Gary & Roxana Sloan
202-285
Page 3

F.

PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations‘governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a snngle family or duplex dwelllng shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parcel is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property
and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to prowde all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and :

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (90%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is

it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development

Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provnded that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

- the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development

are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district




Gary & Roxana Sloan
Z02-285

Page 4

regulations, or, if applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

each lot's area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure

from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development

Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

the prbposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
than three (3) lots; and :

the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks
required by the underlying district regulations; and

no lot area shall be less than the smaller of:

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the average area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan:
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] the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

" the division of the parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

" the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to- provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest
natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural desngnatlon
and

. suffi cuent frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resultlng
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

] will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or
= will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

= will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to special
conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.




Gary & Roxana Sloan

202-285

Page 6

G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:
DERM No objection
Public Works . No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue No objection
Police No objection
Schools - No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

This application was deferred from the April 24, 2003 meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners to allow staff to conduct an ownership study of the Bonanza Ranch Estate
area. This application was deferred from the June 19, 2003 and July 24, 2003 meetings
upon the request of the Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning. The
Department conducted a study of the Bonanza Ranch area and an ownership map was
prepared for same. This area is designated in the CDMP for Agricultural use which
requires lots to contain a minimum lot area of 5 acres gross. A tentative plat dated April
1973 was found for Bonanza Ranch Estates. An ordinance has been prepared and is
pending before the Board of County Commissioners that will grandfather lots within this

subdivision.

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote
of 6-0. .

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C.”

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate
area surrounding the subject parcel on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a
similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land
division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
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hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff
notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject
parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records since neither of the 4
sides of the subject property are legal building sites. As such, this application is
inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not parcelized in a
similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the approval of a
zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the development
requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development option
standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
established. This application does not comply with the current standards in that the
abutting parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed
alternative development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative
development. Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative
non-use variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of
the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship.  Notwithstanding the
aforementioned, staff recommends deferral of this application pending the outcome of the
aforementioned pending ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: Deferral.

J. CONDITIONS: None.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02

DATE TYPED: 01/15/03 :

DATE REVISED: 03/26/03; 04/11/03; 05/21/03; 06/10/03; 06/23/03; 10/07/03
DATE FINALIZED: 10/08/03 .
DO'QW:AJT:MTF:JDR , :

Qe

Diane O’'Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning

/l




m_m-@ ‘.MEMO.RANDUM . w

TO:

FROM:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: October 23, 2003
Department of Planning and Zaoning
SUBJECT:  C-14 #72002000285-Revised
' Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234" Street and W/O SW
207" Avenue

_ & &A‘p [(}V‘Q f\_ mzil;ot Area Requirements
Aly . :

Robertson, Assistanit Director
Bnvironmental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the minirmum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,
DERM may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing. DERM has
also evaluated the request insofar as the general environmental impact that may derive from it,
and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval,

Water Supply: _
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwater
quality in the area is such that drinking water standards can be met by the proposed water
supply facility. The applicant is advised that a miniTum separation distance of 100 feet is

required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other

source of contamination.

Wastewater Dispo ‘ sal - ' :
Public sanitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Thercfore, DERM would 1ot

object to the nterim use of a septic tank and drainfield system as means for disposal of the
domestic lquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading
requirements of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM
staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

Stormwater Management: _ :
All stormwater shall be retaiped on site utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures, Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater
runoff of a S-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet
structures. _

A No-Notice General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system. The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtain additional
information concerning permitting requirements.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirémenr.s of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami'D ade Count}'|

/Z
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Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirements.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of

~ Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprehensive Development Master

Plan subject to compliance with the conditions. required by DERM for this proposed

development order, ‘
ation: -

Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County

tree removal permit is required, prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is

advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands: :
The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58

of the Code: therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

Notwithstanding the abave, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACQE), the State
of Florida Department of Enyironmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicaot is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

Enforcement History:
DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement - database and the Enforcement Case

Tracking System and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject

" properties identified in the subject application.

ncy Review !
The Department has conducted a concurrency review for this application and has determined
that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprehensive Development Mester Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection, Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein,

This concurrency approval does not constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not constitute any assurance that the LOS standards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

property.

In summary, the application meets the minimum requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code, Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine its general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z
Franklin Gutierrez, Zoning Agenda Coordinator-P&Z



o - PH# 02-285

() CZAB-14

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sleoan
This Department has no objections to this application.

This land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications ‘and improvements will

be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips.  The trraffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable level of service of the following

roadways:

sta. # ‘ ' LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. e c

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,

and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently
be required before development will be permitted.

14




PETITION OF APPEAL FROM DECISION OF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD
TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

CHECKED BY;___;__ AMbUM OF FEE § : | E@E HWE

RECEIPT # — _ FEB 2 1 2003
- . _ : o 20NING HEARINGS SEC
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 _ MIAMI=DADE mw ZWT:J%NDEPT.
BYCZAB# _14 | - 8Y 7
DATE RECEIVED STAMP

This Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the *Instruction for Filing an Appeal” and in
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and retum must be made
to the Department on or before the Deadline Date prescribed for the Appeal.

RE: Hearing No. Z02-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4) ‘
Filed in the name of (Applicant) Gary & Roxana Sloan
Name of Appellant, if other than applicant Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning

Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1® st 11" ﬂbor. Miami, Fla_ 33128

Application, or part of Application béing Appealed (Explanation)- Entire application

Appeliant (name): Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning :
hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals

Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in accordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the
reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:

(State in brief and concise language). '

1. The Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 decision is_inconsistent with the
*  Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB - 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138,

15



@~FPELLANT MUST SIGN THIS PAG)

Date: 215 day °f_f25"m7 __ year. 200 3\
signed MM

Diane 0'Quinn Williams

Print Name
111 N.W. First Street, Miami, FL 33128
Mailing Address
305-375-2840 305-375-2795
Phona ' Fax
REPRESENTATIVE'S AFFIDAVIT
If you are filing as representative of an
association or other entity, so indicate:
. : Representing
Signature
Print Name
Address
City State  Zip
Telephone Number
Subscribed and Sworn to before me on the _ day of , year
Notary Public
~ (stamp/seal)
Commission.expires:

16




RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesﬁng approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres).

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of such

request may be considered under §33-311(A)X14) (Alternate Site Development Option) or

under §33-311(A)4)(c) (Alternate Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-138)).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5' of the east.1,245‘.5" of the north 300’ of the
south 1,943’ of the NE Yof Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of S.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’ west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals

‘Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concemed

in the matter were gi\'/en an opportunity to be heard, and
WHEREAS, this Board has been advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requirements for levels of sgfvices and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and
WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter,.it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be apbrovéd, and
| WHEREAS, a motion to approve the application under §33—3i 1(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don jones  aye = Dr.PatWade ‘aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

21-56-38/02-285 PageNo.1 ' CZAB14-5-03

17



¢ ®
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVEb by the Miami-Dade County Community
- Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested application be and the same are hereby
approved.

‘BEITFURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant _ti]at the request
herein constitutes an initial development order and does not constitute a fmal‘ development
order and that one, or more, concurrency deténninafions will sﬁbseq‘uently be required
before development will be permitted.

~ The Director is hereby authoriz‘e-d to make thé necessary notations upon the maps
and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance vs;ith the terms and conditions of this resolution.

PASSED AND_ ADOPTED this 28 day of January, 2003.
l-!earing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
] ' ’

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF CO‘l‘JNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 2 - CZAB14-5-03

18




STATE OF FLORIDA

‘COUNTY OF MIAMI-DADE

|, Earl Jones, as Deputy Clerk for the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and
-Zoning as de-signated by thé Director of thé f;ﬁami-Dade County Departmer?t of Planning .and
Zonin‘g and Ex-Officio Secretary of the Miarh'i-Dadé County Comm_unity Zoning Appeals Board
CZAB 14, DO HEREBY CERTlFYf;ﬁat the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of
_Resolution No. CZAB14-5-03 adopted by éaid Cpmmunity Zoning Appea|§ Board at its meeting

. held on the 28" day of January, 2003.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand on this the 20" day of March, 2003.

S  Sbnsn

Earl Jones, Deputy Clerk (3230)
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning

19



TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

Gary & Roxana Sloan

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, F1

APPLICANT

11/6/2003

ADDRESS

02-285

DATE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2, 2003

HEARING NUMBER

20
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MIAMI-DADE'

Gt ZONING DRAPTING, 02-285. 10/02

{7741 SUBJECT PROPERTY

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN

District Number: 09
Zoning Board: C14

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
HEARING MAP
Drafter ID: ALFREDO
Scale: 1:200
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AERIAL
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A. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) BCC/District 9
’ Hearing Date: 7/24/03

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase 0O/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No M ‘

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes 0 No M

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Applicant Request Board Decision

s
o
B
q

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.




CLERK OF BOARD ‘ @ ooz

DATE: April 24, 2003 | wz-

APPLICANT: 1. Gary & Roxana Sloan -
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Deferred to June 19, 2003

ROLLCALL M XES___NO__ARSENT
Barreiro x
Diaz x
Ferguson x
Heyman x
Martinez x
Morales x
Moss m X
Rolle X
Seijas x
Sorenson s
Sosa
Souto A X
Chair Carey-Shuler X

TOTAL 8 0 5
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CLERK OF BOARD | .
| DATE: 6/19/2003 | #Z-
! APPLICANT: B. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)
l MOTION: DEFERRED TO JULY 24, 2003
ROLL CALL, LS Y ES e NQ ABSENT
Barreiro X
Diaz X
Ferguson X
Heyman X
Martinez X
Morales X
Moss M X
Rolle X
Seijas X .
Sorenson X
Sosa S X
Souto X
X
TOTAL 8 0 5

|
|
|
Chair Carey-Shuler



MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)
SECTION: 21-56-38 DATE: July 24, 2003
COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEMNO.: A

Lo oo L L N N S N o o o o S o L LRSS e e m e e e e e e e e e ————

A. INTRODUCTION

o REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,

which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.) '

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development
Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-

138)).
o SUMMARY OF REQUEST;:

The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-
family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

o LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

o SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
o IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

B. ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.

C. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

1. The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture.




Gary & Roxana Sloan
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2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47). '

D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:

ZONING LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

Subject Property:

GU; vacant Agriculture

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agriculture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU; vacant Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences.

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)

Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A



Gary & Roxana Sloan
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F. PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parcel is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property
and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (90%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is

" it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development

Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provided that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
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regulations, or, if 'applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

each lot's area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

the proposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
than three (3) lots; and

the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks
required by the underlying district regulations; and

no lot area shall be less than the smaller of:

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the average area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

]
the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan:
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. the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

= the division of the parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

. the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest
natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural designation;
and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or
- will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

. will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
| hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
| that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to special |
| conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
| hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.
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G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:
DERM No objection
Public Works No objection

- Parks No objection

MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

This application was deferred from the April 24, 2003 meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners to allow staff to conduct an ownership study of the Bonanza Ranch Estate
area. This application was deferred from the June 19, 2003 meeting upon the request of
the Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning.

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote
of 6-0.

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C.”

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate
area surrounding the subject parcel on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a
similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land
division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff
notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject
parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records since neither of the 4
sides of the subject property are legal building sites. As such, this application is
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inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not parcelized in a
similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the approval of a
zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the development
requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development option
standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
established. This application does not comply with the current standards in that the
abutting parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed
alternative development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative
development. Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative
non-use variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of
the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship. Accordingly, staff recommends
approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application or deferral pending
direction by the Board of County Commissioners on how to address the existing ownership

pattern in this area.

RECOMMENDATION:

Approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application or deferral.

J. CONDITIONS: None.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02

DATE TYPED: 01/15/03

DATE REVISED: 03/26/03; 04/11/03; 05/21/03; 06/10/03, 06/23/03

DATE FINALIZED: 06/23/03

DO'QW:AJT:MTF:REM:JDR W/ //M—/

/ﬁ Diane O’Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of

Planning and Zoning

%
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TO:

FROM:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: November 14, 2002
Department of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: C-14 #Z2002000285
Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234® Street and W/O SW
207® Avenue

Z é :Z::: NUV of Lot Area Requirements
78 . (1.25 Ac) 4

yce M/Ro n, Assistant Director
Environimental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the minimum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,
DERM may appmvetheappﬁcaﬁonanditmybesclndnbdforpubﬁc.heaﬁng. DERM bhas
dsoevahatedthemquesthmfmastbgemmlenvhommﬂhmwtmmmydcﬁwﬁomh,
andbaseduponﬂ:eavaﬂablcmfommﬁonoﬁersnoobjecﬁontoitsappmval

Water Supply:
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwater
quaﬁtymﬂmmeaismhthmdﬁnldngwmerstmdmdscmbenmbyﬂnpmposedwater
supply facility. TheappﬁcantisadvisedthataminixmnnsepmaﬁondistanceofIOOfeetis
requinedbetweenanywellandallseptictankanddrainﬁelds,allsmfacewatersandanyotlnr
source of contamination.

Wastewater Disposal: .
Public sanitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not

objecttotheinterhnuseofasepﬁcmkmddrainﬁeldsystemasnnansfordismsalofme
domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading

requirements of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM -

staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

Stormwater Management:

- All stormwater shall be retained on site utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures. Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater

runoff of a S-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet

structures.

A No-Notice .General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system. mappﬁcantisadvisedtocontactDERMinordcrtoobtahaddiﬁoml
information concerning permitting requirements.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County. o

I
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Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirements.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprehensive Development Master
Plan subject to compliance with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed
development order.

Tree Prescrvation:

Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County
tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is
advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands:
'I'hesubjectsheisnotbcatedmjmisdicﬁonalweﬂandsasdeﬁmdmcmpter24-3and24—58
oftheCodc;tlrrefore,aClassIVPermitforwoxkinwetlandswillnotbcrequiredbyDERM.

" Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engincers (USACOE), the State
ofHoridaDcpmmnmofEnvhomnmletecﬂon(FDEP)mdtlrSoutthﬁdaWatcr
ManagennntDisu'ict(SFWMD)mybemqniledfortlrproposedpmject. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

TTnDepmmmswnducwdawncmmymviewforthisappﬁcaﬁonmdhasdetermhed
that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
asspeciﬁedmﬂnadoptedComehendeewbpthaswrleforpombkwwmpply.
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein.

This concurrency approval does not constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not constitute any assurance that the LOS standards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

Inmmmry,ﬂrappﬁcaﬁonmemthemhﬁmmmquhemntsofcmpteruofﬂr@deand
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code. Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine its general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z
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. . PH# 02-285
| . CZAB-14

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sloan
This Department has no objections to this application.

Thig land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable level of service of the following

roadways:

Sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. C : C

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently

be required before development will be permitted.




PETITION OF APPEAL FROM DECISION OF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD
TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

R — FCEIVE)

RECEIPT # FEB 2 1 2003
‘ ) : ZONING HEARINGS SECTION
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 MIAMI=DADE m&o zomn% DEPT.
BY CZAB #_14 BY 7
DATE RECEIVED STAMP

This Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the “Instruction for F'iling an Appeal” and in
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and retum must be made

to the Department on or before the Deadline Date prescribed for the Appeal.
RE: Hearing No. Z02-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4)

Filed in the name of (Applicant) Gary & Roxana Sloan
Name of Appellant, if other than applicant Directo: . of Plannin onin

Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1% St.. 11" fioor, Miami, Fla. 33128
Application, or part of Application being Appealed (Explanation) Entire application

Appellant (name): Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in accordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the
reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:

(State in brief and concise language).

1. The_Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 decision is_inconsistent with the
Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB - 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138.



‘PPELLANT MUST SIGN THIS PM.

Date: 2/ day of__E_ebrug v ,year. 2003

| N
signes_Alane QU

Diane 0'Quinn Williams

Print Name
111 N.W. First Street, Miami, FL 33128
Mailing Address
305-375~2840 305-375-2795
Phone Fax
REPRESENTATIVE'S AFFIDAVIT
If you are filing as representative of an
association or other entity, so indicate:
- Representing
-Signature
Print Name
Address
City ~ State Zip
Telephone Number
Subscribed and Sworn to before me on the day of , year
Notary Public
(stamp/seal)
Commission.expires:

15~
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RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres).

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of such
request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternate Site Development Option) or
under §33-311(A)4)(c) (Altemate Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-1 38).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5' of the east 1,245.5' of the north 300" of the
south 1,943 of the NE Yof Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of S.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’ west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concemned
in the matter were gi\./en an opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, this Board has been advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requirements for levels of services and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and

WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter, it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be approved, and

WHEREAS, a motion to approve the application under §33-311(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don Jones aye Dr. Pat Wade aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 1 CZAB14-5-03
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Miami-Dade County Community
Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested application be and the same are hereby
approved.

