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LOOKING WEST FROM US1 DOWN OLD DIXIE. COUNTY LAND EXTENDS
FROM US 1 FOR ABOUT 150 FEET AND THEN OLD DIXIE ENTERS SEBASTIAN
FOR ABOUT 2/10™ OF A MILE AND THEN IT REENTERS THE COUNTY AND
RUNS IN THE COUNTY FOR ABOUT ONE MILE AND THEN REENTERS
SEBASTIAN FOR ABOUT 1/10™ OF A MILE ENDING AT ROUTE 512 EAST

BOUND '
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CONTINUING WEST ON OLD DIXIE IN THE SEBASTIAN SECTION




i
[
3




NORTH ON QLD DIXIE ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE FLORIDA EAST COAST
RAILROAD TRACKS HEADING TOWARD ROUTE 512E




HISTORIC RESOURCES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

There was a meeting of the Indian River County (IRC) Historic Resources
Advisory Committee (HRAC) on Thursday, March 8, 2006, at 2:00 p.m. in First
Floor Conference Room “A” of the County Administration Building, 1840 25"
Street, Vero Beach, Florida.

Present were Chairman Chris Crawford, Architect Appointee; Anna J.
Brady, Citizen-at-Large Appointee; Gene Roddenbetry, Attorney Appointee; Ruth
Stanbridge, County Historian; and Wesley Davis, Commissioner Liaison.

Also present were IRC Staff: Roland DeBlois, Environmental & Code
Enforcement Chief; Andy Sobczak, Environmental Planner; Bob Keating,
Community Development Director; and Misty L. Pursel, Interim Staff Assistant IV.
Others present: Reverend Gary Isner, Tom Murphy, and Emil Schwartz,
Roseland Methodist Church; Harry Tanner, Judy Ciani, George Maib, Amanda
Avery and Mike Ray, Interested Citizens.

Cali to Order

Chairman Crawford called the meeting to order at 2:08 p.m,

Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Stanbridge, SECOND
Mr. Roddenberry, the members voted u imously
(4-0) to re-elect Mr. Crawford as Chaifman of the
Historic Resources Advisory Compiftee for 2007.

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Sta
Mr. Roddenberry, the
(4-0) to elect Anna
Historic Resourc

fidge, SECONDED BY
bers voted unanimously
ady as Vice-Chairman of the
Advisory Committee for 2007.

Appr{_wal of Minutes ofthe September 28, 2006 Meeting

ON_WIOTION BY Mrs. Brady, SECONDED by Mr.

ddenberry, the members voted unanimously (4-0)
to approve the September 28, 2006 minutes, as
submitted.

HRAC/Unapproved 1 March 8, 2007
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Discussion on Recoanition of Old Dixie Highway as an Historic Road

Mr. Roland DeBlois, IRC Environmental & Code Enforcement Chief,
advised a general consensus from the historicai-community was the Old Dixie
Highway was a historic road and there was a desire to have an official or formal
recognition of same. '

Mr. DeBlois provided the background of the County officially designating
five roads as scenic and historic in the comprehensive plan in the land
development regulations. Those roads were Jungle Trail, Gifford Dock Road,
Fellsmere Grad, Quay Dock Road and Old Winter Beach Road, also known as
Bridgehead Road. He referenced handout materials, excerpts from land
development regulations, Section 933.08 entitled “Scenic and Historic Road,”
copies of which are on file in the Commission Office.

Mr. DeBlois pointed out a matter to consider was how Old Dixie Highway
would or would not fit into some of the general regulations such as limited
access, required vegetative buffers, limited vegetation clearing near roads in
right-of-ways, and limited utilities applied to the five roads mentioned herein.

Mr. DeBlois stated from a staff prospective Old Dixie Highway was
different from a development standpoint because the road had been a virtual
commercial corridor at many locations. throughout the County. He pointed out in
the near future there would be more and more need for improvements fo
intersections; hence the proposed east/west connection of 53 Avenue as it
might effect Old Dixie.

Mr. DeBlois reported there were different levels of recognition o consider
and then what would the recognition mean from an implementation standpoint.

Mrs. Stanbridge responded in agreement with Mr. DeBlois there was a
practical use for the road in certain areas, however there were a few segments
which retained the characteristics of the early days; for instance, the very narrow
strips of the road. She introduced Mr. Harry Tanner to provide relevant facts
conceming a segment of road in the Sebastian area.

Mr. Harry Tanner presented and passed around the table a memorandum
regarding the protection of an approximately 1 mile portion of Dixie Highway. A
map indicated a segment of Old Dixie Highway from 1.3 miles south of Route
512 East, on the west side of US Highway 1, running north in the County
parallel on

HRAC/Unapproved 2 March 8, 2007
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- the east side of Florida East Coast Railroad tracks, and pictures of a mile of Old
Dixie Highway on County property, a copy of which is on file in the Commission
Office. |

Mr. DeBlois suggested a research project to discover any parcels having -

sole access off the segment of Old Dixie discussed herein, particularly if it was a
designated, commercial, or industrial property and what the implicaticns in
requiring the County to preserve it as a one lane road and how it could
potentially effect pragmatically any business with sole access.

Mr. Tanner reported he investigated the business access of the segment in
discussion and thought the businesses had been there (except the fish market)
for a long time surviving on one lane and did not believe keeping it in the present
form was an argument from the businesses.

Mr. DeBlois advised the County had certain minimum road access

requirements when a new business came in and it would require further
investigation and exploration.

Mr. DeBlois pointed out a possible approach would be fo bring it forth
conceptually for recognition and then move toward development in a phased
plan with focus on the areas of higher concern. Mrs. Stanbridge concurred this
approach was used with the Jungle Trail.

Mr. DeBlois defined the best approach would be to get a consensus and
recommendation for a format recognition of Old Dixie by the County Commission
as a historic scenic road and then request a type of study or report prepared on
the various segments, including those who had property along the road, with
public input before any certain stage of certainty. He continued staff would
provide more detailed documentation focused on investigation of the north
segment and the type of implications or obstacles to expect.

Mr. DeBlois concurred with Chairman Crawford's recommendation for the
preparation of reference maps to highlight zoning and other historical structures.

Mrs. Stanbridge suggested moving commitiee meetings dates closer
together from every three months to monthly meetings due to the impact on the
zoning districts. Mr. DeBlois stated room availability was the only limitation on
scheduling meetings.

Discussion ensued regarding segment recognition and how it would effect
County planning.

HRAC/Unapproved 3 March 8, 2007
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Bob Keating, IRC Community Development Director, responded to Mrs.
Stanbridge's query of how to protect the road during the initial steps and
procedures stating concermns of safety issues affecting protection of the road. Mr.
Keating advised the County was aware of the issues and it remained on the
radar screen to be considered.

Mr. Tanner suggested this matter be presented to the County
Commissioners as a segmented plan for their determination before staff
prepared to resolve issues at hand.

Ms. Stanbridge mentioned having missed the July deadline for opportunity
to place any matter on the comprehensive plan; therefore it wouid be next year,
in January.