BE IT.FURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant _that the request

herein constitutes an initial development order and does not constitute a ﬂnal- development
order and that one, or more, concurrency detérminations will subsequently be required
before development will be permitted.
The Director'is hereby authorized to make the necessary notations upon the maps
| and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance with the terms and conditions of this resolution.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28" day of January, 2003.

Hearing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
ej

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 2 CZAB14-5-03
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF MIAMI-DADE

I, Earl Jones, as Deputy Clerk for the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and
Zoning as de-signated by the Director of the r;ﬁami-Dade County Depanmeﬁt of Planning and
Zoning and Ex-Officio Secretary of the Miar'h‘i-Dade County; Community Zoning Appeals Board
CZAB 14, DO HEREBY CERTIFY_'_that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of

Resolution No. CZAB14-5-03 adopted by said Community Zoning Appeals Board at its meeting

. held on the 28" day of January, 2003.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand on this the 20* day of March, 2003.

S s

Earl Jones, Deputy Clerk (3230)
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning

SEAL

eveTa,

.0’..:\) P ?45 ‘.‘
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TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

Gary & Roxana Sloan South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT ADDRESS

07/24/2003 02-285

DATE HEARING NUMBER
ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2, 2003

19



®
OERM

ORI OF SVROGEN. BIECUICT MSUERDE

April 2, 2003

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan -

ADDRESS: 1.25 acres on the south side of SW 234 Street & 1427 feet west of SW 207
Avenue. Folio no. 30-6821-000-0760

HEARING NUMBER: 02-285

DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement database and the Enforcement Case Tracking System
and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject property identified on the
Hearing Map in the subject application.

No change in status. Updated on 6/4/03 % //’}

Prepared by: Roberto A. Rodriguez
Code Enforcement Officer 1
Enforcement Section, DERM
(305) 372-6902

z°
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LB
TO: Diane O'Quinn Williams, Director DATE:  June 18, 2003
Department of Planning and Zoning o _
ATTN: Franklin Gutierrez, Agenda Coordinator SUBJECT: Statistical Data for Police
Grids 0052, 1062, 1761,
Fno@é—/ C 2353, 2363
—Carlos Alvarez, Director

Miami-Dade Police Department

The following information is fumished pursuant to a request made by Mr. Franklin Gutierrez
for various police statistics, i.e., calls-for-service (CFS) data and Part | & li crimes information
for uniform and non-uniform police units for six areas. These areas are located in police grids
0052, 1062, 1071, 2353 and 2363. Police grids are approximately one-half-mile by
one-half-mile in diameter. Therefore, the information provided for the grids corresponding to .
the following locations may include information from other locations within the grid.

e Grid52 Philips Pearman, Trustee; Hearing (02-262).
Location: The southwest comner of NE 26 Avenue and NE 211 Terrace.

o Grid 1062 Funeral Services Acquisition; Hearing (02-319).
Location: Lying on the west side of theoretical NW 102 Avenue and south of

NW 33 Street.

e Grid 1761 Lorena Marmol and Denise Catoira; Hearing (02-328).
Location: 1209 Sunset Drive.

« Grid 2353 Goulds, LLC, (02-236).
Location: Lying 150’ east of SW 112 Avenue and on the south side of SW

224 Street.

« Grid 2363 Gary and Roxana Sloan; Hearing (02-285).
Location: The south side of SW 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’
west of SW 207 Avenue.

* Grid 2363 Jorge and Nancy Hemandez; Hearing (02-286).
Location; The south side of SW 234 Street and approximately 362’ east of
SW 209 Place.

Attachment 1 is a grid map of the areas with their selected grids highlighted. Data provided is
for Calendar Year 2002 and January through May of 2003, and is inclusive of Unincorporated
Miami-Dade County. CFS data was extracted from the Crime Information Warehouse, and
includes police dispatch signals 13 through 55 (Attachment 2). Part | & Il crime information
was also extracted from the Crime Information Warehouse. Part | crimes inciude the crime
categories of murder / non-negligent mansiaughter, forcible sex offenses (rape), robbery,

21




Diane O’Quinn Williams,‘ector

Page 2

June 18, 2003

aggravated assault/stalking, burglary, larceny/thefts, motor vehicle theft, and arson

(Attachment 3).

A summary of the information requested is shown below:

Grid Total Calls-For-Service Total Part | & Il Crimes
2002 2003 (Jan-May) 2002 2003 (Jan-May)
52 1529 571 81 31
1062 936 334 70 32
1761 898 381 61 27
2353 2009 806 212 77
2363 57 23 3 2

Should you require additional information or assistance, please contact Commander Veronica

M. Salom, Budget and Planning Bureau, at 305-471-2520.

CAlpa

Attachments (3)
1. Area Grid Map

2. Total CFS by Grid, 2002, 2003 (Jan-May)
3. Part | & Il Crimes, 2002, 2003 (Jan-May)

27
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m'ni-oade Police Departme
Sum jzed Grid Information By Stgnal

For 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31

Detail Filter: { Dis.Complaint Date >= »2002-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < *2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "0052" ,"1062",
“1761" ,"2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( "13","14"."15",“16","17"."18"."19"."20'."21" ,"22"  "23" , v24" , "25°, 26"
B o7 w28 729", 730", 31", 732", "33", "34", "35", "36", "37", "38", 39", 40", 41", "4Z° ,"43"  "44" "45" "46" 47" 48" 49",

P 50", "51","52" ,"53","54","55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'S8’ ) and (
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( '030',1,3))

lice Department Crime information Warehouse
Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code | -
2353 38 [SUSPICIOUS PERSON 5
39 PRISONER . ' 159
41 |SICK OR INJURED PERSON 20
43 |BAKER ACT 12
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 4
45 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 2
49 |FIRE 4
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 160
54 |FRAUD 6
Total Signals for Grid 2353 : 2009 -
Total Reported: 1185 Total Not Reported: 814
o 2- ZJDS- 2363| 13 |SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 2
é/ 14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 10
e2-zd é 15 |MEET AN OFFICER 15
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 |HIT AND RUN ' 1
19 |[TRAFFIC STOP 4
20 |TRAFFIC DETAIL 1
22 |AUTO THEFT 1
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING | 8
26 |BURGLARY 3
28 |VANDALISM 1
Report: X\CMW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR - Date: 6/16/2003
Page 6

24




mi-Dade Police Departme
Summiarized Grid Information By
For 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31

and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( “0052",“1082" ,

Detail Filter; { Dis.Complaint Date >= "2002-01-01"
;' *4761",“2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( "13","1
<) ,"27"."28"."29","30","31","32" "33, 34" "35","36", "37",
P 50, "51","52","53","54" ,"65" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( "030', 1 ,3))

4", 15", "6", 17", "18" "19" 20", "1, 22", 23", 24", "25" 26"
=387 39", "40" 41" "42" 43" "44" "45" 46", 47" . 48" , 49"
'0000' ) and { Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and (

fice Department Crime information Warehouse
| Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code

2363.] 32 |ASSAULT 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 4
37 |SUSPICIOUS VEHICLE 1
38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON 2
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 1
54 |FRAUD 1

Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 57 -

Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 26

Total for All Grids : 5429

Report; X:\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 7



:'ﬁrmi-‘bade Police Departm
Summrized Grid Information By ¥gnal
For 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31

Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= "2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-06-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "0052","1062",
"1761" ,"2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( “13" "14",*15" "M6", "17", "18","19" "20", "2q" 22" "23", "24" ,"25" 26"
NN -7+ 26" 20", "30","31", ~3g" 33" "34" 35", "36" 37", "38","38", 40", "41", "42" "43" 44" 45" “46" "4T" “48","49",

g 50", "51","52","53","54","55" ) ) and { Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and (
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( '030' ,1.3))

fice Department Crime information Warehouse
Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code
2353 22 [AUTO THEFT 16
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING ‘ 25
26 |BURGLARY 22
27 |LARCENY 12
28 |VANDALISM 8
32 |ASSAULT 53
33 |SEX OFFENSE 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 71
36 |MISSING PERSON 6
38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON 2
39 |PRISONER 56
41 JSICK OR INJURED PERSON 6
43 |BAKER ACT 4
44 JATTEMPTED SUICIDE 2
45 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 1
47 |BOMB OR EXPLOSIVE ALER'i’ 1
52 [NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 61
54 |FRAUD 2
Total Signals for Grid 2353 : 806
Total Reported: 506 Total Not Reported: 300
o >- > ps 2363| 14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 4
: 15 |MEET AN OFFICER 8
&2z -2£6
Report: X:\CW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 6/16/2003
Page 5
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Miami-Dade Police Department

n Detail Fitter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >=

=% ~1761","2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in (

’_ , u27n , uzan , -29-- , -30-. , “3q" , ng2" , “33" , "4 , u35n , "36" , w37" , 38" , »3

! 50", "51", "52" ,"53","54","55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( ‘030", 1 .3))

IR A L Y

mi-Dade Police Departme
Summarized Grid Information By
For 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31

“2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-06-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "0052" , “1062",

"13"."14','15"."16","17","18",‘19",'20","21",'22","23",'24"."25","26"
8" "40" , "41" 42" 43" "A4" 45" 46" "4T" 48" 49",

‘0000’ ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains ‘SB' ) and (

Crime information Warehouse

Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code
2363] 19 |TRAFFIC STOP
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING
26 |BURGLARY
34 |DISTURBANCE
39 |PRISONER
48 |[EXPLOSION
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION
Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 23
Total Reported: 12 Total Not Reported: 11
Total for All Grids : 2115 .

Report: X:\C/W\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 6
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MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
Part 1 and Part Il Crimes w/o
For Specific Grids

Miami-Dade Police Depantment

YEAR: 2002

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

From 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31 Crime information w,,,m‘

02-236|_Grid_2353
110A - RAPE 2
110B - SODOMY 2
110C - FONDLING 1
1200 - ROBBERY 4
130A - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 26
2200 - BURGLARY 29
230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE 17
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 21
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 5
Grid 2353 TOTAL 107 +\05: Q)
o2-2pE Grid 2363
02-2f6| 2200 - BURGLARY 1
230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE 1
Grid 2363 TOTAL 24«2
Total Part|: e gep il

28

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR
Database User ID: Q300CIW

Date: 6/18/2003

Page 2




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o ‘
For Specific Grids
From 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31 Crime informaion Warehouse
YEAR: 2002

Miami-Dade Police Deparntment

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

ozaza’S Grid 2363
260B - FRAUD CREDIT CARD/ATM 1

Grid 2363 TOTAL 1

Grand Total: 427

Detail Fitter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2002-01-01" and Ol.incident From Date Time < "2003-01-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in ( '090A’, *1200
*110A',*110B','110C" ,"130A",*130D" , "2200', '230A", 2308", '230C", '230D", "230F", *230F , 230G’ , "2400' , '080C' , *130B" , "130E" , "350A", "350B',
'5100' , '2700° , "260A" , "260B' , *260D' , "260E’ , "260F" , *1000" , 2000° ) and Ol.Reportting_Agency_Code = ‘030° and Ol.Aca Agency Code = ‘000’ and
Ol.Clearance Type Description <> "UNFOUNDED' and Ol.Report Written YN = Y" and Ol.Grid in ( "0052" , "1062" ,~1761" ,"2353" ,"2363" )

27

Report: X:\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR Date: 6/16/2003
Database User ID: Q300CIW . Page 4




Miami-Daoe Police Department

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
Part | and Part |l Crimes w/o
For Specific Grids
From 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31

YEAR: 2003

Crime information Warehouss

cz-2f%

110A - RAPE 1
130A - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT )
2200 - BURGLARY 10
230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE 6
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 7
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 2
Grid 2353 TOTAL 34 ¢33 - 1]
CZZJS Grid 2363
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 1
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 1
Grid 2363 TOTAL 2+0-
77 'Total Part s 7 ‘

50

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR
Database User ID: Q300CIW

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 2




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
art | and Part Il Crimes w/o AO

- For Specific Grids
Miami-Dade Police Depanment From 2003 '01 '01 Thru 2003'05'31 Cnme Information Warehouse
YEAR: 2003
Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363
Grand Total: 169

"2003-01-01" and Ol.Incident From Date Time < *2003-06-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in { ‘090A' , '1200°
,'230C", 230D’ , "230E', '230F', '230G', '2400' ,'090C", '130B", "130E', '350A", '350B" ,

'2000° ) and Ol.Reporting_Agency_Code = '030' and Ol.Aoa Agency Code = ‘000" and
¥ and OLGrid in ( *0052" , "1062" ,"1781", "2353" , "2363" )

Detail Filter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >=
,"110A",'110B','110C", "130A", "130D", 2200’ , '230A’ , '2308'
'5100' , ‘2700, '260A', ‘2608, '260D', '260E', *260F' , '1000",
O1.Clearance Type Description <> 'UNFOUNDED' and Ol.Report Written YN =

3/

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 4

; Report: X:\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR
’ Database User ID: Q300CIW



( y : ! . '
' : \ \
.
: i
\ 1
'
i '
|
' i
! ' ' :
! ! : i
. H - - - - - o
: : o _ - - Lo mn =y r ; )
L - i aiiadi ' . :
N : ) i ' H
' N ' : d
l, ' : ! ' ! ! :
‘ 3 t . .
' ! . \ i :
i : ) :
' .
‘ H \ ! : '
* | | ; | |
i . t ' .
. ! : : \ :
! ' ) . .
: ' i
) ) ! X '
| | '. : | a
1 . B M !
l X ' ¢ i
i , i .
* 0
.

'
[

O O . SN N

e e —— R :
. . \ '
: ! ! ;
: ' . '
] t . .
. ' ' :
. , .
: . i :
: ; ' i
: ' ¥ N
‘. H i}
: ! 1 1
; ) ' i
") ‘ ' - |
: \ :
o ' . :
! +
h 1 .
: R T
: ; . ,__-~-—~-TA—__‘._V‘ -
b T o -7 ' t '
l ! : ! 1 4 i
. 1 1 : ¢
. ‘ ! ‘ .
: \ ‘
N . , 1 : : :
(=N . ' : ! . :
N ; : ' : : :
‘' . 1 . . . N ‘
: ! i ' ' ¢ : .
: ! :
' N ’ ' \ N '
: . : '
- : . . .‘
: : ' :
. , . ' :
= . :
N, ' o
: : '
s : ; .
o T sSWo —“2-:;6_“ ) "ST ‘
- e [ e = e = = - - .
L i ' ' :
: . . : ' ' i
\ ; )
. ' 1 t ' s :
. ¢ 3 H t ' 1
. . ¢ ' v { '
: H ) i . '
: N ' ' ' :
: . 13 B
| ; '
L} ' . .
' ' '

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY cea.. T
HEARING MAP T

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38 SUBJECT PROPERTY
Process Number: 02000285

Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN

District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
AERIAL

Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38
Process Number: 02000285
Applicant: GARY & ROXANA SLOAN
District Number: 09

Zoning Board: C14

Drafter ID: ALFREDO

Scale: NTS
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B. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) BCC/District 9
Hearing Date: 6/19/03

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase [/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No ™ :

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes O No %]

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Applicant Request Board Decision

=<
o
&
~

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding. with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.




TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

Gary & Roxana Sloan

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT

06/19/2003

ADDRESS

02-285

DATE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2, 2003

"HEARING NUMBER




April 2, 2003

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

APPLICANT: -Gary & Roxana Sloan -

ADDRESS: 1.25 acres on the south side of SW 234 Street & 1427 feet west of SW 207
Avenue. Folio no. 30-6821-000-0760 '

HEARING NUMBER: 02-285

DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement database and the Enforcement Case Tracking System
and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject property identified on the

Hearing Map in the subject application.

No change in stgtua. ‘Updated on 6/4/03 % /%ﬂ}

Prepared by: Roberto A. Rodriguez
Code Enforcement Officer I
Enforcement Section, DERM
(305) 372-6902



CLERK OF BOARD . @oo2

DATE: April24,2003 #Z-

APPLICANT: 1. Gary & Roxana Sloan -
(03-1-CZ14-4/02-285)

MOTION: Deferred to June 19, 2003

ROLL CALL MS __YES __NO_ ABSEN]

N

Barreiro x
Diaz R
Ferguson x
Heyman x
Martinez '
Morales X
Moss m X
Rolle X
Seijas x
Sorenson s
Sosa X
Souto . X
Chair Carey-Shuler x |

TOTAL 8 0 5




MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)
SECTION: 21-56-38 : DATE: June 19, 2003

COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEMNO.: B

A. INTRODUCTION
o REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,
which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development
Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138)).

o SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-
family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

o LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

o SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
o IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

B. ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.

C. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

1. The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture.



Gary & Roxana Sloan .
Z02-285
Page 2

2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47).

D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:

ZONING LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

Subject Property:

GU; vacant : Agriculture

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agriculture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU,; vacant Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences.

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable .
Parking Layout/Circulation: N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A
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F. PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parce! is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property
and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (30%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Pian; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provided that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
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regulations, or, if applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

each lot's area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

the proposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
than three (3) lots; and

the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks
required by the underlying district regulations; and

no lot area shall be less than the smaller of:

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the average area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan: '
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. the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

. the division of the .parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

" the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest
natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural designation;
and

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or
. will have substantial negative impact. on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

. will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to special
conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.
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G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:
DERM No objection
Public Works No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

This application was deferred from the April 24, 2003 meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners to allow staff to conduct an ownership study of the Bonanza Ranch Estate

area.

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote
of 6-0.

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C."

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate
area surrounding the subject parce! on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a
similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land
division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff

-notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject

parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records since neither of the 4
sides of the subject property are legal building sites. As such, this application is
inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not parcelized in a

10
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similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the approval of a
zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the development
requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development option
standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
established. This application does not comply with the current standards in that the
abutting parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed
alternative development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative
development. Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative
non-use variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of
the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship. Accordingly, staff recommends
approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application or deferral pending
direction by the Board of County Commissioners on how to address the existing ownership
pattern in this area.

RECOMMENDATION:

Approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application or deferral.

J. CONDITIONS: None.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02

DATE TYPED: 01/15/03

DATE REVISED: 03/26/03; 04/11/03; 05/21/03; 06/10/03
DATE FINALIZED: 06/10/03

DO'QW:AJT:MTF:REM:JDR - W

Diane O'Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning

/I
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TO:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: . November 14, 2002
Department of Planming and Zoning
SUBJECT: C-14 #Z2002000285
Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234 Street and W/O SW
207" Avenue

n, Assistant Director
Environmental Resources Management

NUYV of Lot Area Requirements
w b‘Z Z%wtt_— (1.25 Ac.)
FROM: “Alyce M/JRo |

DERMhasreviewedthesubjectapplicaﬁonandhasdetemﬁnedthatitmeetsthenﬂnimum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,

" DERM may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing. DERM has

alsoevaluatedﬂlemquestinsofarasthegeneralcnvironnnntalimpactthatmayderiveﬁomit,A

and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval

Water Supply:
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwater
qualityintheareaissuchthatchinkmgwaterstandmdscanbemetbyﬂlepmposedwater
supply facility. The applicant is advised that a minimum separation distance of 100 feet is
required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other
source of contamination. :

Wastewater Disposal: .
Public sanitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not

object to the interim use of a septic tank and drainfield system as means for disposal of the
domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading

requirements of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM -

staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

Stormwater Manggetmnt:

-’All stormwater shall be retained on site utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures. Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater
nunoff of a 5-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet
structures. ’

A No-Notice .General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtain additional

information concerning perimitting requirernents.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County.

| 7
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Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirements.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprehensive Development Master
Plan subject to compliance with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed
development order. X

Tree Preservation:

Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County
tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is
advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands: ,
The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58
of the Code; therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

" Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), the State

of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

The Department has conducted a concurrency review for this application and has determined
that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprehensive Development Master Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein.

This concurrency approval does not constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only

for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not constitute any assurance that the LOS standards

would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject
property. ' :

In summary, the application meets the minimum requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code. Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine its general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z

)

€070

ACTOR'S OFFICE
- PLANNING & ZONING
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sloan
This Department has no objections to this application.

This land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications and improvements will

be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable level of service of the following

roadways:

sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. C C

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently
be required before development will be permitted.

.'aul A. . P.L.S.
JAN. 16 2003
Date

(4



PETITION OF APPEAL FROM DECISION OF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD
TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

R — FCEIVE))

RECEIPT # FEB 21 2003
ARD: ' : ZONING HEARINGS SEC
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 MIAMI<DADE PLARN A ZONT:{%%EPT.
BY CZAB# _14 | | BY 7
DATE RECEIVED STAMP

This Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the *Instruction for Filing an Appeal® and in -
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and returmn must be made
to the Department on or before the Deadline Date prescribed for the Appeal.

RE: Hearing No. 202-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4)

Filed in the name of (Applicant) Gary & Roxana Sioan

Name of Appellant, if other than applicant Director. Dept. of Planning & Zoning

Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1% st., 117 floor, Miami, Fla. 33128

Application, or part of Application being Appealed (Explanation) Entire application

Appeliant (name): Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning :
hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals

Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in accordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the
reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:

(State in brief and concise language).

1. - The_Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 decision is_inconsistent with the
Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB — 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138. :

15




@\ PPELLANT MUST SIGN THIS ra)

Date: 2/ dayof th:ruqr-q year 2003

Slgned WW

Diane 0'Quinn Williams

Print Name
111 N.W. First Street, Miami, FL 33128
Mailing Address
305-375-2840 - 305-375-2795
Phone Fax
REPRESENTATIVE’S AFFIDAVIT
If you are filing as representative of an
assoclatlon or other entlty, so indicate:
Representing
-Signature
Print Name
Address
City _ State Zip
Telephone Number
Subscribed and Swomn to before me on the day of , year
Notary Public
(stamp/seal)

Commission.expires:



RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres).

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of such

requést may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternate Site Development Option) or
under §33-311(A)4)(c) (Altemmate Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-138]).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5° of the east 1,245.5’ of the north 300’ of the
south 1,943’ of the NE Yof Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of S.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’ west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concemed
in the matter were gi\'/en an opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, this Board has been advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requirements for levels of services and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and

WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter, it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be approved, and

WHEREAS, a motion to approve the application under §33-311(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don jones aye Dr. Pat Wade aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

21-56-38/02-285 _ Page No. 1 CZAB14-5-03
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVEb by the :Miami-Dade County Community
Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested applicafion be and the same are hereby
approved.
BE IT.FURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant g}at the request
herein constit&_ites an initial development order and does not constitﬁte a ﬁnal. development
. order and that one, or more, concurrency deﬁérminations will subsequently be required
before development will be permitted.
The Director is hereby authorized to make the necessary notations upon the maps
| and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance with the terms and conditions of this resolution.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28" day of January, 2003.

Hearing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
e)

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

21-56-38/02-285 Page No. 2 CZAB14-5-03 / g/




STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF MIAMI-DADE

|, Earl Jones, as Deputy Clerk for the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and
Zoning as de;ignated by the Director of the I‘:diami-Dade County Departmer:l.t of Planning and
Zoning and Ex-Officio Secretary of the Midrhj-Dade County Community Zoqing Appeals Board
CZAB 14, DO HEREBY CERTIFY.t;hat fhe above aﬁd foregoing is a true and ;:orrect copy of

Resolution No. CZAB14-5-03 adopted by said Community Zoning Appeals Board at its meeting

. held on the 28" day of January, 2003.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand on this the 20* day of March, 2003.

Sy [ s

Earl Jones, Deputy Clerk (3230)
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning

(7
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1. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) BCC/District 9
' , Hearing Date: 4/24/03

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase [/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No M '

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes 0 No M

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:
Applicant Request Board Decision

g
o
8
ﬂ

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.



TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE

Gary & Roxana Sloan

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT

04/24/2003

ADDRESS

02-285

DATE

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of April 2,2003

HEARING NUMBER



® ’ ®
SERM

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT

April 2, 2003

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan

ADDRESS: 1.25 acres on the south side of SW 234 Street & 1427 feet west of SW 207
Avenue. Folio no. 30-6821-000-0760

HEARING NUMBER: 02-285

DERM has reviewed the Permits and Enforcement database and the Enforcement Case Tracking System
and has found no open or closed formal enforcement records for the subject property identified on the
Hearing Map in the subject application.

Prepared by: Roberto A. Rodriguez
Code Enforcement Officer I
Enforcement Section, DERM
(305) 372-6902




MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)
SECTION: 21-56-38 : | DATE: April 24, 2003
COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEM NO.: 1
A. INTRODUCTION

o REQUEST:

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the
decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board #14 on GARY & ROXANA SLOAN,

which approved the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development

Option) or under §33-311(A)4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138)).

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The Director is appealing the decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14
which approved this application that will allow the applicants to construct a single-
family residence on a lot with less lot area than required in the GU district.

LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade County, Florida.

SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.
IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY:  None.

COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture.
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2. Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47).

D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:
ZONING LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION
Subject Property:

GU; vacant Agriculture

Surrounding Propetrties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agriculture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU; vacant Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, west of SW 207 Avenue.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences.

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: N/A

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A
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F. PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts:

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be approved
upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth will permit the development or redevelopment of a
single family or duplex dwelling on a parcel of land where such dwelling would not
otherwise be permitted by the underlying district regulations due to the size or configuration
of the parcel proposed for alternative development, provided that:

the parcel is under lawful separate ownership from any contiguous property

and is not otherwise grandfathered for single family or duplex use; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in the further subdivision of
land; and

the size and dimensions of the lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks required
by the underlying district regulations; and

the lot area is not less than ninety percent (90%) of the minimum lot area
required by the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parce! proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed alternative development will result in open space, community design,
amenities or preservation of natural resources that enhances the function or aesthetic
character of the immediate vicinity in a manner not otherwise achievable through
application of the underlying district regulations, provided that:

the density of the proposed alternative development does not exceed that
permitted by the underlying district regulations; and

the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
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regulations, or, if applicable, any prior zoning actions or administrative
decisions issued prior to the effective date of this ordinance (August 2, 2002);
and

each lot’s area is not less than eighty percent (80%) of the lot area required by
the underlying district regulations; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU of GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

the proposed lot area, frontage or depth is such that:

the proposed alternative development will not result in the creation of more
than three (3) lots; and

the size and dimensions of each lot are sufficient to provide all setbacks
required by the underlying district regulations; and

no lot area shall be less than the smaller of:

ninety percent (90%) of the lot area required by the underlying district
regulations; or

the average area of the developed lots in the immediate vicinity within
the same zoning district; and

the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the immediate vicinity; and

the parcel proposed for alternative development is not zoned AU or GU, nor is
it designated agricultural or open land under the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan; and

sufficient frontage shall be maintained to pérmit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan: .
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. the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

= the division of the parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area; [and]

. the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed altemative development
are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the underlying district
regulations; and

. _the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious departure
from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by the closest

natural and man-made boundaries lying with [in] the agricultural designation;
and

] sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all resulting
lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be approved
upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the immediate
vicinity; or :
. will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe

automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian confiicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

- will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.

Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the applicant
that the variance will not be contrary to the pubiic interest, where owing to special
conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in unnecessary
hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and substantial justice done;
provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent
of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-use variance that will permit the
reasonable use of the premises; and further provided, no non-use variance from any airport
zoning regulation shall be granted under this subsection.
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G.

NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:

DERM No objection
Public Works No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue ' : No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment
ANALYSIS:

| The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning is respectfully appealing the

January 28, 2003 decision of the Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 which approved
this application under §33-311(A)(14), the Alternative Site Development Option, by a vote
of 6-0.

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064’ west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C.”

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate

. area surrounding the subject parcel on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a

similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land
division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff
notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject
parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records since neither of the
four sides of the subject property are legal building sites. As such, this application is
inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not parcelized in a
similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the approval of a
zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the development
requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development option
standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
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established. This application does not comply with said standards in that the abutting
parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed alternative
development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative development.
Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative non-use
variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of the
provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship. Accordingly, staff recommends
approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application.

L RECOMMENDATION:

Approval of the appeal and denial without prejudice of this application.

J. CONDITIONS: None.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02
DATE TYPED: 01/15/03
DATE REVISED: ~ 03/26/03; 04/11/03

DATE FINALIZED: 04/11/03 .
DOQW:AJTMIFREMUDR 10}( . W

Biane O'Quinn Williams, Director
- Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning

[0
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TO:

FROM:

Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: November 14, 2002
Department of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: C-14 #Z2002000285
Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234™ Street and W/O SW
207" Avenue
NUV of Lot Area Requirements
bj (1.25 Ac.)
yce M /Robertson, Assistant Director

Environmental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the minimum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,
DERM may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing. DERM has
also evaluated the request insofar as the general environmental impact that may derive from it,
and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval

Water Supply:
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwater
quality in the area is such that drinking water standards can be met by the proposed water
supply facility. The applicant is advised that a minimum separation distance of 100 feet is
required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other
source of contamination.

Wastewater Disposal:
Public sanitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not

object to the interim use of a septic tank and drainfield system as means for disposal of the
domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading
requirements of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM -
staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM
may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

Stormwater Management:

~ All stormwater shall be retained on site utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures. Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater
runoff of a 5-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet
structures. )

A No-Notice .General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system. The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtain additional

information concerning permitting requirements.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County. , ,
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Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirements.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprehensive Development Master
Plan subject to compliance with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed
development order.

Tree Preservation:
Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County

tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is
advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands:
The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58
of the Code; therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), the State
of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

Concurrency Review Summary:
The Department has conducted a concurrency review for this application and has determined

that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprebensive Development Master Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein.

This concurrency approval does not constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not constitute any assurance that the LOS standards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

property.

In summary, the application meets the minimmm requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code. Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine its general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z

Franklin Gutierrez, Zoning Agenda Coordinator-P&Z WTE@EHVE@
1m

/" -

- wACE COUNTY / L
ACTOR'S OFFICE
- PLANNING & ZONING
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sloan
This Department has no objections to this application.

This land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications and improvements will

be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable 1level of service of the following

roadways:

Sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 S8t. e/o Krome Ave. C o

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently
be required before development will be permitted.

C‘ram/A. Ping, P.L.S.
JAN. 16 2003
Date




PETITION OF APPEAL FROM DECISION OF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMUNITY ZONING APPEALS BOARD
TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

CHECKED BY. AMOUNT OF FEE § E@EHWE®

RECEIPT # FEB 2 1 2003
. ZONING HEARINGS SECT
DATE HEARD: 01/28/03 MIAMI-DADE mwo zoml!a%%sm.
BY CZAB# 14 | | BY 7
DATE RECEIVED STAMP

This Appeal Form must be completed in accordance with the "Instruction for Filing an Appeal” and in
accordance with Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, and return must be made
to the Department on or before the Deadline Date prescribed for the Appeal.

RE: Hearing No. Z02-285 (03-1-CZ 14-4)

Filed in the name of (Applicant) Gary & Roxana Sloan

Name of Appellant, if other than applicant Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
Address/Location of APPELLANT'S property: 111 NW 1% St., 11" floor, Miami, Fla. 33128

Application, or part of Application being Appealed (Explanation) Entire application

Appeliant (name): Director, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
hereby respectfully appeals the decision of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals

Board with reference to the above subject matter, and in accordance with the provisions contained in
Chapter 33 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, hereby makes application to the Board of
County Commissioners for review of said decision. The grounds and reasons supporting the
reversal of the ruling of the Community Zoning Appeals Board are as follows:

(State in brief and concise language).

1. . The Community Zoning Appeals Board-14 decision is inconsistent with the
Miami Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan

2. The CZAB - 14's decision does not comply with the site development option
standards adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 02-138.

14



. APPELLANT MUST SIGN THIS F‘E

Date: 2/‘tday of -Fe,brw.; ,year. 2003
Signed W QM

Diane 0'Quinn Williams
Print Name

111 N.W. First Street, Miami, FL 33128
Mailing Address

305-375-2840 305-375-2795
Phone Fax

REPRESENTATIVE'S AFFIDAVIT
If you are filing as representative of an
association or other entity, so indicate:

Representing

-Signature

Print Name

Add_ress

City ~ State Zip

Telephone Number

|

i

|

| Subscribed and Sworn to before me on the day of , year
|

3 Notary Public

(stamp/seal)

Commission.expires:

15



RESOLUTION NO. CZAB14-5-03

WHEREAS, GARY & ROXANA SLOAN applied for the following:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with an area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulations require 5 acres).

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of such
request may be considered under §33-311(AX14) (Altemate Site Development Option) or
under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternate Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-138]).