Mr. George Maib, a property owner of an industrial site in the midst of the
planning stage of development located on the north side of Old Dixie, strongly
suggested delaying this matter entirely until a maintenance map was filed and
some of the questions raised were answered. He stated due to right-of-way
issues on the segment of road discussed, several of the reqguirements were not
being met.

Mr. Kealing advised the County researched the area to determine exactly
how much right-of-way the County maintains and it was thought the County had
30 feet of right-of-way. He explained the filing of a maintenance map would
provide a survey of the road and record the survey in public records delineating
the right-of-way.

Mr. Keating. mentioned the Brown Sand Mine property and weather or not
they had access to any other road other than Old Dixie. He expressed concemn
regarding the comprehensive pian and certain development rights to properties.

Mr. Keating surmised if the Brown Sand Mine, which was designated
residential on the comprehensive plan, intended after finishing his mining activity
to development a project or sell the property, the County could not have
hundreds of trips going out on a one-lane road, which was directly inline with the
concern of safety,

Mrs. Brady expressed preservation of roads or buildings were not to
prevent growth or change but a tool to manage it and to allow for consideration.

Mr. Maib stated he did not have a problem with moving forward as long as
it followed protocol, however, if protocol were to be skipped for something fike
this to come forward, then he would have concern for his project and for other

HRAC/Unapproved 4 March 8, 2007
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things.

Commissioner Davis felt as far as the shape the road and in conjunction
with ‘Mr. Brown’s property, there was a health, safety and weifare issue with
placing the public in that amount of danger and allowing Mr. Brown to do what he
may be entitled one day to do with his property. He pointed out there was 160
acres with no place to go but a 30 foot road.

Commissioner Davis mentioned an option instead of maintaining the road
for driving, have it appear as it once looked a kind of museum versus an
aggregate road with the possibility of Mr. Brown making a road next to it. He
thought Mr. Brown's best bet was to utilize US Highway 1, as the path with least
resistance, having the less amount of people utilizing the road. Commissioner
Davis suggested turning the road into one-way heading south from County Road
(CR.) 512.

Chairman Crawford asserted the need to be sensitive to not create
hardships on property owners.

Commissioner Davis commented he was looking for the best way of
preserving the road for the historical aspects, not the cheapest, at the same time
preserving the rights of the surrounding property owners.

Mr. Keating confirmed aithough staff is inundated with projects and behind
schedule, it was possible to provide conceptional maps, not finalized, alignments
of Flemming Street as it affects Oid Dixie Highway.

ON MOTION BY Mr. Roddenberry, SECONDED by
Mrs. Stanbridge, the members voted unanimously
(4-0} to recommend staff to prepare reference land
use maps for the one mile segment from County
Road 512 to US Highway 1 discussed and provide
same to this Committee at next month’s meeting, on
April 12, 2007.

Old Business

Status Report on Coun rchaeological Survey Update

HRACUnapproved 5 March 8, 2007
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HISTORIC RESOURCES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

There was a meeting of the Indian River County (IRC) Historic Resources
Advisory Committee (HRAC) on Thursday, April 12, 2007, at 2:00 p.m. in First
Floor Conference Room “A” of the County Administration Building, 1840 25%
Street, Vero Beach, Florida.

Present were Chairman Chris Crawford, Architect Appointee; Anna J.
Brady, Citizen-at-Large Appointee; Ruth Stanbridge, County Historian; Reverend
Dr. Kyle Gibson, Citizen-at-Large Appoiniee and Wesley Davis, Commissioner
Liaison (arfived at 2:04 p.m.). Absent was Gene Roddenberry, Attorney
Appointee (excused).

Also present were IRC Staff; Roland DeBlois, Environmental & Code
Enforcement Chief;, Bob Keating, Community Development Director; and Misty L.
Pursel, Commissioner Assistant, District 1. Others present: Harry Tanner,
Interested Citizens.

Call to Order

Chairman Crawford called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m.

Approval of Minutes of the April 12, 2007 Meeting

Mrs. Stanbridge requested a correction on page 2, fourth paragraph, and

last sentence should read “. . . hence the proposed east/west connection of 53

Street . . .

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Stanbridge, SECONDED by
Mrs. Brady, the members voted unanimously (4-0)
to approve the March 8, 2007 minutes, with
correction.

Review of Information on Parcels Adjacent to + 1.3 Mile Segment of Old
Dixie Highway South of CR 512 (re: initial discussions on proposed historic
road designation, continued from last meeting)

Mr. Rotand DeBlois, IRC Environmental & Code Enforcement Chief,
provided a brief overview of a previous discussion at the last HRAC meeting on
March 8, 2007, which included a consideration request by a citizen for historic
road designation of 1.3 acres of the northern acre segment of Old Dixie Highway
and the Commitiee’s initial response and recommendations. He reiterated the
specific segment of road discussed had the visual and physical characteristics

HRAC/Approved 1 April 12, 2007
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most intact from a historical integrity standpoint, however, with the concerns and
implications of how this Commiitee would make recommendations from a
standpoint of the number of properties who had sole access on the one lane
portion of Old Dixie Highway and the implications of development constraints,
etc., lead to the continuation to the current meeting.

Mr. DeBlois reviewed a PowerPoint presentation of reference maps for
understanding of what was being discussed and the implications which needed
balance while moving forward in the preliminary conceptual discussions, copies

~of which is on file in the Commission Office. He pointed out the copies of the
maps handed out highlighted some of the ownerships, parcel tayouts, and zoning
designation issues.

Non-voting Commissioner Liaison Wesley S. Davis arrived (at 2:04 p.m.)
and Reverend Dr. Kyle Gibson, arrived at 2:03 p.m.).

Mr. DeBlois noted from the maps, the first observation was the eastern
side where there was general access and if those parcels were developed, given
certain constraints, their main access would be off of U.S. 1 Highway, limiting the
issue of access concerns.

Mr. DeBlois indicated if the area was not commercially or industrially
designated the County’s future Land Use Map of the Comprehensive Plan
allowed the general maximum gross density of 6 units per acre.

Mr. DeBlois showed a map indicative of ownership breakdown of the
southern segment of Old Dixie Highway and pointed out Atflantic Coast
Enterprises, Inc. and Richard Brown were related ownerships. He described the
history of the Richard Brown/Atlantic Coast property was some mining activity or
scraping fill material from the site had been completed and reclaimed, so the
next logical phase of development for the overall property would be in all
likelthood residential development.

Mr. Roddenberry inquired whether the site had alternate access and Mr.
DeBlois responded in simple form, negative; however conceivably there were
pre-existing developments to the west within City limits which in a logical process
would promote interconnection and access through the development’s streets,
which would create issues with the residents.

Discussion ensued regarding Flemming Street extension utilized as an
alternative access to the Brown/Atlantic Coast properties.

HRAG/Approved 2 April 12, 2007
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Chairman Crawford reminded the Committee's role was to determine the
historical value of Old Dixie Highway and worth to the community without
considering how it would affect landowners or what to do to improve the road.

Mrs. Brady inquired should Old Dixie Highway be designated historic,
would the designation prevent any future changes taking place on that road.