SUBJECT PROPERTY: The west 181.5° of the east 1,245.5" of the north 300" of the
south 1,943’ of the NE Yof Section 21, Township 56 South, Range 38 East.

LOCATION: The south side of S.W. 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’ west
of S.W. 207 Avenue, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing of the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals
Board 14 was advertised and held, as required by law, and all interested parties concerned
in the matter weré giQen an opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, this Board has been advised that the subject application has been
reviewed for compliance with concurrency requirements for levels of services and, at this
stage of the request, the same was found to comply with the requirements, and

WHEREAS, upon due and proper consideration having been given to the matter, it
is the determination of this Board that the application should be approved, and

WHEREAS, a motion to approve the application under §33-311(A)(14), the
Alternative Site Development Option, was offered by Samuel L. Ballinger, seconded by

Charlie McGarey, and upon a poll of the members present, the vote was as follows:

Samuel L. Ballinger aye Curtis Lawrence aye

Mabel G. Dijkstra absent Charlie McGarey aye

Don jones aye Dr. Pat Wade aye
Wilbur B. Bell aye

/6
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Miami-Dade Cdunty Community
Zoning Appeals Board 14 that the requested application be and the same are hereby
approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, notice is hereby given to the applicant that the request

herein constitutes an initial development order and does not constitute a final development
order and that one, or more, concurrency determinations will subsequently be required

before development will be permitted.

The Director is hereby authorized to make the necessary notations upon the maps
and records of the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning and to issue all
permits in accordance with the terms and conditions of this resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28" day of January, 2003.

Hearing No. 03-1-CZ14-4
ej

THIS RESOLUTION WAS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS ON THE 20™ DAY OF MARCH, 2003.

17
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF MIAMI-DADE

|, Earl jones, as Deputy Clerk for the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and
Zoning as designated by the Director of the Miami-Dade County Departmeht of Planning and
Zoning and Ex-Officio Secretary of'the Miami-Dade County Community Zoning Appeals Board
CZAB 14, DO HEREBY CERTIFY ;t_hat the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of
Resolution No. CZAB14-5-03 adopted by gaid Community Zoning Appeals Board at its meeting

held on the 28" day of January, 2003.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand on this the 20" day of March, 2003.

S S

Earl Jones, Deputy Clerk (3230)
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning

B
|
|
\
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Section: 21 Township: 56 Range: 38 SUBJECT PROPERTY
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5. GARY & ROXANA SLOAN 03-1-CZ14-4 (02-285)
(Applicant) Area 14/District 9
Hearing Date: 1/28/03

Property Owner (if different from applicant) Same.

Is there an option to purchase [/ lease O the property predicated on the approval of the
zoning request? Yes O No ™

Disclosure of interest form attached? Yes O No M

Previous Zoning Hearings on the Property:

Year Applicant Request Board Decision

NONE

Action taken today does not constitute a final development order, and one or more
concurrency determinations will subsequently be required. Provisional determinations or
listings of needed facilities made in association with this Initial Development Order shall not be
binding with regard to future decisions to approve or deny an Intermediate or Final
Development Order on any grounds.

ﬁ

\



TEAM METRO
SOUTH OFFICE
ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

Gary & Roxana Sloan | South side of SW 234 ST and lying
approximately 1, 064’ west of SW
207 AVE, Miami-Dade County, Fl

APPLICANT ADDRESS

01/28/2003 02-285

DATE HEARING NUMBER

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY:

No violations as of January 3, 2003




APPLICANT: Gary & Roxana Sloan

SECTION:

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
RECOMMENDATION TO COMMUNITY COUNCIL No. 14

PH: Z02-285 (03-1-CZ14-4)

21-56-38 DATE: January 28, 2003

COMMISSION DISTRICT: 9 ITEMNO.: §

A. INTRODUCTION

o

REQUEST:

Applicant is requesting approval to permit a lot with ah area of 1.35 gross acres. (The
underlying zoning district regulation requires 5 acres.)

Upon a demonstration that the applicable standards have been satisfied, approval of
such request may be considered under §33-311(A)(14) (Alternative Site Development
Option) or under §33-311(A)(4)(c) (Alternative Non-Use Variance [Ordinance #02-
138)).

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The request will allow the applicants to construct a single-family residence on a lot

with less lot area than required.
LOCATION:

The south side of S.W. 234 Street and approximately 1,064’ west of S.W. 207 Avenue,
Miami-Dade Cuunty, Florida.

SIZE: 1.35 gross acres.

" IMPACT:

The approval of this request will allow the applicants to construct a single family
residence on this site. This application will have a minimal impact on public services.

B. ZONING HEARINGS HISTORY: None.

C. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN (CDMP):

1.

The Adopted 2005 and 2015 Land Use Plan designates the subject property for
agriculture.

Creation of new parcels smaller than five acres for residential use may be approved in
the Agriculture area only if the immediate area surrounding the subject parcel on three
or more sides is predominately parcelized in a similar manner, and if a division of the
subject parcel would not precipitate additional land division in the area. (Land Use
Element, page 1-47).
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D. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS:

ZONING LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION
Subject Property:
GU; vacant ' Agriculture

Surrounding Properties:

NORTH: GU; vacant Agriculture
SOUTH: GU; single family residence Agriculture
EAST: GU; vacant Agriculture
WEST: GU; vacant Agriculture

The subject parcel is located on the south side of SW 234 Street, east of SW 209 Place.
This is an area of south Miami-Dade County commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. Said development covers one square mile and consists of more than 400 parcels.
Many of the lots are approximately one and a quarter acre in size and improved with
residences.

E. SITE AND BUILDINGS:

Site Plan Review: (no plans submitted)
Scale/Utilization of Site: Unacceptable
Location of Buildings: N/A
Compatibility: Unacceptable
Landscape Treatment: N/A

Open Space: . NIA

Buffering: N/A

Access: Acceptable
Parking Layout/Circulation: "N/A
Visibility/Visual Screening: N/A

Energy Considerations: N/A

Roof Installations: N/A

Service Areas: N/A

Signage: N/A

Urban Design: N/A
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F. PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS/STANDARDS:

Alternative Site Development Option for Single Family and Duplex Dwellings

The following standards are alternatives to the generalized standards contained in zoning
regulations governing specified zoning districts: :

The lot area, frontage, or depth for a single family or duplex dwelling shall be
approved upon demonstration of at least one of the following:

if the proposed alternative development involves the creation of new parcels of smaller
than five (5) gross acres in an area designated agricultural in the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan:

" the abutting parcels are predominately parcelized in a manner similar to the
proposed alternative development on three (3) or more sides of the parcel
proposed for alternative development; and

. the division of the parcel proposed for alternative development will not
precipitate additional land division in the area.

. the size and dimensions of each lot in the proposed alternative
development are sufficient to provide all setbacks required by the
underlying district regulations; and

. the proposed alternative development will not result in an obvious
departure from the aesthetic character of the surrounding area defined by
the closest natural and man-made boundaries lying with the agricultural
designation; and '

. sufficient frontage shall be maintained to permit vehicular access to all
resulting lots.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, no proposed alternative development shall be
approved upon demonstration that the proposed alternative development:

. will result in a significant diminution of the value of property in the
immediate vicinity; or

. will have substantial negative impact on public safety due to unsafe
automobile movements, heightened vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, or
heightened risk of fire; or

. will result in a materially greater adverse impact on public services and
facilities than the impact that would result from development of the same
parcel pursuant to the underlying district regulations.
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Alternative non-use variance standard. Upon appeal or direct application in specific
cases to hear and grant applications from the terms of the zoning and subdivision
regulations for non-use variances for setbacks, minimum lot area, frontage and depth,
maximum lot coverage and maximum structure height, the Board (following a public
hearing) may grant a non-use variance for these items, upon a showing by the
applicant that the variance will not be contrary to the public interest, where owing to
special conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions thereof will result in
unnecessary hardship, and so the spirit of the regulations shall be observed and
substantial justice done; provided, that the non-use variance will be in harmony with the
general purpose and intent of the regulation, and that the same is the minimum non-
use variance that will permit the reasonable use of the premises; and further provided,
no non-use variance from any airport zoning regulation shall be granted under this

subsection.

G. NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES:

DERM No objection
Public Works No objection
Parks No objection
MDTA No objection
Fire Rescue : No objection
Police No objection
Schools No comment

H. ANALYSIS:

The subject property is located on the south side of SW 234 Street and approximately
1,064' west of SW 207 Avenue in an area commonly referred to as Bonanza Ranch
Estates. The applicants are seeking approval to permit a smaller sized lot than permitted
in order to construct a single family residence.

The Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) has no objections to
this application and has indicated that it meets the Level of Service (LOS) standards set
forth in the Master Plan. The Public Works Department has no objections to this
application. This property requires platting and the road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished through same. This application will generate 2 p.m. daily peak hour
vehicle trips. Said trips will not change the current acceptable levels of service (LOS) on
the area roadways which are at LOS “C.”

This application will allow the applicants to construct a single family residence on this
substandard sized lot. The Master Plan designates this area for agriculture on the Land
Use Plan (LUP) map. The Master Plan states that creation of new parcels smaller than
five acres for residential use may be approved in the Agriculture area only if the immediate
area surrounding the subject parcel on three or more sides is predominately parcelized in a
similar manner, and if a division of the subject parcel would not precipitate additional land
division in the area. Staff has researched the AU and GU affidavit records and the zoning
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hearing records of all the adjacent properties to confirm if said properties are legal building
sites that were lawfully parcelized. However, no records were found to affirm same. Staff
notes that property appraiser folio records show that parcels on three sides of the subject
parcel appear to be parcelized in a manner similar to the subject lot size. However, the
subject site does not meet the three sided rule per the zoning records. As such, this
application is inconsistent with the Master Plan in that the surrounding properties are not
parcelized in a similar manner on three or more sides. The new standards provide for the
approval of a zoning application which can demonstrate at a public hearing that the
development requested is in compliance with the applicable alternative site development
option standards and does not contravene the enumerated public interest standards as
established. This application does not comply with said standards in that the abutting
parcels are not predominantly parcelized in a manner similar to the proposed alternative
development on three or more sides of the parcel proposed for alternative development.
Further, although this application could be considered under the alternative non-use
variance standards, the applicants have not proven that a literal enforcement of the
provisions thereof will result in unnecessary hardship. Accordingly, staff recommends
denial without prejudice of this application.

RECOMMENDATION: Denial without prejudice.

CONDITIONS: None.

J.

DATE INSPECTED: 12/30/02
DATE TYPED: 01/15/03
DATE REVISED:

DO'QW:AJT:MTF:REM:JDR

DATE FINALIZED: 01/23/03 2 - @ M\

Diane O’Quinn Williams, Director
Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning




MEMORANDUM

" Y » BERM

TO: Diane O’ Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: November 14, 2002
Department of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: C-14 #Z2002000285
Gary & Roxana Sloan
S/S of SW 234™ Street and W/O SW
207™ Avenue

NUV of Lot Area Requirements
e 7 ZM (1.25 Ac)
FROM: yce M /Robe:

son, Assistant Director
Environmental Resources Management

DERM has reviewed the subject application and has determined that it meets the minimum
requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code of the Miami-Dade County, Florida. Accordingly,
DERM may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing. DERM has
also evaluated the request insofar as the general environmental impact that may derive from it,
and based upon the available information offers no objection to its approval

Water Supply:
Public water is not available to this site. However, DERM has no objection to this type of low

intensity development served by an individual water supply system, provided that groundwater
quality in the area is such that drinking water standards can be met by the proposed water
supply facility. The applicant is advised that a minimum separation distance of 100 feet is
required between any well and all septic tank and drainfields, all surface waters and any other
source of contamination.

Wastewater Disposal:
Public sanitary sewers cannot be made available to this site. Therefore, DERM would not

object to the interim use of a septic tank and drainfield system as means for disposal of the

domestic liquid waste provided that the proposed development meets the sewage loading

requirements of Section 24-13(3) of the Code. Based upon the available information, DERM -
staff has determined that the proposal would meet said requirements. Accordingly, DERM

may approve the application and it may be scheduled for public hearing.

Stormwater Management.
All stormwater shall be retained on site utilizing properly designed seepage or infiltration

drainage structures. Drainage plans shall provide for full on-site retention of the stormwater
runoff of a 5-year storm event. Pollution Control devices shall be required at all drainage inlet
structures.

A No-Notice General Environmental Resource Permit from DERM shall be required for the
drainage system. The applicant is advised to contact DERM in order to obtain additional
information concerning permitting requirements.

Site grading and development shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 11C of the Code
of Miami-Dade County.
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C-14 #72002000285 . .
Gary & Roxana Sloan

Page 2

Any proposed development shall comply with County and Federal flood criteria requirements.
The proposed development order, if approved, will not result in a reduction in the Level of
Service standards for flood protection set forth in the Comprehensive Development Master
Plan subject to compliance with the conditions required by DERM for this proposed
development order.

Tree Preservation: ‘

Section 24-60 of the Code requires the preservation of tree resources. A Miami-Dade County
tree removal permit is required prior to the removal or relocation of any trees. The applicant is
advised to contact DERM staff for permitting procedures and requirements.

Wetlands:
The subject site is not located in jurisdictional wetlands as defined in Chapter 24-3 and 24-58
of the Code; therefore, a Class IV Permit for work in wetlands will not be required by DERM.

Notwithstanding the above, permits from the Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), the State
of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) may be required for the proposed project. The applicant is
advised to contact these agencies concerning their permit procedures and requirements.

Concurrency Review Summary:
The Department has conducted a concurrency review for this application and has determined

that the same meets all applicable Levels of Service standards for an initial development order,
as specified in the adopted Comprehensive Development Master Plan for potable water supply,
wastewater disposal and flood protection. Therefore, the application has been approved for
concurrency subject to the comments and conditions contained herein.

This concurrency approval does not constitute a final concurrency statement and is valid only
for this initial development order as provided for in the adopted methodology for concurrency
review. Additionally, this approval does not constitute any assurance that the LOS standards
would be met by any subsequent development order applications concerning the subject

property.

In summary, the application meets the minimum requirements of Chapter 24 of the Code and
therefore, it may be scheduled for public hearing; furthermore, this memorandum shall
constitute DERM's written approval as required by the Code. Additionally, DERM has also
evaluated the application so as to determine its general environmental impact and after
reviewing the available information offers no objections to the approval of the request.

cc: Ruth Ellis-Myers, Zoning Evaluation-P&Z
. Lynne Talleda, Zoning Hearings- P&Z

Franklin Gutierrez, Zoning Agenda Coordinator-P&Z W?

)

- ip%E COUNTY
{TOR'S OFFICE
- MLENNING & ZONING

9




. . PH# 02-285

CZAB-14

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT COMMENTS
Applicant's Name: Gary & Roxana Sloan
This Department has no objections to this application.

This land requires platting in accordance with Chapter 28 of the
Miami-Dade County Code. The road dedications and improvements will
be accomplished thru the recording of a plat.

This application does meet the traffic concurrency criteria for an
Initial Development Order. It will generate 2 PM daily peak hour
vehicle trips. The traffic distribution  of these trips to the
adjacent roadways reveal that the addition of these new trips does
not exceed the acceptable level of service of the following
roadways:

Sta. # LOS present LOS w/project
9912 SW 232 St. e/o Krome Ave. C C

The request herein, constitutes an Initial Development Order only,
and one or more traffic concurrency determinations will subsequently
be required before development will be permitted.

JAN. 16 2003

Date

[0
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: october 14, 2003
Director
SUBJECT: FY04 Blanket
Concurrency Approval
for Transit

Miami Dade Transit

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review
and approve concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade
County.

Miami-Dade Transit has been charged with the responsibility of reviewing and approving
concurrency applications for mass transit levels of service as stated in County Ordinance
89-66, Administrative Order 4-85, and Section 33-G of the Miami-Dade County Code.
Based on the latest socio-economic information provided by your Department's Research
Division, and a review of the Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize
your Department to review and approve concurrency applications since it appears that all
areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-of-service standards (LOS) for
mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and regulations.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective
departments, and is effective for the period October 1, 2003 to September 30, 2004, or
until canceled by written notice from my office.

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency
matters, they may wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief, System Planning Division, at
375-1193. Your continued cooperation on these important matters is greatly appreciated.

ol

CC:  Aurelio Rodriguez, P.E.
Mario G. Garcia

Stetrrnd
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OCT 212003
IIARIDADE COUNTY
DIRICTON'S OMRCE
DEPT. OF PLANNING & ZONING
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To:  Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: September 12, 2003
Director
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT:  Solid Waste Disposal

Concurrency Determination

FROM:  Andrew Wilfork
Director
Departme f Sol gement

The Department of Solid Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of 15 years.. The projection is based on the demand generated by those
parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the System
through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-committed
waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate System
capacity to meet the LOS until 2015 or seven (7) years beyond the minimum standard. This
determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its disposal service
contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from the applicable
federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the current LOS is
adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall remain in effect
for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2006), at which time an updated
determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which substantially alters
these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc:  Pedro G. Hernandez, P.E., Assistant County Manager
Victoria Garland, Acting Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Paul J. Mauriello, Acting Assistant Director for Disposal Operations, DSWM
Charles W. Parkinson, Jr., Acting Assistant Director for Administration, DSWM




Department of Solid Waste Management (DSWM)
Solid Waste Facility Capacity Analysis
Fiscal Year 2002-2003

RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY RTI FACILITY LANDFILLS
SOUTH Y:HWEELABRATOR
act had ended on
DADE NORTH DADE WMI 123102
. RTI Rejects to
Waste On-site Shredded Okeelanta
S Unders to Ny Ashto Net RTiGross  North Dade Garbage
Year Projections Tires to Ashto RR. Tonnage | Garbage Trash Trash Total
(tors) T g0 South Dade s Dade Ashfill Tonnage | Tonnage anfahrl‘lde'(;lley Ashfill &Trash
4] 12} 3] 14 5] [6] {71 18] [1}-8)
2003 * 1,837,000f 938,000 196,000 17,000 119,000 604,000 270,000 54,000 27,000 189,000) 410.000 333,000 148,000 8,000] 1,838,000
2004 ** | 1.715,500| 936,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000 273,500 395,000 100,000 0] 1,715,500
2005 1,715,500] 938,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000{ 273,500 385,000 100,000 0| 1.715,500,
2006 *** | 1,705,500| 938,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000} 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2007 1,705,500( 936,000 178.000 14000 122,000 622,000{ 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000f 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2008 1,705,500 938.000 178,000 14000 122,000 622.000| 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2008 1,705,500 936,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2010 1,705,500 938,000 178.000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000| 263,500 395,000 100,000 0} 1.705,500
2011 1,705,500}  938.000 178,000 14000 _ 122,000 _622,000] 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000] 263,500 395,000 100,000 0} 1,705,500
RESOURCES RECOVERY GARBAGE TRASH TIRES TOTAL
¢ TOTAL@ 1.84M 853,000 69,000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Tiash, includes Tises)
270,000 270,000 (RT1}
~ TOTAL@ 1.72M 853,000 69,000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, inciudes Tires)
270,000 270,000 (RTI)
“* TOTAL @ 1.71M 853,000 69,000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, includes Tires) ¢
270,000 270,000 (RT1}
TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES @1.84 MILLIONS TONS
GARBAGE 54.3% 997,000
TRASH 44.4% 816,000 |
SPECIAL (includes Tires) 1.3% 24,000 |
TOTAL 1,837,000 ‘
|
Ashfili SouthDade  North Dade WM ****
Capacity © Capacity ™ Capacity ***  Disp
Base Capacity 207.000 4,352,000 3,130,000 148,000 |
2003 61,000 3,842,000 2,797,000 100,000
2004 0 3,669,500 2,402,000 188,000
2005 0 3,395,000 2,007,000 249,000 |
2008 [} 3,131,500 1,612,000 249,000 |
2007 0 2,888,000 1,217,000 249,000
2008 0 2,604,500 822,000 249,000
2009 0 2,341,000 427,000 249,000
2010 0 2,077,500 32,000 249,000
2014 [} 1,702,000 4] 500,000
2012 0 1,294,500 0 500,000
2013 0 887,000 0 500,000
2014 [} 479,500 . 0 500,000
2015 0 72,000 0 §00,000
2016 [ 0 [+]
2017 0 0 0
2018 - 0 0 0
Totat Remaining Years [+ 12 6
*  Ashfill capacity includes cells 17 and 18; cefts 19-20 have not been constructed. When cells 17 and 18 are depletod Resources Recovery Plant Ash and Okeelanta Ash go to South Dade Landfill and Medley Landfill (WMI).
.- MMM:&SNQ;MBMMM A af) unders ity whether or not it is used as cover.
** North Dade capacity represents buildout of the facility. When North Dade Landfill capacity is depleted trash goes WMI and South Dade Landfill.
=+ Maximum Contractual Tonnage per year to Wil Is 500,000 tons; Minknum Contractual Tonnage per year s 100,000 tons. WM di /] ends 30, 2015. After WM di X ends goes to South Dade Landfill.

All capacity figures ars derived from the Capacity of Miami-Dade County Landfills report prepared by the Brown and Caldweil, Dated October 2002.
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.2 MEMORANDUM

Guillermo E. Olmedillo. Director DATE:  May 3rd. 1999

Building & Zoning Department
SUBJECT:Concurrency

Approval
Earl L. Carlton, Captain

SROM: . ;Engineering & Water 3 eau

Z

Subject to compliance with Article XIV a. "Water Supply for Fire Suppression” of the
Miami Dade County Code. blanket approval for "Initial Development Orders" for any
proposed use is hereby granted until further notice. :

A subsequent review to assess compliance with Miami Dade County Fire Flow Standards
addressed under the concurrency requirements, as stated in Chapter 163, part 2. Florida
Statute, will be necessary during the building permit process. '

When zoning use variances are permitted the fire flow standards for the zone permitting
the use will be applied. ' :

ELC/ser
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%MEMORANDUM‘ 1

TO:

FROM:

Guillermo E. Olmedillo DATE: September 22, 2000
Diréctor
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal

Concurrency Determination

Andrew Wllfork

Director ~
Depart nt of §{ /& agement

The Department of Solfd Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of nearly 40 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by
those parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the |
System through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-
committed waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate
System capacity to meet the LOS until 2011 or nearly five (5) years beyond the minimum
standard. This determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its
disposal service contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from
the applicable federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the
current LOS is adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall
remain in effect for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2003), at which time
an updated determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which
substantially alters these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

/Attachment

cc:  Steve Spratt, Senior Assistant to the County Manager
Jim Bostic, Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Kathie G. Brooks, Assistant Director for Finance and Planning, DSWM
Paul Mauriello, Executive Assistant to the Director, DSWM



of Sakid Waste (DSWAG WA
Salid Waste Faciity Capacsty Anatysss
Fiscel Ve 1999-2000
RESQURCES RECOVERY FACILITY TRASM-TO-FUEL FACILITY SOUTH DADE | NORTH DADE i wMi i wTt
Waste Landtili Lanadtil Langtil Waste 10 energy
Projections On-sie Understo  Streaces Tras Ashio Asnful Nei RTI Non-processables Processed Resdue Net
Yeur (tons) Gross South Dage  to North Dace Tonnage Gross 16 Norh Dace to South Dace Tonnage Trash | Garpage/Trasny Trash Total
Tonnage [y} (21 Tonnage 3] 14} 151 (6 m 1HA
2000 © 1,746,000 936.000 152,000 12,000 147.000 625.000 196,000 18.000 22.000 158,000 323.000 272.000 140,000 83.000} 1.748.000]
2001 ** 1,887.000 930,000 167.000 14.000 138,000  520.000 270,000 48.000 27.000 195.000 230,000 204,000 140,000 100.000{ 1,687.000|
2002 1.687.000 $38.000 187.000 11,000 138.000  820.000; 270.000 48,000 21.000 195.000 230.000 264,000 140.000 100.000] 1.687.000
2003 *** 1.887.000| 936.000 187.000 11,000 138,000 620.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 384,000 140.000 0| 1.687.000
2004 1,687,000, 936,000 187.000 11.000 138,000 820.000 270,000 48,000 27.000 195.000 230.000: 364,000 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2005 1.687.000 938.000 167.000 11.000 138,000 620,000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 364,000 140,000 of 1.887.000
2006 1,687.000 $38,000 167,000 11.000 138.000 620,000 270,000 48.000 27.000 185,000 -230,000 364.000 140,000 0] 1,687.000
2007 ’ 1.687.000 838.000 187.000 11.000 138000  620.000| 270000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 384.000 140,000 0] 1.687,000!
2008 1.687.000 938.000 167,000 11.00¢ 138.000 620.000 270.000 48 000 27.000 195.000 230.000 164.00C4 140.000 0! 1.687.000
Tl s LS == i LA
|RESOURCES GARBAGE TRASH TOTAL
FTOTAL @ 179 270 000 86.000 536,000 (8IXRGHT
196.000 196.000 (RTY)
*~TOTAL @ Y89 870,000 £6.000 236000 (BIRGTXRTY
270,000 270,000 (RTY)
»t TOTAL @ 1.6 870,000 66.000 936,000 (93%G/T%T)
wio 100,000 1o WTi . 270,000 270000 (RTI)
. TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES
@169 MILLIONS TONS
| GARBAGE 58 4% 952,000
TRASHM 43 I% 730,000
SPECIAL 0 3% $.000
TOTAL 1,687,000
[REMAINING CAPACITY BY FACIUTY
Ashfill South Dade North Dede South Dede (wio csil 5)
Year Capacny * Capacny ** Capacilv ™ e less 4 & m tons)
Base Capaciy 3.150.000 9,148.000 3.943.000 4,748,000
2000 3.003.000 8.825.000 3.871.000 4,425,000
2001 2,885,000 8,565.000 3.407.000 4,185.000
2002 2.727.000 6.385.000 3,143,000 3.985.000
2003 2.585.000 8.135.000 2.779.000 3.735.000
2004 2.451.000 7.905.000 2,415,000 3,505,000
2005 2.13.000 7.875.000 2,081,000 3.275.000
2006 2.175.000 7.445.000 1,687.000 3,045.000
2007 2.037.000 7.215.000 1.323.000 2.815.000
2008 1.889.000 6,985,000 959.000 2.585.000
2008 1,761,000 M 6.755.000 585,000 2.355,000
2010 1,622,900 8,525.000 231000 2.125.000
2011 1.485.000 6.295.000 ¢ 1,865.000
2012 1.347.00C 8.085.000 o] 1,885.000
2043 1.209.000 5.835.000 o 1,435.000
204 1.071.000 5.605.000 ¢ 1.205.000
2015 933.000 5.375.000 ] 975,000
2016 795.000 5.145,000 ] 745.000
2017 657.000 4.915.000 o 515.000
2018 519.000 4.685.000 3 285,000
2019 381,000 4.455.000 0 55,000
2020 243.000 4.225.000 0 -175.003
2021 105.00C 3.995.000 0 -405.000
2022 o 3,732.000 0 -888.000
2002 [+] 3.364.000 0 1,038,000
2024 o 2.99€.000 ¢ -1.404,000
2025 n 2.626.000 4 ~1.772,000
2026 ¢ 2.260.000 4 -2.140.000
2027 & 1,892,000 e +2.508.000
2028 c 1.524.000 o -2.876.000
2029 [ 1,158.000 [ -3,244.000
2030 0 788.000 0 -3.612.000
20317 0 420,000 ] -3.980.000
2032 ] 52.000 0 -4,348.000
2033 a -316.000 0 -4.718,000
2034 Y -684,000 0 -5,084.000
2035 4] -1.052.000 0 -5.452,000
2036 0 -1,420.000 4] -5,820.000
2007 0 -1,788.000 [ 8,188,000
2026 o -2.158.000 0 8,558,000
2038 o -2.524.000 0 -8.924.000
Total Remaining Years kal 2 10 1%

"Ashidl capacity ncuoes call 17-20. cetis 19-20 have not Deen CoNSELCING
**South Dae mchuoss cols 3, 4 8nd 5. catl § has not been consrucied  ONCe i CaDaCHY i3 LBEd UD
240 goes (o South Oade  Assumes s UNCE s CONIUMES CADSCITY whalner of no # 15 Usad 83 cover

+«North Dade cepacsty represents tusdout of the fackty  When Norty Dade lanciil capacily 1 depieted b asn 1 exporied




® evoranpuM ()
TO: Dianne O’Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: September 18, 2003
Department of Planning and Zoning
FROM: Vivian Donnell Rodriguez, Director ~ SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval

Park and Recreation Department

4 \
\V

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of August 6,
2002. There is an adequate level of service within each of the three Park Benefit
Districts for all unincorporated areas, as shown on the attached table, and we
project that there will be sufficient surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level
of service for one additional year. Nevertheless, on a case-by-case basis, this
Department will additionally evaluate the capacity of existing parks to support
projected residential populations created by new development.

This approval is valid until September 30, 2004. If conditions change prior
to that, I will inform Helen Brown, Concurren_cy Administrator of your
department. :

Attachment
VDR: WHG:BF:RK

cc: Helen Brown, Metropolitan Planning, DP&Z
W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning and Research Division, PARD



WED, SEP 17, 2003, 4:06 PM

PAGE 1
2003 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENEFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA
PBD 2000 Accrued Total Need @ Existing Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 ACres  ~=----=-c-m--smomoooomo oo em——ooooo oo Local (Deficit) of
Per 1000 : Park School field 1/2 Private Open Space Acres Service
(Acres) Acres Acres Acres )
1 476,880 25,585 502,465 1,381.77 1,198.25 702.34 85.32 1,985.91 604.14 1.437
2 563,033 19,245 582,278 1,601.24 1,564.11 508.33 139.79 2,212.23 610.99 1.381
3 141,699 24,607 166,306 457 .33 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 305.70 1.668
T‘,181,612 69,437 1,251,049 3,440.34 3,341.29 1,387.87 232.01 4,961.17 1,520._&3 1.495
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TO: Diane O’'Quinn Williams, Director DATE: June 18, 2003
' Department of Planning and Zoning o .

ATTN: Franklin Gutierrez, Agenda Coordinator SUBJECT: Statistical Data for Police

Grids 0052, 1062, 1761,
FRO@ < 2353, 2363
—Caflos Alvarez, Director

Miami-Dade Police Department

The following information is furnished pursuant to a request made by Mr. Franklin Gutierrez
for various police statistics, i.e., calls-for-service (CFS) data and Part | & Il crimes information
for uniform and non-uniform police units for six areas. These areas are located in police grids
0052, 1062, 1071, 2353 and 2363. Police grids are approximately one-half-mile by
one-half-mile in diameter. Therefore, the information provided for the grids corresponding to
the following locations may include information from other locations within the grid.

s Grid 52 Philips Pearman, Trustee; Hearing (02-262).
Location: The southwest corner of NE 26 Avenue and NE 211 Terrace.

e Grid 1062 Funeral Services Acquisition; Hearing (02-319).
Location: Lying on the west side of theoretical NW 102 Avenue and south of

NW 33 Street.

e Grid 1761 Lorena Marmol and Denise Catoira; Hearing (02-328).
Location: 1209 Sunset Drive.

|
|
‘ + Grid 2353 Goulds, LLC, (02-236).

} Location: Lying 150’ east of SW 112 Avenue and on the south side of SW
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

224 Street.

* Grid 2363 Gary and Roxana Sloan; Hearing (02-285).
Location: The south side of SW 234 Street and lying approximately 1,064’
west of SW 207 Avenue.

* Grid 2363 Jorge and Nancy Hernandez; Hearing (02-286). |
Location: The south side of SW 234 Street and approximately 362’ east of

SW 209 Place.

Attachment 1 is a grid map of the areas with their selected grids highlighted. Data provided is
for Calendar Year 2002 and January through May of 2003, and is inclusive of Unincorporated
Miami-Dade County. CFS data was extracted from the Crime Information Warehouse, and
includes police dispatch signals 13 through 55 (Attachment 2). Part | & Il crime information
was also extracted from the Crime Information Warehouse. Part | crimes include the crime
categories of murder / non-negligent manslaughter, forcible sex offenses (rape), robbery,



Diane O’Quinn Williams, Director -
Page 2

June 18, 2003

aggravated assault/stalking, burglary, larceny/thefts, motor vehicle theft, and arson
(Attachment 3).

A summary of the information requested is shown below:

Grid Total Calls-For-Service Total Part | & Il Crimes
2002 2003 (Jan-May) 2002 2003 (Jan-May)
52 1529 571 81 31
1062 936 334 70 32
1761 898 381 61 27
2353 2009 806 212 77
2363 57 23 3 2

Should you require additional information or assistance, please contact Commander Veronica
M. Salom, Budget and Planning Bureau, at 305-471-2520.