Mr. DeBlois shared his viewpoint of the County could establish the historic
road criteria anyway it desired if it was an equitable approach.

Mrs. Brady stated without any eminent changes for the road at the present
time, i.e. development of the parcels, to have the Committee ascertain the
designation of the road and then when it was time for development in the future,

Old Dixie Highway designation would be reviewed again by the Board of County

Commissioners (BCC).

Chairman Crawford suggested the Committee determine the historical
status, request the development of a corridor. plan with respect to every property
abutting Old Dixie Highway, and then developing a plan with those guidelines
already in place.

Mr. DeBlois pointed out it was clear {o staff this matter was on the radar of
this Committee for potential historic issues and.the first point of action would be
if any development projects were to be submitted, this Committee couid request
some level of rebuke, without specifying the implications.

Mr. Bob Keating, IRC Community Development Director, confirmed an
industrial development project had submitted plans and the applicant was
looking at the access issue.

A discussion ensued regarding safety issues in preserving Old Dixie
Highway.

Mr. Harry Tanner, the petitioner, read from Chapter 933.06 of the Indian
River County Code entitled "Petitions, Designations, and Appeals,” Sections
{(1)(a), (2) and (3), a copy of which is on file in the Commission office,

Mrs, Stanbridge suggested documents be attached to the Committee’s
recommendation going to the BCC to include the documentation Mr. Tanner had
provided as a part of his earlier presentation to the Committee.

HRAC/Approved 3 April 12, 2007
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Mrs. Brady echoed Mrs. Stanbridge's suggestion with the additionéi
attachment of historical maps indicative of the appearance Old Dixie Highway in
the past as well as the present.

Chairman Crawford opined Old Dixie Highway was a great resource as
indicated by the story behind the road having had provided iravel access to
Florida and the history of early development of Indian River County. He
recommended advising the Board io designate Old Dixie Highway as a historic
resource, and attach a recommendation of direction upon designation, i.e.
provide workshops, to explore the means of a balance between preservation and
land development.

Mrs. Stanbridge thought it appropriate to provide a corridor plan and a
management plan to assist in providing the criteria needed to protect the
roadway, as well as the property owners along the roadway in efforts {o have
everyone reading from the same page.

Mrs. Brady added another discussion would be what exact boundaries
were being cansidered.

Discussion ensued regarding the land use of the proposed industrial
development and it was decided the issue should be a separate item for another
meeting.

Mr. DeBlois summarized the issues at hand as (1) whether or not the Old
Dixie Highway segment had the characteristics to warrant designation or at least,
recognized as a historic road by utilizing the information currently on hand, or
whether additional information was needed; (2) should the Commitiee choose
designation, the Commitiee would then recommend to the BCC to have the
County study and develop a management plan or formal designation, and then
(3) decide what should be conserved or preserved and how it would interface
with development rights, etc.

Reverend Dr. Gibson interjected the meaning of historic indicated the
preservation of something as is and anytime it was altered, it was no longer
historic, but a memory. He understood the Committee was tasked with deciding
on the historic value, not how development would affect Old Dixie Highway.

Mr. Todd Smith, Interested Citizen felt it important to mention to the
Committee given Reverend Gibson's comment regarding alteration and loss of
historic value, approximately 1,500 feet of the roadway being considered herein
had already been altered from two lanes with a site plan for a sand mining

HRAC/Approved 4 April 12, 2007
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project. He also mentioned the level of development already existing on Old
Dixie Highway, the future impacts for the City of Sebastian and their interest in
Flemming Street should be evaluated before any recommendation was made.
He suggested the Committee consult with the County Attorney regarding no
right-of-way and the taking of private property.

Dlscussmn ensued regarding the general standard of right-of-ways and the
development of Old Dixie Highway.

Chairman Crawford referenced a Handout entitled “Corridor Management
Plans™, a copy of which is on file in the Commission Office, which provided
several points to assist in the development of a plan.

Discussion ensued regarding assessment of the attributes during the
historic designation process.

ON MOTION BY Reverend Dr. Gibson, SECONDED
by WMrs. Stanbridge, the members voted
unanimously (5-0) to recommend to the Board of
County Commissioners make the road a historic
landmark and no further aiterations be done to the

- 1.3 miles of the northern acre segment of Old Dixie
Highway.

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Stanbridge, to recommend the
Board of County Commissioners develop a Corridor
Management Plan for the 1.3 miles of the northern
acre segment of Old Dixie Highway, inviting the City
of Sebastian staff and members from historical
societies of Indian River County to assist the
Committee in developing same.

UNDER DISCUSSION Commissioner Davis inquired what was expected
o be included in the management plan. Chairman Crawford referred to the 14
points indicated on the handout entitled “Corridor Management Plans” previously
referred to.

Continued discussion ensued regarding right-of-way issues.

THE CHAIRMAN CALLED FOR THE QUESTION and
the motion was SECONDED by Vice-Chairman
Brady, and the vote was unanimous (5-0) in favor of

HRAC/Approved 5 April 12, 2007
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the Motion.
Mr. DeBlois reminded the participants to sign the atiendance sheet io
ensure notification when this matter was brought before the BCC.

Discussion ensued regarding Code Section 933.06(1)(d) and 30-day public
notice to all property owners prior to final determination of the historic
designation,

Discussion on Relocation of the Historic Sebastian Freight Station from ifs
Current Location on Florida Inland Navigation District (FIND} Prope Qid
Vickers Grove

Mr. DeBlois referred to a Memorandum dated April 5, 2007, a copy of
which is on file in the Gommission Office, wherein Mr. George Blythe, a historic
representative on the County Land Acquisition Advisory Commitiee, approached
the BCC to request moving the Sebastian Freight Statiog'to the Archie Smith
Fish House: property, located at 1745 North Indian Rivef Drive. He mentioned
conversations with Mrs. Stanbridge indicated efforts wWere underway to consider
relocating the freight station near the City of fhe Sebastian Chamber of
Commerce at the river end of Main Street at Jdrdan Park or at where the old
Chamber of Commerce building stood.

Mr. DeBlois advised from staff's pgfspective, the City of Sebastian location
was a more viable location to pursug-because on the Archie Smith Fish House
property there were already conceptlal plans for restoring the fish house and the
use of that space for access andfmprovements related to the fish house.

Mrs. Brady indicated’ the City of Sebastian currently had a National
Registry District in that vicinity, which would assist in getting points for potential
grants for restoration g#the freight station.

Mr. Blythe déscribed the freight station as a magnificent space of 70 feet
by 20 feet inside, clear open span; with overhangs of the roof at 4 feet on either
end and 6.5 jget on the sides, which were the protective arches. He thought the
facility woyll be a wonderful interpretive center at Archie Smith, a place where
the publig’could park in front of it, with the parking lot between Old Dixie Highway
and the'back line, as well as an opportunity to energize the historical community
and A place for volunteers to stay.

Mrs. Brady voiced her concern with the City of Sebastian was for the
County to continue cooperating with them to see this project through because of
her dissatisfaction regarding City of Sebastian tearing down the Kane House.