CAl/pa

Attachments (3)

1. Area Grid Map

2. Total CFS by Grid, 2002, 2003 (Jan-May)
3. Part | & Il Crimes, 2002, 2003 (Jan-May)
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Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint D.
"1761","2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ("13"

:,‘\ s n27n , "28" , n29n , nson , u31u , "32" , n33u , n34n , n35« , "36" , n3
P& 50", 51", "52","53","54" ,"55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not con
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring { '030°,1,3 ) )

MBmi-Dade Police Departme’

Summarized Grid Information By Signal
For 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31

©Z-2pS

o2-zF6

ate >= "2002-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "0052", "1062",
“nq4" . *15% "6, "17","18","18", "20", "21","22","23" 24" 25" "26"

7","38","39","40","41","42","43","44","45","46","47","48","49",

tains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'S8’ ) ang (

Crime information Warehouse
Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code

2353 38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON 5
39 |PRISONER 159
41 |SICK OR INJURED PERSON 20
43 |BAKER ACT 12
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 4
45 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 2
49 |FIRE 4
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 160
54 |FRAUD 6

Total Signals for Grid 2353 :
Total Reported: 1195

2009

Total Not Reported: 814

2363| 13 |SPECIAL INFORMATION/ASSIGNMENT 2
14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 10
15 |MEET AN OFFICER 15
17 |TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 1
18 |HIT AND RUN 1
19 |TRAFFIC STOP 4
20 |TRAFFIC DETAIL 1
22 |AUTO THEFT 1
25 {BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 8
26 |BURGLARY 3
28 |VANDALISM 1

Report: X:\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 6



I\‘mi-Dade Police Departme.,
Summarized Grid Information By Signal
For 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31

Detail Filter: { Dis.Complaint Date >= *2002-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < *2003-01-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( “0052", "1062",

\ "1761","2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( “13" "44" "15","16","17","18","19" "20" 21" ,"22", 23", "24", "25", "26"
) _..27..'.28..’.29..',30..’..31..’..32..,..33..'..34..'..35..'..36..'..37..'.38..‘..39..'.40.....41.'.42.'.43.._..44..'.45"'..46.....47.....48..'..49.._

g "50","51","52","53","54","55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'S8’ ) and (
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( '030°,1,3 ) )

Miami-Dade Pofice Department Crime information Warehouse
Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code
2363 32 |[ASSAULT 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 4
37 |SUSPICIOUS VEHICLE 1
38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON - 2
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 1
54 |FRAUD 1
Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 57
Total Reported: 31 Total Not Reported: 26
Total for All Grids : 5429
Report: X:\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 6/16/2003

Page 7



MBmi-Dade Police Departme'
Summarized Grid Information By Signal
For 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31

Detait Fitter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= "2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-06-01" } and ( Dis.Grid in ( *0052","1062",
R "1761","2353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( "13","4" 15", "6, "17" K "8", "{Q"  "20", 21", "22","23" "24"  "25" "26"
“ aY , n27n , '28" , u29« , "30" , n31n , u32n s n33n , |134n , u35n , "36" , u37n s "38" , nsgn s u40n , I|41n , ||42u , n43n s n44n s n45n , '46" , w47n . "48" , u49u ,
P “s0","51","52","63","54" ,"55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains 'SB' ) and (
I Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( '030°, 1 .3))
Police Department Crime information Warehouse

Miami-Dade
Grid|Signal Signal Description Total
Code

2353. 22 |AUTO THEFT 16
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING ' 25
26 |BURGLARY . 22
27 |LARCENY 12
28 |VANDALISM 8
32 |ASSAULT 53
33 |SEX OFFENSE 1
34 |[DISTURBANCE 71
36 |MISSING PERSON 6
38 |SUSPICIOUS PERSON 2
39 |PRISONER 56
41 |SICK OR INJURED PERSON 6
43 |BAKER ACT 4
44 |ATTEMPTED SUICIDE 2
45 |DEAD ON ARRIVAL 1
47 |BOMB OR EXPLOSIVE ALER'I" 1
52 [NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 61
54 |FRAUD 2

Total Signals for Grid 2353 : 806

Total Reported: 506 Total Not Reported: 300

o Z _>ps 2?63 14 |CONDUCT INVESTIGATION 4
15 |MEET AN OFFICER 8
©z-286
Report: X:\CIW\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 6/16/2003

Page 5




h.mi-Dade Police Departme'
Summarized Grid Information By Signal
For 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31

. Detail Filter: ( Dis.Complaint Date >= *2003-01-01" and Dis.Complaint Date < "2003-06-01" ) and ( Dis.Grid in ( "0052","1062",

\ "1761",72353","2363" ) ) and ( Dis.Signal Code in ( “13","14" *15", 16", "17", "18", 1Q” , "20" 21", "22" “23" A "24" "25",K"26"
SN .57 ipgn, "20" 30", "31", "32" "33","34" "35","36","37","38","30", "40", "41" 42" 43" 44"  "45" "46" "4T" “4B","49",

B o50" "51","52","53" "54" "55" ) ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains '0000' ) and ( Dis.Primary Unit not contains "SB' ) and (
Dis.Reporting Agency Code = substring ( '030',1,3 ) )

lice Department Crime Information Warehouse
Code
2363 19 |TRAFFIC STOP 1
25 |BURGLAR ALARM RINGING 3
26 |BURGLARY 1
34 |DISTURBANCE 3
39 |PRISONER 1
48 |EXPLOSION 1
52 |NARCOTICS INVESTIGATION 1
Total Signals for Grid 2363 : 23
Total Reported: 12 Total Not Reported: 11
Total for All Grids : 2115
Report: X\CM\Reports\DI7F22~1.IMR Date: 6/16/2003

Page £




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPART T
Part | and Part Il Crimes w/o A
For Specific Grids

From 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31
YEAR: 2002

Miami-Dade Police Department

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

Crime information Warehouse

02z-234| Grid 2353

110A - RAPE 2
110B - SODOMY 2
110C - FONDLING 1
1200 - ROBBERY 4
130A - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 26
2200 - BURGLARY 29
230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE 17
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 21
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 5

Grid 2353 TOTAL

107 +\05= J)3

oz-2pE Grid 2363
02-2£6| 2200 - BURGLARY

230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE

Grid 2363 TOTAL

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR
Database User ID: Q300CIW

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 2




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPART T
Part | and Part Il Crimes wi/o A
For Specific Grids

Miami-Dade Police Department

YEAR: 2002

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

From 2002-01-01 Thru 2002-12-31 Crime information Warehouse

ozézfs Grid 2363
260B - FRAUD CREDIT CARD/ATM 1

Grid 2363 TOTAL

Grand Total:

Detail Filter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2002-01-01" and Ol.Incident From Date Time < "2003-01-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in ( '090A’, *1200°
,"110A",*110B' , '110C", "130A°, *130D" , "2200' , "230A" , "2308B" , "230C", 230D’ , "230E", *230F , ‘230G’ , '2400', '090C’ , *130B' , *130E’ , "350A’ , '3508°,
'5100" , ‘2700 , '260A' , '2608" , "260D" , '260E" , "260F , *1000' , '2000' ) and Oi.Reporting_Agency_Code = '030' and Ol.Aca Agency Code = ‘000" and

Ol.Clearance Type Description <> 'UNFOUNDED® and Oi.Report Written YN = 'Y" and Ol.Grid in ( "00527, *1062" ,"1761" , 2353 ,"2363" )

Report: X\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR . Date: 6/16/2003

Database User ID: Q300CIW

Page 4



MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPART T
Part | and Part ll Crimes w/o ASE

For Specific Grids
Miami-Dade Police Department From 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31 Crime Information Werehouse
YEAR: 2003
Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363
110A - RAPE 1
130A - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 8
2200 - BURGLARY 10
230F - SHOPLIFTING FROM A MOTOR VEHICLE 6
230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS 7
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 2
Grid 2353 TOTAL 3 ¢u3- 17
ez Grid 2363
¢ 230G - SHOPLIFTING ALL OTHERS ' 1
oz-2f%
2400 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 1
Grid 2363 TOTAL 240 - g\

Report: X\CW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR Date: 61
Database User ID: Q300CIW ) o g,::: 2



Miami-Dade Police Department

MI-DADE POLICE DEPARTME
art | and Part Il Crimes w/o AOA
For Specific Grids
From 2003-01-01 Thru 2003-05-31 Crime Information Warehouse

YEAR: 2003

Grid(s): 0052, 1062, 1761, 2353, 2363

Grand Total: 169

Ol.Clearance Type Description <> 'UNFOUNDED' and OLReport Written YN =

Detail Filter: Ol.Incident From Date Time >= "2003-01-01" and Ol.incident From Date Time < "2003-06-01" and Ol.Offense.Ucr Code in ( '090A', '1200'
,"110A","110B', '110C’, '130A", '130D", '2200', '230A", '2308’, '230C', '230D' , '230E’, '230F' , '230G', '2400', '080C’, '130B', "130E', '350A’, '350B',
'5100' , '2700', '260A', '2608' , '260D", ‘260E' , '260F' , '1000', '2000' ) and Ol.Reporting_Agency_Code = '030' and Ol.Aoa Agency Code = ‘000" and

Y and OLGrid in ( "0052","1062","1761","2353","2363" )

Report: X:\CIW\Reports\BPB-PA~2.IMR
Database User ID: Q300CIW

Date: 6/16/2003
Page 4




o
MEMORANDUM

TO: Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: September 27, 2002

Director _
Department of Planning and Zoning

SUBJECT: FYO03 Blanket Concurrency
Concurrency Approval for
Transit

FROM: Danny Alvarez, Direttor
Miami-Dade Transi '

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review and approve
concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade County.

Miami-Dade Transit (MDT) has been charged with the responsibility of reviewing and approving
concurrency applications for mass transit levels of service as stated in County Ordinance 89-66,
Administrative Order 4-85, and Section 33-G of the Miami-Dade County Code. Based on the latest
socio-economic information provided by your Department’s Research Division, and a review of the
Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize your Department to review and approve
concurrency applications since it appears that all areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-
of-service standards (LOS) for mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and
regulations.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective departments, and is
effective for the period of October 1, 2002 to September 30, 2003; unless canceled by written notice
from my office. o

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency matters, they may
wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief MDT, Transit System Division, at 375-1193. Your continued
cooperation on these important matters is greatly appreciated.

Cc:  Aurelio Rodriguez, Assistant Director
Mario G. Garcia, Chief




S
R :
-~ MEMORANDUM
-0 Guillermo E. Olmedillo. Director DATE: May 3rd. 1999
' Building & Zoning Deparument
SUBJECT:Concurrency
Approval

Earl L. Carlton, Captain

“ROM: ire-Engineering & Water 3 cau

/

Subject to compliance with Article XIV a. "Water Supply for Fire Suppression” of the
Miami Dade County Code. blanket approval for "Initial Development Orders" for any

proposed use is hereby granted until further notice.

A subsequent review to assess compliance with Miami Dade County Fire Flow Standards
addressed under the concurrency requirements, as stated in Chapter 163, pant 2. Florida
Statute, will be necessary during the building permit process. ‘

When zoning use variances are permitted the fire flow standards for the zone permitting
the use will be applied.

ELC/ser




107.07-17A VETNO.OADE/GSAMAT MG

. MEMORANDUM)

TO:

FROM:

Guillermo E. Olmedillo DATE: September 22, 2000
Director , - . |
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal

Concurrency Determination

Andrew Wllfork

Director ~
Dep nt of %}/& /o{gement

The Department of Solfd Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of nearly 40 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by
those parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the
System through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-
committed waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate
System capacity to meet the LOS until 2011 or nearly five (5) years beyond the minimum
standard. This determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its
disposal service contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from
the applicable federal, state and local regulatory agencies. - Therefore, please be advised that the
current LOS is adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall
remain in effect for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2003), at which time
an updated determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which
substantially alters these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc:  Steve Spratt, Senior Assistant to the County Manager
Jim Bostic, Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Kathie G. Brooks. Assistant Director for Finance and Planning, DSWM
Paul Mauriello, Executive Assistant to the Director, DSWM




Rucel Vear 1908-2000
RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY TRASN-TO-FUEL FACILITY SOUTH DADE | NORTH DADE | L i wn
Wasie Landiin Lanots Lncta | Wame © energy
Propcions | On-sse Ungersto  Sivecoec Tres  Ash io Ashie Nel RTI Non-DroCessaDtes Processed Rewoue  Nei
Year {lons} Gross South Dsae  to North Dace Tonnage Gross 0 North Daoe o South Dece Torrage Garbage Trasn vape/Trash Trash Totat
Tornage " 12 Tonnage ] L] [} L] m [*HN
2000 * 1.746.000 936.000 152,000 12.000 147.000 825.000 196.000 18.000 22.000 158.000 32.000 272.000 40,000 82.000] 1.748.000;
2001 = 1.887.000| 236.000 187.000 11.000 138000  620.000] 270.000 48.000 27000  1965.000 230,000 204,000 440,000 100,000( 1.887.000;
2002 1.887.000| 938.000 187.000 11,000 138,000 820.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 198.000! 230.000: 204,000 140,000 100.000} 1.687.000)
2003 < 1,687,000 38,000 167,000 11.000 138.000 620.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195.000! 230.000 364,000 140.000 0} 1.687.000]
2004 1,887,000 936,000 187.000 11.000 138000 620.000| 270.000 48.000 27.000  195.000! 230.000 304,000/ 140.000 0| 1.687.000!
2005 1.887.000 938,000 167.000 11.000 132000  820.000{ 270.000 48.000 27.000 195.000! 230.000 304,000 140,000 0} 1.687.000|
2006 1.687.000 938,000 187.000 11.000 138.000 820.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195.000 230,000 384,000 440,000 0] 1.687.000}
2007 ’ 1.687.000 £368.000 187.000 11,000 138,000 820000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 304.000 140,000 o] 1.687,000}
12&6 1,887,000 938.000 167.000 11.00C 138000 620.000! _270.000 48 00C 27.000 _195.000 230.000. 364.000! 140.000 01 1.887.000)
[resources GARBAGE. TRASH TOTAL
* TOTAL @ 1.TSM am.oo 8,000 530000 MINGTHETY
198,000 198.000 (RTY)
- TOTAL @ 1 60N 70,000 08,000 28000 (EINGTET
270,000 270000 (AT}
e TOTAL@1OM 870,000 08,000 $36.000 MONGTRT}
wo 100.000 0 WTH - 70000 70000 R - -
R TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES
©1.69 MILLIONS TONS
{GARBAGE 88 4% 952000
TRASM 43 3% T30.000
SPECIAL 0 3% $.000
TOTAL 103100
[rEmamma caraciTy 8y FacuTY
Ashfitt South Dade Oade Seuth Dage twee coll 8}
Yox Caosce: _Cmeeny  Cogeoni  twwniémwrst ]
Basa Capacay 3.150.000 9.148.000 3,943,000 4,748,000
2000 3,003,000 8.628.000 3.871.000 4,425,000
2001 2.865.000 8.585.000 3,407,000 4,195.000
2002 2.727.000 2.385.000 3142.000 3.985.000
2003 2.589.000 8.135.000 2.779.000 3,735.000
2004 2.451.000 7.908.000 2.415.000 3.508.000
2005 2.312.000 7.875.000 2.061.000 3,275.000
2006 2.175.000 7.445,000 1,687,000 3,045,000
2007 2.037.000 7.215.000 1.322.000 2.815.000
2008 1.899.000 $.983,000 959.000 2.585.000
2009 1,789 000 8.785.000 595.000 2.385.000
201C 1.623.200 6.525.000 231,000 2.128.000
2011 1,485,000 6.295.000 [ 1.895.000
2012 1.347.000 6.085.000 [} 1.665.000
2013 1.209.000 5.835.000 ° 1.435.000
2014 1.071.000 5.605,000 [} 1.205.000
2015 $33.000 5.375.000 o $75.000
2016 795.000 5.145.000 [ 748.000
2017 657.000 4.915,000 0 $15.000
2018 519,000 4.685.000 [+ 285.000
2019 361.000 4.455.000 [ §5.000
2020 243,00 4.225.000 0’ -175.000
2021 105.000 3.995.000 0 «405.000
‘igﬁ‘ [ 3,732,000 o -688.000
2022 0 3.364.000 [ -1.036.000
2023 < 2.908.000 [4 -1.404.000
2025 Q 2.626.000 4 -1.772.000
202¢ ¢ 2.260.000 ¢ +2.140.000
2027 < 1.862.000 [ -2.508.000
2028 ¢ 1.524.000 [} +2.876.000
2028 1] 1.156.000 0 3,244,000
2030 [ 788.000 ¢ +3.812.000
2031 0 420.000 0 -3.960.000
2032 o 52.000 ] 4,348,000
2031.! 0 316,000 [] 4,718,000
203 [ -804.000 ] 5,084,000
2035 0 -1,052.000 0 -5.452,000
20% o -1.420.000 [ -5.820,000
ZOLE 0 -1,788.000 0 6,188.000
2032 ] -2.158.000 0 8,558,000
203% o -2.524,000 o -6.924.000
Tota Remairong Years 2t 2 10 "

*Ashfe Capacny acaxies Eatl 17.20. cows 10-20 Rave No! Deen CONSTLCING
**South Dace ncaues cois 3. 4 and 5 cokt S hee A0t Deen cansyvcid  ONCH Seni CEDICHY 13 WSO WO
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MEMORANDUM
T0: Dianne O’Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: August 6, 2002
Department of Planning and Zoning
FROM: Vivian Donnell Rodriguez SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval
Director
Park and Recreation D
/&
U /

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of
September 5, 2001. There is an adequate level of service for all
unincorporated areas, as shown on the attached table, and we project that
there will be sufficient surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level of
service for one additional year.

This approval is valid until September 30, 2003. If conditions change prior
to that, I will inform Helen Brown, Concurrency Administrator of your
department.

Attachment
VDR: WHG:BF:RK
cc: Helen Brown, Metropolitan Planning, DP&Z

W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning and Rescarch Division, PARD

P07 00

FildrUADE COUNTY
_ DIBECTOR'S OFFICE
i, 77 0F PLARNING & ZONING



TUB, AUG 6, 2002, 10:16 AM _ PAGE 1

2002 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENBFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA

PBD 1995 Accrued Total Need @ Bxisting Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 Acres  -------~--o-----. fmmmmme s emmmemeee oo nm Local (Deficit) of
Per 1000 Paxk School field 1/2 Private Open Space Acres Service
{Acres) Acres Acres Acres
S S R N N S O SRR N I e T S s S A S S e S N e N S S T S S T N N S S S S rE R e S S S S S E N S T N S S T S SN N S N T S S S N E T S S S RS S N S S S SN S s S aa === =
1 454,457 64,558 519,015 1,427.28 1,198.25 702.34 . 85.32 1,985.91 558.63 1,391
2 495,397 64,277 559,674 1,539.09 1,598.06 508.33 139.79 2,246.18 707.09 1.459
3 136,815 24,717 161,592 444.37 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 318.66 1.717
----BHEHQ.-Q-H===BB’====='-==I-B==.‘: -3 £ L1t - 12 1 132+ 12t 0t 3ttt 3t 2t F 2 2t i F 22 E At T T2 1 13 2 F -5 3 3+ F P38
T..OSS,GSS 153,612 1,240,281 3,410.74 3,375.24 1,387.87 232.01 4,995.12 1,584.38 1.522
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE:  September 3, 2002
Director _
Department of Planning and Zonin, SUBJECT: FY04 Blanket

™M Concurrency Approval
Danny Alvarez, Executive Directo 7\"' for Transit

Office of Public Transportation M

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review
and approve concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade

County.

Based on the latest socio-economic information provided by your Department's Research
Division, and a review of the Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize
your Department to review and approve concurrency applications since it appears that all
areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-of-service standards (LOS) for
mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and regulations.

However, be aware that the Office of Public Transportation Management (OPTM) has
initiated the development process for the North Corridor transit project along NW 27"
Avenue from 62 Street to the Broward County Line. I am requesting that any application
whose address is on NW 27" Avenue between those two points be flagged for review by

OPTM staff.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective
departments, and is effective for the period October 1, 2003 to September 30, 2004, or

until canceled by written notice from my office.

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency
matters, they may wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief OPTM System Planning
Division, at 375-1193. Your continued cooperation on these important matters is greatly

appreciated.

cc: Pepe Valdes
Mario G. Garcia
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==/ MEMORANDU

TO:

FROM:

 Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: September 12, 2003
Director
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT:  Solid Waste Disposal

Concurrency Determination

Andrew Wilfork

Director
Departme/ f Solj gement

The Department of Solid Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of 15 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by those
parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the System
through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-committed
waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate System
capacity to meet the LOS until 2015 or seven (7) years beyond the minimum standard. This
determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its disposal service
contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from the applicable
federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the current LOS is
adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall remain in effect
for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2006), at which time an updated
determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which substantially alters
these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc: Pedro G. Hernandez, P.E., Assistant County Manager
Victoria Garland, Acting Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Paul J. Mauriello, Acting Assistant Director for Disposal Operations, DSWM
Charles W. Parkinson, Jr., Acting Assistant Director for Administration, DSWM

ﬁu@é Yo Halon Prouro



Department of Solid Waste Management (DSWM)
Solid Waste Facility Capacity Analysis
Fiscal Year 2002-2003

RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY RTI FACILITY o LANDFILLS WHEELABRATOR
contracy had ended on
papE |NORTHDADE|  wwi | ™ Gres
" RTI Rejects to
Waste On-site Shredded Ckeelanta
Year Projections Undeg;ge Tires to ;:s:ﬁtno T Net F:.TI Gross N::ag:l:e AshtoR.R. Tonnage | Garbage Trash i?r'baie Trash Total
{tons) | Tonnage SO South Dade  °'* onnage | Tonnage  a ol Ashfill rasf
(1 i2) 13 14 15) [C] {71 (8} [11-18)

2003 * 1.837,000f 936,000 166,000 17,000 119,000 604,000 270,000 54,000 27,000 189,000 410,000 333.000 146,000 8,000] 1,836,000
2004 ** | 1,715,500 938,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67.000 27,000 176,000 273,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1715500
2005 1.715500| 938,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000| 270,000 67,000 27,000  176,000| 273,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1.715,500
2006 *** | 1,705,500 936,000 178,000 14000 122000 622,000{ 270.000 67,000 27,000  176,000] 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2007 1,705,500| 936,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000| 270,000 67,000 27,000 178,000 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1.705,500
2008 1,705,500| 936,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000] 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000 263,500 395,000 100,000 0] 1,705,500
2009 1,705,500] 936,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000] 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1.705,500
2010 1,705,500f 938,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000f 270,000 87,000 27,000 176,000| 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2011 1,705,500 838,000 178,000 14,000 Q.m 62_2.000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000] 283,500 395,000 100,000 0] 1,705,500
RESOURCES RECOVERY GARBAGE TRASH TIRES TOTAL ’
* TOTAL @ 1.84M 253,000 69,000 14,000 936.000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, includes Tires)

270,000 270,000 (RM)
* TOTAL@1.72M 853,000 69,000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, indludes Tites)

270,000 270,000 (RT)
< TOTAL @ 1.7IM 853,000 69,000 14,000 836,000 (91% Gasbage; 9% Trash, includes Tires)

270,000 270,000 (RT)
TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES @1.84 MILLIONS TONS ’
GARBAGE 54.3% $97.000
TRASH 44.4% 816,000
SPECIAL (includes Tires) 1.3% 24,000
TOTAL 1,837,000

;REMAIMNG CAPACITY BY FACILITY AT END OF FISCAL YEAR
* Ashfill SouthDade  North Dade WMI ****
Year Capacity * Capacity ** Capacity ***  Disp
Base Capacity 207,000 4,352,000 3,130,000 146,000
2003 61,000 3,842,000 2,797,000 100,000
2004 0 3,668,500 2,402,000 188,000
2005 0 3,395,000 2,007,000 249,000
2006 0 3,131,500 1,612,000 249,000
2007 0 2,868,000 1,217,000 249,000
2008 0 2,604,500 822,000 249,000
2009 0 2,341,000 427,000 249,000
2010 ] 2,077,500 32,000 249,000
2011 0 1,702,000 0 500,000
2012 0 1,294,500 0 500,000
2013 0 887,000 0 500,000
2014 0 479,500 . 0 500,000
2015 0 72,000 0 500,000
2018 0 0 [+]
2017 0 0 0
2018 0 0 0
Total Remaining Years o 12 6
*  Ashfill capacity inchudes cefis 17 and 18; celis 19-20 have not been constructed. When celis 17 and 18 are R y Plant Ash and O Ash go to South Dade Landfill snd Medley Landfill (WMI).
- * South Dade includes cells 3 and 4; cell § has not been A afl unders ity whether or not it is used ss cover.

** North Dade capacity represents buildout of the facility. When North Dade Landfill capacity is depleted trash goes WMI and South Dade Landfill,
*** Maximum Contractual Tonnage per year to WM Is 500,000 tons; Minimum Contractual Tonnage per year is 100,000 tons. WMI ends 30,2015, After WMI ends goes to South Dade Landfill.
AR capacity figures are derived from the Capacity of Miami-Dade County Landfills report prepared by the Brown and Caldwell, Dated October 2002, :
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-~ MEMORANDUM
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e ]

Guillermo E. Olmedillo. Director DATE:  May 3rd. 1999

Building & Zoning Department
SUBJECT:Concurrency

Approval
Earl L. Carlion. Captain

SROM: ire Engineering & Water ;/eau
L /

Subject to compliance with Article XIV a. "Water Supply for Fire Suppression” of the
Miami Dade County Code. blanket approval for "Initial Development Orders" for any

proposed use is hereby granted until further notice.

A subsequent review to assess compliance with Miami Dade County Fire Flow Standards
addressed under the concurrency requirements, as stated in Chapter 163, part 2. Flonida
Statute, will be necessary during the building permit process. '

When zoning use variances are permitted the fire flow standards for the zone permitting
the use will be applied.

ELC/ser
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T0: Gpillermo E. Olmedillo DATE: September 22, 2000
Director
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal
' Concurrency Determination
FROM: Andrew Wilfork

Dlrector ,
Depan nt of §o/ /& agemem

The Department of Solfd Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program. '

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of nearly 40 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by
those parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the
System through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-
committed waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate
System capacity to meet the LOS until 2011 or nearly five (5) years beyond the minimum
standard. This determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its
disposal service contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from
the applicable federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the
current LOS is adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall
remain in effect for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2003), at which time
an updated determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which
substantially alters these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc:  Steve Spratt, Senior Assistant to the County Manager
Jim Bostic, Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Kathie G. Brooks. Assistant Director for Finance and Planning, DSWM
Paul Mauriello, Executive Assistant to the Director, DSWM




of Solid Wesse [oswA) 2-Aupd0

Salid Waste Fecility Capacity Anslyes
Fiscal Year 1999-2000
RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY TRASH-TO-FUEL FACILITY SOUTH DADE | NORTH DADE | wWM! f wT) '
Wasle Landtitl Lanatu Lanatil waste 10 snargy
Projecions On-sne Unoers to Srrecded Tres  Ash lo Ashidl Net RTi Non-processables Procassed Resdue Net
Year (lons) Gross Soulh Dace  to North Dace Tonnage Gross to Norh Dade 10 South Dade Tonnage Garbage Trash Garvage/T! Trasn Total
Tonnage " 12] Tonnage i3] 14] (51 18i | m tHT)
2000 " 1.746,000 936.000 152,000 12,000 147.000 625.000 196,000 18.000 22.000 158.000 323.000 272.000 140.000) 83,000| 1,748,000
2001 ** 1,887,000 936,000 167.000 11.000 138.000 620,000 270,000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 264,000 140.000 100,000| 1.687.000|
2002 1.687.000, $38,000 187.000 11.000 138.000 820.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 204,000 140,000 100,000 1.687,000
2003 *** 1,887,000 936.000 187,000 11.000 138,000 820.000 270.00C 48.000 27,000 195,000 230.000 364,000 140,000 0] 1,687.000
2004 1.687,000 936,000 167.000 11.000 138.000 820.000 270,000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 364.000 140,000 0] 1.687.000
2005 1.687.000 38,000 187.000 11.000 138.000 820.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195.000 230.000 364.000 140‘m.' Q] 1.887.000]
2006 1.687.000 936.000 167.000 11.000 138.000 620.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 -230.000 384,000 140.000§ 0] 4.687.000
2007 ‘ 1.687.000 938.000 187,000 11.000 138.000 620.000 270.000 48,000 27.000 195,000 230.000 384,000 MO,M‘ 0| 1.,687.000
2008 1.887.000 936.000 167.000 11.00C 138.000 $20.000 270.000 48 000 27.000 195.000 230.000 364.000! 140.0001 0l 1.687.000
LTRSS e et e e i LIRS

|RESOURCES GARBAGE TRASH TOTAL
*TOTAL @ 1 TSV 870,000 05.000 336.000 (93%

196.000 196.000 (AT
" TOTAL @ 1694 870,000 £8.009 936.000 (9I%G/TXT)

270,000 270.000 (RT}
o TOTAL © 1.65M 870,000 86,000 936,000 (9ING/T%T}
wio 100,000 1o WTt - 270,000 270000 (RTV)

TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES
@169 MILLIONS TONS

|GARBAGE 58 4% 952,000
TRASH 43 3% 730,000
SPECIAL03% 5.000
TOTAL 1,687,000

|REMAWING CAPACITY BY FACILITY .
Ashfill : South Dade North Deds South Dade (w/o cell 8)
Year Capactty * Capacnty ** Capacily *** (e less 4 4 m tons!
Base Capaciy 3,150.000 9,148,000 3,043,000 4,748,00C
2000 3.003.000 8.825.000 3.671.000 4.425.000
2001 2.865.000 8,505.000 3,407,000 4.195.000
2002 2.727.000 . 2,385,000 3.142,000 3.965.000
2003 2.589.000 8.135.000 2.779.000 3.735.000
2004 2.451.000 7.905.000 2,415,000 3.505.000
2005 2.312.000 7.875.000 2.051.000 3,275,000
2006 2.175.000 7,445,000 1,887,000 3,045.000
2007 - 2.037.000 7.215.000 1.323.000 2.815.000
2008 1.899.000 6.985.000 959.000 2.585.000
2008 1781000 6.755.000 505,000 2.355.000
201C 1,623.000 . 6.525.000 e 2.125.000
201 1.485.000 6.295.000 ¢ 1,885.000
2012 1.347.00C 6.085.000 o 1.885,00C
2013 1.209.000 5.835.000 [ 1,435,000
204 1.071.000 5.605.000 [ 1.205.000
2015 933,000 5.375.000 0 975.000
2016 795,000 5.145.000 Q 745.000
2017 657.000 4.915.000 [ $15.000
2018 . 519,000 4.685,000 ¢ 285,00
2018 . 381.000 4.455,000 c 55.000
2020 243.000 4,225,000 9 -175,000
2021 105,000 3.995.000 o -405.000
2022 0 . 3.732.000 o -688.000
2022 o 3,364.000 0 1,038,000
2024 3 2,996,000 [« -1,404.000
2025 o 2.628.000 c -1.772.000
2026 J 2.260.000 0 -2.140.000
2027 & 1,692,000 [ -2.508.000
2028 c 1,524.000 0 -2.876.000
2029 [+ 1,158,000 0 -3.244.000
2030 ] 788.000 0 -3.612.000
2031 [} 420.000 [ -3.880.000
2032 0 52.000 0 4,348,000
2032 3 -318.000 [ 4,718,000
2034 o -684.000 0 +5.084,000
2035 0 1,052,000 ] -5.452.000
2036 4 -1.420.000 o -5,820.000
2037 0 -1,788.000 [ -8,188.000
plaxl:) 0 -2.158.000 0 -8,558.000
2039 e -2,524.000 o -6.924.000
Total Remaning Years 21 2 10 "

*Ashim C20aCHy mOuses cal 17-20. cetts 19-20 have nol been conswucied
**South Daoe mciudes cots 3, 4 and 5. call 5 Ras AOI been coNSINXISd. OnCe asnfil CADACAY i3 used uD
a8h Qoes 10 South Dade  Assumes &8 UNCEt S CONBUMES CARECITY WheWW Of NO! Al 13 LSE] 88 Caved
" North Dace capacity recresents tusdout of 1he tacity  Wnen Norin Dade iandhil capacily 1§ depieled /8sh 13 exporied
A% capacty hgures me osrwed om he Caosciy of Mame.Oade County Landflls reporl prepared by the
£ sriment of Soud Waste KManagement Dated October 1995

con2000woBED 082872000
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T0: Dianne O’Quinn-Williams, Director ~ DATE: September 18, 2003
Department of Planning and Zoning

F ROM:  Vivian Donnell Rodriguez, Director ~ SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval
Park and Recreation Department ‘

4 \
\

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of August 6,
2002. There is an adequate level of service within each of the three Park Benefit
Districts for all unincorporated areas, as shown on the attached table, and we
project that there will be sufficient surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level
of service for one additional year. Nevertheless, on a case-by-case basis, this
Department will additionally evaluate the capacity of existing parks to support
projected residential populations created by new development.