HRAC/Approved April 12, 2007
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HISTORIC PROTECTION

CHAPTER 933. HISTORIC AND
ARCHAECLOGICAL RESOURCE

PROTECTION
See. 933.01.  Title,
Sec. 933.02.  Purpose.
See. 933.03.  Definitions.
Sec. 833.04. Power and authority.
Sec. 833.06.  Prohibited activity.
Sec. 983.06.  Petitions, designations, and appeals,
Sec, 933.07. Exemptions.
Sec. 933.08.  Scenie and historic roads.
Sec. 933.08.  Archaeological protection.
Sec, 933.10. Historic properties, sites and structures
ptotection.
Bec. 933.11.  Incentives for historie preservation.
Sec. £33.12.  Penalties and enforcement.

Section 933.01. Title.

This chapter shall be known as the “Indian
River County Historic and Archaeological Re-
source Protection chapter".

(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 933.02. Purpose.

It is the purpose of this chapter:

(1) To protect and perpetuate the natural and
cultural heritage of significant historic
and/or archaeological sites and structures,
including scenic and historic roads, in ad-
dition to enhancing their resource and prop-
erty value for the benefit, education, and
enjoyment of future generations;

{2) To protect the public interest in historic
and/or archaeoclogical sites, structures, or
roadways from adverse activities, land uses,
excavations, construction, destruction and
other impacts, and to prevent the unneces-
sary removal of historic struetures or ar-
chaeological artifacts;

(8) To stabilize and improve property values,
while providing attractions to residents,
tourists and visitors, a stimulus to business
and industry and 2 mode to preserve the
beauty and historical past, of Indian River
County; and

(4} To implement Comprehensive Plan Poli-
cies 8.3 and 8.4 of the Future Land Use

§933.06

Element, and Policy 9.4 of the Coastal Man-
agement Element,
{Ord. No. 90-18, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 938.03. Definitions.

All terms defined in Chapter 901, Definitions,
are applicable in this chapter,
(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-80)

Section 933.04, Power and authority.

The power and anthority of the board of county
commissioners and the appointed historic re-
sources advisory committee shall be in accordance
with Chapter 902, Administrative Mechanisms,
and shail be described in detail in that chapter,
(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 933.05. Prohibited activity,

Within Indian River County, it shall be un-
lawful for any person, group, organization or
agency to knowingly and/or willfully damage,
alter, destroy, deface, renovate, relocate, excavate
or otherwise disturb any known or designated his-
torie ar archaeological resource without prior and
appropriate autheorization from the Indian River
County Board of County Commissioners and from
any additional State or federal regulatory agency
with applicable jurisdiction.

{(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

appeals.

~7”Section 933.06. Petitions, designations, and <&—

(1} Petitions. An historic or archaeological des-

ignation request may be initiated by a written
petition from a property owner, the community
development department, the Indian River County
Historic Society, the historic resources advisory
cemmittee, or by an appropriate, authorized
agency of the U.8. Government and/or the State
of Florida.

{a) Written petitions for historie designations
may be initiated by, or authorized by, the
property owner{s). This request shall be sub-
mitted to the historic resources advisory
committee and shall be accompanied by any
additional information necessary, as re-
quested by the committee, to properly in-

838/1
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§ 9323.06

vestigate and comment on the request. The
committee shall review all potential his-
toric designations, and provide additional
information, comments or recommendations
{(as necessary} to the board of county eom-
missioners,

(b) The historic resources advisory committee
may, upen a majority vote, request an his-
toric/ archaeological designation or inves-
tigation of any known or suspected historic
resource. The committee may also request
additional protection or delineation for any
proposed, recognized or submitted historic
resource within Indian River County.

{¢) Thecommunity development director, or his
designee, or the Indian River County His-
toric Society may forward a request for his-
toric designation of a historic resource to
the historic resources advisory committee
for comments and recommendations,

(d) Uvpon petition/request for archaeclogical ve-
source designation, the county shall pro-
vide written notification to the property
owner(s) of the intent to consider a pro-
posed historic designation at least thirty
{30) calendar days prior to the date of the
public hearing as provided for in Chapter
902.

Upon request for historic resource designation
involving human burial remains, all issued or
pending permits pertaining to the affected por-
tion of the subject property shall be suspended,
and no new permits shall be issued or reinstated
for a period of up to fifteen {15} consecutive days
or until a final report is received from the State
archaeologist or district medical examiner.

(2) Designations. The board of county commis-
sioners shall hold public hearings to consider pe-
titions/requests for historic designations pursuant
to the criteria of section of 933.10 and pursuant to
the provisions of Chapter 902, Administrative
Mechanisms. Such designations shall eonfer upon
applicable structures or properties an acknowl-
edgement of local historic significance.

All petitions/requests for historic designations
approved by a majority vote of the historic re-
source advisory committee shall be forwarded to

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY CODE

the board of county commissioners for finsl ap-
proval. The board of county commissioners may,
upon a majority vote, designate an area, site, ar-
tifact, excavation, structure or other resource as
an historic resource, regulated by the provisions
of this ordinance.

(3) Appeals. Decisions and/or designations hy
the board of county commissioners concerning his-
toric resources within Indian River County are
subject to the procedures and provisions set forth
by Section 902, Administrative Mechanisms. Ap-
peals of the board’s decision may be initiated hy
the subject property owner or authorized agent.

Upon any appeal of the board’s decision, the
board of county commissioners may continue the
suspension of all activities and permits within that
portion of the site associated with the historic or
archaeclogical resources in question, pending a
final decision or agreement between the board and
the subject property owner{s) or a rendering of a
decision of appeal, whichever occurs first. Any
property owner(s) may waive the deadlines set
forth in this ordinance or request an earlier
hearing by written request to the board of county
commissioners, which shall approve, deny or ap-
prove with conditions all waiver requests.

{Ord. No. 20-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

Seciion 983.07. Exempiions,

Duly anthorized agents of the State of Florida
or the federal povernment, or organizations au-
thorized by Indian River County conducting bona
fide scientific surveys, investigations, excavations
or explorations for the purpose of identification,
protection, or exhumation of historical resources
of Indian River County, may be exempted from
the provisions of this ordinanece, provided such ex-
ernptions are deemed to be in the best interest of
the citizens of Indian River County, the State of
Florida or the nation.

‘In circumstances of emergency or impending di-
saster, the provisions of this ordinance shall in no
way impede or restrict the performance or duties
of any authorized emergency persontiel with
proper jurisdiction in Indian River County. In ad-
dition, the building division director shall have
the authority to issue emergency demolition and/or
construction permits for any historic or potential
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HISTORIC PROTECTION

historic resource which possesses an immediate
or obvious threat to the health, safety and welfare
of the citizens of Indian River County.

(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 933.08. Scenic and historie roads,

(1) Restrictions. It shall be iHlegal and subject
to the penalties provided herein for any person to
engage in any of the following activities without
prior authorization from the planning and zoning
commission:

{a) The erection of structures within the thirty-
" foot buffer or designated protected area of
any designated historic road.

{b) The placement of overhead utilities within
the protected area, except that:

1. Utility drops may be installed to pre-
viously existing buildings within the
protected area;

2. Primary electrical transmission lines
carrying twenty-five thousand (25,000)
volis or more may be exempted from
this restriction hy the county commis-
sion after site plan approval when such
transmission lines propose to eross the
protected area perpendicular to the
scenic road;

3. Utility lines carrying less than twenty-
five thousand (25,000) volts shall be in-
stalled underground, The installation
of transformers shall be allowed when
landscaped to prevent view from the
road when servicing new development
from underground electrical transmis-
sion lines,

(2) Rules and regulations. The board of county
commissioners may from time to time adopt rules
and regulations by resclution setting forth spe-
cific restrictions for the purpose of preserving
scenic and historic roads. Such restrictions may
relate to but shall not be limited to the following
topics:

(a) Providing for the placement of information
signs designating scenic and historic roads
and providing historical information to
members of the public;

§ 938.08

(b) Providing special rules and regulations for
the preservation and maintenance of the
roads with the intent to protect and en-
hance their scenic quality.

(3) Use of protected areu as reguired yard areas.
The protected area defined by this article may be
used to fulfill the requirements of these land de-
velopment regulations pertaining to front, side or
back yard setbhacks.

{4} Management and protection of scenic or his-
toric roads. The public works department of In-
dian River County, the parks department and the
community development department shall imple-
ment guidelines for maintenance of the scenic and
historic roads. The following guidelines apply to
all scenic and historic roads:

(a) Clear cutting of vegetation in the protected

area of any scenic or historic road shall be

prohibited, except under circumstances
where sight lines are obstructed and con-
tribute to traffic hazards;

(b) The cutting of selective vegetation within
the protected area shall be allowed upon
the recommendation of the community de-
velopment department and approval of the
county planning and zoning commission;

{c) The establishment of planting strips within
the protected area to be comprised of native
vegetation shall be allowed upon approval
of the community development director;

{d) Improvements for providing adequate
drainage for the roadbed and surrounding
properties, and a program of maintenance
to ensure the continued effectiveness of the
systems may be established;

(8} The selective removal of trees and other
vegetation from the protected area shall he
allowed when such are damaged beyond res-
toration. In all cases, all such activity will
comply with the Indian River County Tree
Protection Chapter;

(0 Individual management plans for scenic and
historic roadways may set additional re-
strictions or requirements for these road-
WaYS:

1. The additional considerations of Reso-
lution No, 89-39 “Jungle Trail Man-
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agement Plan” shall be applied to all
projects, zonings, uses, and other activ-
ities in the vicinity of the historic
roadway of Jungle Trail.

(Ord. No. 90-16, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 933.09. Archaecological protection,

(1} Archaeological survey requirement, Within
Indian River County, any person(s), company, or-
ganization or government agency engaged or pro-
moting activities which unearth, uncover, or oth-
erwise reveal any suspected archaeological site,
burial, artifact, or other remains, shall be re-
quired to immediately notify the Indian River
County Environmental Planning section as to the
nature, size and exact location of the suspected
find. In addition, the county environmental
planner shall have authority to request an archae-
ological survey from a representative of an autho-
rized agency or qualified archaeologist for devel-
opment in any area known or documented to
contain historic resources. If the presence of his-
toric resources is confirmed, all activities, permits
and/or exemptions associated with that portion of
the subjeet site shall be temporarily suspended
for a period of three (3) working days, or until
initial site inspection, subsequent evaluation and
site-release to continue work is issued by the en-
vironmental planning section, whichever oceurs
first. However, following the initial site inspec-
tion, if human burial remains are found, the en-
vironmental planning staff shall have authority
to temporarily suspend for up to fifteen (15) days
all activities, permits and/or exemptions con-
cerning the subject site until a subsequent inspec-
tion and evaluation is conducted by a representa-
tive of a qualified agency with experience in
archaeological identifications or the medical ex-
aminer. Any known or suspected archaeological
sites, artifacts, remains or other resources shall
be reported fo the historic resources advisory com-
mittee, which shall have the authority:

{a} Torequestthat the property owner conduct
a scientific excavation and evaluation of the
site by [and] under the direction of a bona
fide archaeologist;

) To make recommendations to the board of

county commisgioners as to the nature, im-

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY CODE

portance and possible preservation and/or
protection of the known or suspected ar-
chaeological remains;

{¢) To review for consistency all proposed mit-
igation procedures and potential adverse
impacts to the subject site;

{d) To recommended/comment on variance re-
quests for archaeological protection;

{e) To recommended/comment on potential

. public acquisitions for archaeological pres-

ervation.

(2} Excavations. All subsequent excavations, re-
movals, preservations, designations, displays or
mitigations concerning a potential, known, or des-
ignated archaeological site, must be approved by
the board of county commissioners npon recom-
mendation by the historic resources advisory com-
mittee and/or the appropriate state or federal au-
‘thorities. All approved excavations shall be in
strict accordance with the recommendations, per-
mits, approvals or authorizations of the board of
county ecommissioners and/or any appropriate state
or federal agency with jurisdiction and knowledge
of archaeological resources within Indian River
County.

(3) Human burials. Chapter 872 of the Florida
Statutes (1987) (Offenses Concerning Dead Bodies
and Graves) effects a third degree felony for per-
sons who willfully and knowingly disturb any
human burial remains. Any person who knews or
has reasons to know that an uomarked human
burial is being unlawfully disturbed, destroyed,
defaced, mutilated, removed, excavated or exposed
shall immediately notify the local law enforce-
ment agency with jurisdiction in the area where
the unmarked human burial is located. Persons
with knowledge of the disturbance who fail to no-
tify the local law enforcement agency will be guilty
of a misdemeanor of the second degree. All sub-
sequent actions concerning the subject human
burial shall be in complianee with Chapter 872 of
the Florida Statutes.

{Ord. No. 90-18, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section ©33.10. Historic properties, sites and
structures.

(1) Minimum criteria for designation. Any his-

toric resource included or eventually added to the

Historic Properties Survey of Indian River County,
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Flarida, the National Register of Historic Places,
or any other appropriate and recognized existing
or future survey by an authorized agent of the
local, state or federal government, shall be sub-
- ject to the provisions of this ordinance, as con-
tained herein. All deletions, additions or amend-
ments to the historic properties survey or other
authorized surveys, maps or lists shall be subject
to the processes, criteria, reviews and approvals
as outlined in this ordinance.

The following minimum criteria shall be uti-
tized when evaluating a structure, district, site or
other reseurce for designation as an historic re-
source or for inclusion in the historic properties
survey.