This approval is valid until September 30, 2004. If conditions change prior
to that, I will inform Helen Brown, Concurren}cy Administrator of your
department. :

Attachment

VDR: WHG:BF:RK

cc: Helen Brown, Metropolitan Planning, DP&Z
W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning and Research Division, PARD




WED, SEP 17, 2003, 4:06 PM PAGE 1
2003 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENEFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA
PBD 2000 Accrued Total Need @ Existing Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 ACYES  =--=--=---------=--------s----eo----oooo-o Local (Deficit) of
Per 1000 Park School field 1/2 Private Open Space Acres Service
(Acres) Acres Acres Acres
1 476,880 25,585 502,465 1,381.77 1,198.25 702.34 85 .32 1,985.91 604.14 1.437
2 563,033 19,245 582,278 1,601.24 1,564.11 508.33 139.79 2,212.23 610.99 1.381
3 141,699 24,607 166,306 457 .33 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 305.70 1.668
“51,181,612 69,437 1,251,049 3,440.34 . 3,341.29 1,387.87 232.01 4,961.17 1,520.83 1.495
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e
TO: Gpillenno E. Olmedillo DATE: September 22, 2000
Director
Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal
Concurrency Determination
FROM: Andrew Wilfork

Director
Dcpan nt of 5{ /&X /}a{gemem

The Department of Sold%aste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of nearly 40 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by
those parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste fiows to the
System through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-
committed waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate
System capacity to meet the LOS until 2011 or nearly five (5) years beyond the minimum
standard. This determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its
disposal service contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from
the applicable federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the
current LOS is adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall
remain in effect for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2003), at which time
an updated determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which
substantially alters these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

/Attachment

cc: Steve Spratt, Senior Assistant to the County Manager
Jim Bostic, Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Kathie G. Brooks. Assistant Director for Finance and Planning, DSWM
Paul Mauriello, Executive Assistant to the Director, DSWM




RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY TRASH-TO.FUEL FACILITY { SOUTH OADE | NORTH DADE ¢ wai wri i
Waste Landfiil Lanatll ) Lanatet Waste o energy
Proweclions Oon-sie Unaers 10 Strecced Tres  Ashto Ashill Nel RTI Non-processadies Processed Resdue Nel
Year (lons} Gross South Dage 1o Norih Dace Tonnage Gross 10 North Daoe to South Dace Tonnage Garbage Trasn Garbage/Trashi Trasn Tota
Tonnage m 2 Tonnage 13 18 = ‘ 8 m 1HT
2000 1,748,000 936,000 152.000 12,000 147,000 525.000 196,000 18.00C 22.000 156.00C 323.000 272.000§ 140,000, 83.000{ 1.748.000
2001 ** 1.887.000 $38.000 167.000 11.000 138,000 620.000 270.000 48,000 27.000 195.000 230.000 264,000 140,000 100,000( 1,687.000
2002 1.687.000 $36.000 167.000 11,000 138,000 620.000! 270.000 48.000 27.000  195.000 230.000 284,000 140.000 100,000| 1.687.000
2003 *** 1.887.000 $36.000 187.000 11,000 138,000 620.000 270.00C 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 364,000t 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2004 1,687,000 936,000 187,000 11,000 138,000 620.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195.000 230.000 Wﬂ'ﬂ! 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2005 1.667.000 938,000 167,000 11,000 138.000 620.000 270.000 48,000 27.000 195,000 230.000 364.0001 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2006 ’ 1.887.000 ©36.000 167.000 11.000 138.000 620,000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 -230.000 36‘0@[ 140,000 0] 1.887.000,
2007 1.887.0001 936.000 167,000 11.000 138.000 820.000 270.000 48.000 27.000 195,000 230.000 354.000| 140,000 0| 1,687,000
2008 1,687.000 936000 167.000 11,002 138,000 620.0001 _ 270,000 48009 27.000 195000 230000 384.0001 140,000 ol 1.887.000]
TRASH TOTAL
CTOTAL @ 1 TV 8™ ol 66.000 336,000 9INGIT%NT" X
196.000 196.000 (RTH
“ TOTAL @ 1 69 870.000 66.000 938,000 (9IRGTRTY
270,000 270000 (RT}
= TOTAL £ 1.69M 870.000 66,000 938000 {SINGTRT)
wro 100.000 10 WT1 - 270,000 270,000 (RTY)
. TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES
@1.69 MILLIONS TONS
| GARBAGE 56 4% 952,000
TRASH 43 2% 730,000
SPECIAL 0 3% 5000 N
TOTAL 1,827,000 :
REMAINING CAPACITY BY FACILITY .
Ashtill South Dade North Dade South Dade (wio cell 5)
Year Capacty | _Capscny - Capscty ML UL LR L
A e 20¥ T
Base Capaciy 3.150.000 9.148.000 3.943.000 4.748.000
2000 3.003.000 8.825.000 3.671.000 4,425.000
2001 2.885.000 8,595.000 3,407,000 4,195,000
2002 2.727.000 ) 8.365,000 3.143,000 3.985.000
2003 2.585.000 8.135.000 2.776.000 3.735,000
2004 2,451,000 7.805.000 2,415,000 3.505.000
2005 2.313.000 7.675.000 2,051,000 3.275.000
2006 2.175.000 7.445.000 1.687.00C 3,045,000
2007 2.037.000 7.215.000 1.323.00C 2.615.000
2008 1.899.000 6.985.000 959,000 2.585.000
200¢ 1,781,000 8.755 000 505.00C 2.355.000
ome 1.623.200 £.525 000 2316000 2.125.000
2011 1.485.000 5.295.000 + 1,895,000
2012 ‘ 1.347.00C 6.065.000 Q 1.885.00C
2013 1.209.002 5.835.000 [+ 1,435,000
2014 1.071.000 5.605.000 c 1.205,000
2015 . 933.000 5.375.000 [ $75.000
2016 765.00C 5.145.000 0 745,000
2017 657.000 4.915.000 o 515,000
2018 519.000 4,685,000 c 285.00C
2019 381.000 4.455.000 2 55.000
2020 243.00C 4.225.000 [ -175.009
2021 105,00C 3.995.000 0 -405.000
2022 [ 3.732.000 o -888.000
2002 ol 3.384.000 [ +1,038.000
2024 < 2.996 0 < 1,404,000
2025 o 2.626.000 £ -1.772.000
2026 c 2.260.000 2 -2,140.0900
2027 K 1,892,000 e -2.508.00
2028 ¢ 1,524.000 0 -2 876.000
2029 [ 1,158,000 o] -3.244,000
2030 [ 788.000 ] -3.612.000
2031 0 420.000 0 -3.880.000
2032 0 52.000 0 4.348.000
2033 ol -316.000 0 -4.716,000
2034 o -884,000 o -5,084.000
2035 0 -1.052.000 G -5.452,000
2038 [+] ] -5.820.000
2037 0 [ -8.188,000
2038 [ 0 -8,558.000
2038 ° [l -6.924.000
Toial Remaining Years kil 32 10 19

*Ashin capacity schoes coll 17-20. cots 19-20 have not been consvucied

**South Dade nchuaes Calis 3, 4 and 5. cell § nas not been consuucied  Once asnfl capaciy 1s used un

an goes © South Dade  ASSuUmes 8 UNCE!S CONBUMES CEDECTY Whet W o NO! 1 18 USE0 83 Cover

Nosth Dade CHORCHY 18E7esants Dusdoul of 0 fackty  When North Dade Lanafil Capscity 1§ Sepleted 7ash 18 #2007 \d
A¥ capacwy fquies sre Gerved fom he Capactty of Mise-Dade County Landfills 1epor| repsec Dy the

iEmﬁ Drvis:0n o e Deparment of Sowd Wasie Management Osted October 1999

€on2000woBED 08/28/2000




@ MEMORANDUM @ (M

TO:

FROM:

Dianne O’Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: September 18, 2003
Department of Planning and Zoning

Vivian Donnell Rodriguez, Director ~ SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval
Park and Recreation Department

s \
\Vj

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of August 6,
2002. There is an adequate level of service within each of the three Park Benefit
Districts for all unincorporated areas, as shown on the attached table, and we
project that there will be sufficient surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level
of service for one additional year. Nevertheless, on a case-by-case basis, this
Department will additionally evaluate the capacity of existing parks to support
projected residential populations created by new development.

This approval is valid until September 30, 2004. If conditions change prior
to that, I will inform Helen Brown, Concurrency Administrator of your
department.

Attachment

VDR: WHG:BF:RK

cc: Helen Brown, Metropolitan Planning, DP&Z
W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning and Research Division, PARD




WED, SEP 17, 2003, 4:06 PM

PAGE 1
2003 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENEFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA
PBD 2000 Accrued Total Need @ Existing Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 BCYES  ~c~-ec-comcomcmimamaccccm oo iammm—————oo Local (Deficit) of
Per 1000 Park School field 1/2 Private Open Space Acres Service
(Acres) Acres Acres Acres
1 476,880 25,585 502,465 1,381.77 1,198.25 702.34 85.32 1,985.91 604.14 1.437
2 563,033 19,245 582,278 1,601.24 1,564.11 508.33 139.79 2,212.23 610.99 1.381
3 141,699 24,607 166,306 457 .33 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 305.70 1.668
TOT:1,181,612 69,437 1,251,049 3,440.34 3,341 .29 1,387.87 232.01 4,961.17 1,520.53 1.495




MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: october 14, 2003
Director
SUBJECT: FY04 Blanket
Concurrency Approval
for Transit

Miami Dade Transit

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review
and approve concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade
County.

Miami-Dade Transit has been charged with the responsibility of reviewing and approving
concurrency applications for mass transit levels of service as stated in County Ordinance
89-66, Administrative Order 4-85, and Section 33-G of the Miami-Dade County Code.
Based on the latest socio-economic information provided by your Department's Research
Division, and a review of the Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize
your Department to review and approve concurrency applications since it appears that all
areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-of-service standards (LOS) for
mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and regulations.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective
departments, and is effective for the period October 1, 2003 to September 30, 2004, or
until canceled by written notice from my office.

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency
matters, they may wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief, System Planning Division, at
375-1193. Your continued cooperation on these important matters is greatly appreciated.

1.
¥ ('
ot

CC:  Aurelio Rodniguez, P.E. ; =
Mario G. Garcia ST

ECEIVE

0CT 21 2003

BUANMI-DADE COUNTY
DIRICTOR'S OFFCE
DEPT. OF PLANNING & ZONING

RPN |
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= MEMORANDU

107.07-17A METRODADE/GSA-MAT MGT

7o0:  Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: September 12, 2003

Director

Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal

' Concurrency Determination

FROM:  Andrew Wilfork

Director

Departmey/df Solj gement

4

The Department of Solid Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of 15 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by those
parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the System
through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-committed
| waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate System
capacity to meet the LOS until 2015 or seven (7) years beyond the minimum standard. This

, determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its disposal service
' contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from the applicable
| federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the current LOS is
adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall remain in effect
for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2006), at which time an updated
determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which substantially alters
these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc:  Pedro G. Hernandez, P.E., Assistant County Manager
Victoria Garland, Acting Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Paul J. Mauriello, Acting Assistant Director for Disposal Operations, DSWM
Charles W. Parkinson, Jr., Acting Assistant Director for Administration, DSWM



Department of Solid Waste Management (DSWM)
Solid Waste Facility Capacity Analysis
Fiscal Year 2002-2003

RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY RT FACILITY o LANDFILLS WH BRATOR
{contract had ended on
DADE NORTH DADE WMI 123107)
. RTI Rejects to
Waste Orvsite Shredded Okeelanta
o Unders to N Ash to Net RTiGross  North Dade Garbage
Year Projections| Gross Tires to AshtoRR. Tonnage { Garbage Trash Trash Totat
(tons) Toanage South Dade s Dade Ashfill Tonnage | Tonnage an: aﬁr:de:llley AshiY &Trash
m (2l 13] {4] (5} (6} [7] (8] [1}-(8)
2003 * 1,837,000] 936,000 196,000 17,000 119,000  604,000] 270,000 54,000 27.000  189.000| 410,000 333,000 146,000 8,000] 1,836,000
2004 ** | 1,715,500 936,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000  176,000| 273,500 385,000 100,000 0] 1,715,500
2005 1,715,500| 938,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000  176,000f 273,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,715,500
2006 *** | 1,705,500] 935,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000  176,000| 263,500 395,000 100,000 0 1,705,500
2007 1,705,500{ 938,000 178,000 14000 122,000 622,000| 270,000 67,000 27,006 176,000} 263,500 395,000 100,000 0] 1,705,500
2008 1,705,500] 936,000 178,000 14,000 122,000 622,000 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000 263,500 395,000 100,000 o| 1.705,500
2009 1,705,500| 938,000 178,000 14000 122000 622,000{ 270,000 67,000 27,000 176,000| 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705,500
2010 1,705,500| 938,000 178,000 14000 122000 622,000 270.000 67,000 27,000  176,000] 263,500 395,000 100,000 o| 1,705,500
2011 1.705.500]  936.000 $78.000 14.000 122,000 _ 622,000| 270.000 67,000 27.000 _ 176.000] 263,500 395,000 100,000 0| 1,705.500
RESOURCES RECOVERY GARBAGE TRASH TIRES TOTAL
TOTAL @ 1.84M 853,000 69,000 14.000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, includes Tises)
270,000 270,000 (RTI)
* TOTAL @ 1.72M 853,000 69,000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, includes Tires)
270,000 270,000 (RT))
* TOTAL @ 1.T1M 853,000 69.000 14,000 936,000 (91% Garbage; 9% Trash, indudes Tues)
270,000 270,000 (RTN)
TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES @1.84 MILLIONS TONS
GARBAGE 54.3% 997,000
TRASH 44 4% 816,000
SPECIAL (includes Tires) 1.3% 24,000
TOTAL 1,837,000
FREIAAININO CAPACITY BY FACILITY AT END OF FISCAL YEAR
* Ashfill SouthDade North Dade WMI ™
Year Capacity * Capacity **__ Capacity *** Disposed
Base Capacity 207,000 4,352,000 3,130,000 148,000
2003 61,000 3,942,000 2,797,000 100,000
2004 0 3,668,500 2,402,000 188,000
2005 0 3,395,000 2,007,000 249,000
2006 0 3,131,500 1612000 249,000
2007 0 2,868,000 1,217,000 249,000
2008 0 2,604,500 822,000 249,000
2009 0 2,341,000 427,000 249,000
2010 (] 2,077,500 32,000 249,000
2011 0 1,702,000 o] 500,000
2012 0 1,294,500 o] 500,000
2013 0 887,000 [} 500,000
2014 0 479,500 . 0 500,000
2015 0 72,000 0 500,000
2016 0 [} 0
2017 o] 0 o]
2018 [} 0 [}
Total Remaining Years 0 12 6

°  Ashfill capacity includes cells 17 and 18; ceils 19-20 have not boen constructed. When cells 17 and 18 are depletod Resources Recovery Plant Ash and Okeelanta Ash go to South Dade Land!ill and Mediley Landfill [N
-** South Dade includes cells J and 4; cell § has not been d. A all unders ity whether or not it is used as cover. ’
*** North Dade capacity represents buildout of the facility. When North Dade Landfill capacity is depleted trash goes WMI and South Dade Landfill.
*=** Maximum Contractuai Tonnage per year to WMI is 500,000 tons; Minimum Contractual Tonnage per year is 100,000 tons. WMI disp ends 30, 2018, After WMI di: ends goes to South Dade Landfill,
All capacity figures are derived from the Capacity of Miami-Dade County Landfills report prepared by the Brown and Caldwell, Dated October 2002.




AN

-~ MEMORANDUM

<

-0 Guillermo E. Olmedillo. Director DATE:  May 3rd. 1999
e Building & Zoning Department
SUBJECT:Concurrency
Approval

Earl L. Carlton. Caprain

“ROM: CH’T?'.Engineering & Water S .-/eau
EC

>

Subject to compliance with Article XIV a. "Water Supply for Fire Suppression” of the
Miami Dade County Code. blanket approval for "Initial Development Orders" for any
proposed use is hereby granted until further notice.

A subsequent review to assess compliance with Miami Dade County Fire Flow Standards
addressed under the concurrency requirements, as stated in Chapter 163, part 2. Florida
Statute, will be necessary during the building permit process.

When zoning use variances are permitted the fire flow standards for the zone permitting
the use will be applied.

ELC/ser