{a) The considered historic resource must be a
minimum of fifty (50) years old and contain
significant character, interest, or value as
part of the historical, enltural, aesthetic and
architectural heritage of Indian River
County, its municipalities, the surrounding
counties, the state, or the nation. General
evaluation criteria shall include the signif-
icance and association of the building with

- the way of life or activities of a major person,
location, event, family, business or institu-
tion recognized as important to the county,
its municipalities, the surrounding coun-
ties, the state, or the nation; or

(b} The considered historic resource displays

the historical, political, cultural, economic
or social trends of community history; or

(e) The considered designation displays unique

* and/or distingnishing characteristics of an

architectural style, design period, method

of construction, detail, craftsmanship or ma-
terial; or ’

(d} The considered historic resource is a his-
toric or outstanding work of a prominent
architect, designer, engineer, builder or
landscape architect; or

(e) The site, building or structure meets the
historic development standards as defined
by, and listed in the regulations of, and eri-
teria for, the National Register of Historic
Places, as prepared by the U.S. Depart-

§ 933,12

ment of the Interior; under the Historic
: Preservation Act of 1966, as amended,
{Ord. No. 90-18, § 1, 9-11-90)

Section 988,11, Incentives for historic pres.
ervation,

(1) Tremsfer of development rights. Any density
which may have been allocated to an archaeclog:
ically *‘designated” portion of & site may be trans-
ferred to other portions of the site (or if necessary,
to other properties) so long ag on the re.
ceiving site is not increased by greaferthan twenty
(20) percent of the density which is mormally al-
lowed in the recéiving sites zoning district, Such
density transfers shall be subject to the provisions
of the planned development zoning distriet.

(2) Tax relief. Conservation easements may be
recorded to protect archaeologically “designated”
sites, pursuant to F.8. 704.08, and tax relief may
be petitioned for accordingly.

{8} Mitigation. The historic resources advisory
committee may request that the community de-
velopment department apply for variances to the
board of adjustment, as needed, to preserve his-
toric resources.

(4) Public acquisitions. The historic resources
advisory committee shall recommend which lo-
cally “designated” sites, if any, are suitable for
public acquisition, identify funding sources and

forward public acquisition recommendations to the’

board of county commissioners for action.
{Ord. No. 90-186, § 1, 9-11-80)

Section 933.12. Penalties/enforcement.

Any person(s), agencies, or-companies who carry
out or cause to be carried out any work, activity,
or disturbanee in viclation of this ordinance shall
be required to restore the subject historic resource
or disturbed portion of the site either to its former
appearance and/or condition prior to the viola-
tion, or in accordance with the recommendations
of the board of county commissioners of Indian
River County. In addition, all viclators of this or-
dinance shatl be liable for fines not to exceed five-
hundred dollars ($500.00) or sixty (60) days in jail
for each violation of the provisions of this ordi-
nance. Violations may be pursued through pro-
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ceedings of the Indian River County Code Enforce-
ment Board or a court competent jurisdiction, and
ghall be in addition to and not in leu of any other
civil or criminal prosecution and/or penalfy oth-
erwise provided in the laws and ordinances of In-
dian River County, the Laws and Statutes of the
State of Florida, or the laws of the United States
of America. '

{Ord. No. 90-18, § 1, 9-11.90)
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HISTORIC RESOURCES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

There was a meeting of the Indian River County (IRC) Historic Resources
Advisory Committee (HRAC) on Thursday, April 17, 2008, at 2:00 p.m. in the
First Floor Conference Room A1-411 of the County Administration Building, 1801
27" Street, Vero Beach, Florida.

Present were Chris Crawford, Architect Appointee; Ruth Stanbridge,
County Historian; Chairman Anna J. Brady, and Ardra Rigby, Citizen-at-Large
Appointees; Lynne Larkin, Attorney Appointee and Wesley S. Davis,
Commissioner Liaison. .

Also present were IRC Staff: Roland DeBlois, Environmental & Code
Enforcement Chief, Bob Keating, Community Development Director, Will
Collins, County Attorney; and Misty L. Pursel, Commissioner Assistant, District
1. Others present: Michael O’Brien, County Surveyor; George Maib, Amanda
Avery, and Todd Smith, Ocean Concrete; Charles Wilson, Media Arts Group;
Harry Tanner, Judy Tanner, William Stanbridge, and Paul Lucas, Interested
Parties. '

You may hear an audio of the meeting; review the agenda and the minutes
on the IRC website - hitp://www.ircgov.com/Boards/HRAC/2008.htm. Please
note listed at the end of each agenda item refers to time location of these items
on the audio recorded of the meeting.

Call to Order

Chairman Brady called the meeting to order, at which time a quorum was
noted. She welcomed new member Ardra Rigby.

Approval of Minutes of March 20, 2008 Meeting

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Stanbridge, SECONDED by
Mrs. Larkin, the members voted unanimously (5-0)
to approve the March 20, 2008 minutes as
presented. (00:02:14)

HRAC/Unapproved 1. April 18, 2008
C:\Documents and Settings\roland\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKC\Min 04 17 08.doc
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Consideration of Surveyor Report on Old Dixie Highway Study

Mr. Michael O’'Brien, County Surveyor, referred to his memorandum dated
April 15, 2008 and indicated he was continually working on his written report and
therefore, was not able to offer it at this time; however, mentioned he did not
believe his verbal report given at last month’s Historic Resources Advisory
Committee would significantly change.

Mr. O'Brien provided Carter & Associates’ report entitled “Surveyor’s
Report of Findings Relative to Old Dixie Highway Study CR512 to U.S. Highway
No. 1, Indian River County Project No. 0752” with a copy of a map, copies of
which are on file in the Commission Office.

Mr. O'Brien confirmed Carter & Associates’' report concluded the 1.3 mile
segment was part of the original Dixie Highway and alignment did exist.

a. Discussion of issues outlined in staff report presented at the March 20,
2008 HRAC meeting (00:02:20)

b. Review of Corridor plan criteria established in County Code Section
911.22 (00:25:26)

Mr. Roland DeBlois, IRC Environmental & Cod'e Enforcement Chief
provided a copy of indian River Code Section 911.22, a copy of which is on file in
the Commissioner Office.

Discussions ensued regarding procedural issues involved with the order of
designation of the 1.3 mile segment as historic and setting specific criteria.

Mr. DeBlois referred to Indian River Code Chapter 933 regarding
_generalized restrictions which apply to historic roads and suggested making
clear any criteria qualifications.

Discussion followed regarding the Committee’s previous recommendation
to the Board of County Commissioners (“Board”) and their action and ruling.

Mrs. Ruth Stanbridge leaves at 2:54 p.m.

Ms. Amanda Avery, Ocean Concrete presented a PowerPoint regarding
the history of Dixie Highway, a copy of which is on file in the Commission Office.

Discussion was made regarding clarification of the original
motion/recommendation to the Board.

HRAC/Unapproved 2 April 18, 2008
C:\Documents and SettingsirolandiLocal Settings\Temporary Infernet Files\OLKC\Min 04 17 08.doc
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Crawford, this Committee
maintains the previous recommendation of the 1.3 mile
segment of Old Dixie Highway as a historic road,
including the rest of Old Dixie Highway, and any
proposals of modifications made to the road come
before this Committee. (02:08:48)

UNDER DISCUSSION, Mr. Crawford withdrew his motion and the
Committee discussed alterations to the previous motion/recommendation to the
Board. (02:09:42) '

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Larkin, SECONDED BY Ms.
Brady, to recommend to the Board of County
Commissioners to declare the 1.3 mile segment of Old
Dixie Highway referenced in the Petition as a historic
designation. (02:14:15)

UNDER DISCUSSION, Mrs. Larkin suggested altering the previous
motion/recommendation regarding no alterations to include language no
alterations until historic designation by decision of the Board; wherein the Board
makes the decision on the criteria of a management plan.

Mr. DeBlois recommended providing specific direction regarding some
level of alterations to the road.

The motion was restated and revised.

ON MOTION BY Mrs. Larkin, SECONDED BY Ms.
Brady, the Historic Resources Advisory Committee finds
enough criteria to recommend {o the Board of County
Commissioners a) to declare the 1.3 mile segment of
Old Dixie Highway referenced in the Petition as a
historic designation; b) alterations to the road can occur
contingent upon consideration of those alterations with
protection of historic integrity; ¢) formal designation
would not go into effect until and unless a management
plan with specific criteria is established through due
process. (02:28:15)

UNDER DISCUSSION, Mr. Rigby questioned why the ownership cannot
be on the management of the companies this designation is affecting instead of
using public funding.

HRAC/Unapproved 3 April 18, 2008
C:\Documents and Settingsi\roland\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKC\Min 04 17 08 (2).doc

330




THE CHAIRMAN CALLED FOR THE QUESTION and the vote was 3-1,
Mr. Rigby in opposition. (02:32:05)

Other Business (02:40:33)

Chairman Brady mentioned a proclamation for Historic Preservation Month
in May, with the theme “This Place Matters” will be read at the first Board of
County Commissioners meeting on May 8, 2008.

Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 4:40 p.m.

HRAC/Unapproved 4 ‘ April 18, 2008
CiDocuments and Settings\roland\bocal Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKCWMin 04 17 08.doc
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSION
REQUEST TO BE SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC DISCUSSION

Any organization or individual wishing to address the Board of County Commission shall complete this
form and submit it to the Indian River County Administrator’s Office.

PUBLIC DISCUSSION INFORMATION

Indian River County Code Section 102.04(9)(b): as a general rule, public discussion
items should be limited to matters on which the commission may take action

Indian River County Code Section 102.07(2): limit remarks to three minutes unless
additional time is granted by the commission

NAME OF INDIVIDUAL OR ORGANIZATION:  Dr. Stephen J. Faherty, Sr.

ADDRESS: 2120 Captains Walk, Vero Beach, FI 32963 PHONE: 231-8139

SUBJECT MATTER FOR DISCUSSION:  Vero Beach Electric Utility

IS A PRESENTATION PLANNED? X YES NO
IS BACK-UP BEING PROVIDED YES X NO
IS THIS AN APPEAL OF A DECISION YES X NO

WHAT RESOLUTION ARE YOU
REQUESTING OF THE COMMISSION?

ARE PUBLIC FUNDS OR ACTIVITIES REQUIRED? YES X NO

WHAT FUNDS OR ACTIVITIES ARE

REQUIRED TO MEET THIS REQUEST? VA

Transmitted to Administrator Via:
Interactive Web Form
V E-Mail
Fax
Mail
_ Hand Delivered ‘ MEETING DATE: V) % & # 2008
Phone

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR!
Joseplt A. Baird
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PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY
MEMORANDUM

TO: Joseph A. Baird
County Administrator

DEPARTMENT HEAD CONCURRENCE:

Community Development Director

FROM: Roland M. DeBlois, AICP i
Chief, Environmental Planning
& Code Enforcement Section

DATE: April 29, 2008

RE: "Notice of Scheduled Public Hearing for Upcoming Board Meeting

It is requested that the Board of County Commissioners formally consider the following information at the
Board’s regular meeting of May 6, 2008.

DESCRIPTION AND CONDITIONS

Please be advised that the following public hearing has been scheduled for Board consideration:

May 13, 2008 meeting:

o Consideration to approve a conservation easement relating to expenditure of environmental
land bond funds for the City of Fellsmere’s Florida Communities Trust Grant Project known
as “Fellsmere Trailhead Preserve.” [Administrative]

RECOMMENDATION

This notice of public hearing is provided for the Board’s information. No action is needed at this time.

APPROVED:
LR.County Appraved | Date
Admin. L ) 9/20/08
Legal / N
FOR: May 6. 2008 Budget
Dept. ﬂ %lk M IFLY/
Risk Mer. P
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA

AGENDA ITEM
Date: April 15, 2008
To: Joseph A. Bai(\d County Administrator
From: W. Erik Olson,\_s%)ec. or of Utility Services

Prepared & Staffed by: Michael C. Hotchkiss, P.E., Capital Projects Manager 777 /Aj
L. R. Brown, PE, Environmental Engineer

Subject: Consulting Services Amendment 2 to Work Order No. 5 with Post,
Buckley, Schue and Jernigan (PBS&J) for Permitting, Design and
Construction Services for the West Regional Wastewater
Treatment Plant Expansion UCP-2621

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS:

Work Order No. 5 issued to PBS&J for $967,500 was approved by the Commission on July 12,
2005 for permitting, design and construction services for the West Regional Wastewater Treatment
Plant (WWTP) Expansion to 6 mgd. Amendment 1 to this Work Order for $61,400 for expanded
odor control was approved on October 3, 2006. '

It is necessary to expand our reuse distribution system to account for increased wastewater capacity
and also to satisfy St. Johns River Water Management District’s policies and well permit
requirements. PBS&J has completed the reuse hydraulic study internal to the treatment plant in
connection with the expansion project. Since PBS&] is already working on projects related to the
reuse system, as well as being the engineer of record for the WWTP expansion, it would be
‘advantageous for the county to issue an amendment to the existing contract to cover the new work
rather than duplicating efforts with another firm.

Amendment 2 to WO #5 to PBS&J would include the design of an expanded reuse transfer system
internal from the treatment plant to the North Treatment Plant for future distribution. The design
would include hydraulic analysis, pump and piping changes, electrical, controls and construction
services. Amendment 2 would increase the contract by $24,800 and include $22,300 for design
services and $2,500 for construction services. Total engineering fees with Amendment 2 would
increase to $1,053,700.

RECOMMENDATION:

The staff of the Department of Utility Services recommends that the Board of County
Commissioners approve Amendment 2 to Work Order No. 5 with Post, Buckley, Schue and
Jernigan in the amount of $24,800 for additional work associated with, reuse distribution and
authorize the Chairman to execute the same as presented.

F\Utilities\UTILITY - EMPLOYEE FOLDERS\Larry Brown\Agenda-PBS&J Amendment 2.dec
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Attachments:
1. Amendment 2 To Work Order Number 5
2 Exhibit I Proposal
Accounts for Funding:
$24,800 — Account No. 472-169000-08513

APPROVED FOR AGENDA:

FaUtilities\UTILITY - EMPLOYEE FOLDERS\Larry Brown\Agenda-PBS&J Amendment 2.doc

Indian River
Co.

Approv

ed

Admin . \

Legal

Budget 4
Dept Qi "*—)— “3[\& Joz
Risk Megr. P
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AMENDMENT NUMBER 2 ___TOWORK ORDER NUMBER __§

This Amendment Number _2 to Work Order Number 5 is entered into as of this _____ day
of , 200__, pursuant to that certain Continuing Contract Agreement for
Professional Services entered into as of April 6, 2004 and amended effective April 7, 2007
(as so amended, the “Agreement”), by and between Indian River County, a political
subdivision of the State of Fiorida (“County” and POST, BUCKLEY, SCHUH &
JERNIGAN, INC. ("CONSULTANT").

1. The County has selected the Consultant to perform the professional services set
forth in existing Work Order Number , Effective Date

2. The County and the Consuitant desire to amend this Work Order as set forth on
Exhibit 1 aftached to this Amendment and made a part hereof by this reference. The
professional services will be performed by the Consultant for the fee schedule set forth in
Exhibit 1 and within the timeframe more particularly set forth in Exhibit 1, all in accordance
with the terms and provisions set forth in the Agreement.

3. From and after the Effective Date of this Amendment, the above-referenced
Work Order is amended as set forth in this Amendment. Pursuant to paragraph 1.4 of the
Agreement, nothing contained in any Work Order shall conflict with the terms of the
Agreement and the terms of the Agreement shail be deemed to be incorporated in each
“individual Work Order as if fully set forth herein.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, the parties hereto have executed this Amendment to
Work Order as of the date first written above.

CONSULTANT: PO§T ?UCKLEY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

SCHUHW INC. OF INDIAN RIVER COUNTY
By

Chairman
Title: Uv <& % fS/%g’f?f BCC Approved Date:
Date: [r[/éﬁ/ﬁ g Attest: J.K. Barton, Clerk of Court
t v
By
Deputy Clerk
Approved

WS

Jaseph A\Baird, County Administrator

! ved as to form and legal sufficiency:
PV

| Mdfian E. Fell, Senor AssiStant County Attorney
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Exhibit 1 — Proposal
Amendment No.2
To
Work Order No. 5
Scope of Services

Indian River County
BDepartment of Utility Services

Additional Design Services for the West Regional WWTF
General

PBS&J has been providing design services on the West Region WWTF for Indian River County Department of Utility
Services (the County). During the course of the design, additional design services have been requested by the
. County to evaluate and design the replacement of the existing reclaimed water pumps located across the ribs.
PBS&J would provide the additional design and associated construction services (shop drawing reviews, RFI, site
visits} according to the following scope of services with County staff's written approval.

Scope of Work
The scope of sarvices shall include the following specific items:

1. Evaluate the replacement of existing pumps in its original location vs. down stream of intermediate pump
station at the plant site. The evaluation will be summarized in a mernorandum format. The evaluation will
include cost and non-cost factors.

2. Two (2) pumps {with one as standby) will be included in the design to provide a total pumping capacity of 2.0
MGD. PBS&J will calculate the pump discharge head based on the existing pipe between the two plants.
County will provide the existing system information.

3. Incorporate the design of the pump control system in the plant SCADA system and design its interface with
the remote storage tank located at the north plant. 1t is envisioned that a meiorized valve at the tank will
control the water flow into the remote tank. Pump control shall be based on the discharge pressure and the
remote motorized valve status. Valve position shall be interlocked with the pump operation fo coordinate
start/stop and to avoid water hammer in the fransmission line. '

4. Based on the effluent piping hydraulic evaluation, plant site piping modifications shall be identified and
designed. :

5. Structural modification and/or additions to the intermediate pump station will be designed to incorporate the
new reuse pumps.

6. Inthe plant site location option, the reclaimed water pump station discharge pipe shall be extended to down
stream side of the existing reclaimed water pump. The pipe line drawing shall be in plan view only and shall

be shown on an aerial base map to 1" = 40’ scale. No new surveying is deemed necessary or included in
the scope.

7. The pump station and reuse main extension design shall be incorporated in the current construction project
underway at the West Regional WWTP via a change order.

8. According to conversation with FDEP no new permit or permit modification are anticipated cr included in the
scope. A letter of notification will be sent to FDEP describing the changes.

The work outlined above will be completed in conjunction to the construction of the West Region WWTF.

Schedule

The estimated time frame for completion of services from the approval of this Work Order is as
follows:

Page 1 of 2

U WOProjects IRC_W _WW200HWOXX West WRFWI _Proposals'1A_Proposals:Additional Design Services IRC.Exp. W. Reg. Waste Water Treaiment Facility Proj.4 07141505 Reuse Rev
t.doc
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1. Engineering Design & Preparation of 3 weeks
2. and Bid Documents

2. Construction Plans 3 weeks

Compensation

Compensation for the additional structural, mechanical and electrical design and censtruction services associated
with this amendment will be by Lump Sum method for each task as authorized in writing by County staff.

Design Services $22,300.00 Lump Sum
Construction Services $2,500.00 Lump Sum
Total = $24,800.00 Lump Sum

Page 2 of 2
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA

AGENDA ITEM
Date: . March 18, 2008
To: Joseph A. Baird, County Adménistrator
From: W. Erik Olson, D&& m
Thru: Michael C. Hotchkiss, P.E., Capital Projects Manager 77/,4

Prepared By:  Art Pfeffer, Project Specialist A

Subject: Sheltra and Sons Construction, Inc. - Change Order 2
' Vero Lake Estates Master Planned Water Main-Phase I — UCP 2958

BACKGROUND

On May 1, 2007 the Board of County Commissioners authorized the Department of
Utility Services fo proceed with design of approximately 25,590 If of 12” P.V.C. and
H.D.P.E. Master Planned Water Main and approximately 1,335 If of 6” P.V.C. and
H.D.P.E. Master Planned Water Main along 915t Avenue, 79t Street and 104% Avenue
in Vero Lake Estates Subdivision. On November 20, 2007, The Board of County
Commissioners awarded the Vero Lake Estates Master Plan Water Main Project-
Phase I to Sheltra and Sons Construction of Indian Town, Florida in the amount of
$968,328.00. On December 18, 2007 the Board of County Commissioners approved
Change Order No. 1, for $103,248.00 that provided additional piping and fire hydrants
along 79t Street, 83vd Street and 87t Street between 104th Avenue and 105t Avenue,
adjusting the contract price to $1,071,576.00. The project is now under eonstruction
with significant progress being made. Field conditions require the addition of 188
total feet, horizontal directional bore at five locations. On 915t Avenue at two locations
the added bore was to prevent damage to the pavement base. At County Road 512, a
conflict with a drainage pipe necessitated 15 additional feet and a reverse tap. On 79t
Street a new bore, not in the plans, was required to avoid open cutting 101t Avenue.

ANALYSIS

~ The additional 188 total feet, horizontal directional bore is documented in Attachment
1 with an explanation for the change and notes the locations, change in length, unit
price of bore, deduction of PVC pipe, sod and asphalt. The total for horizontal
directional bore is $10,949.60. The contract price will be adjusted to $1,082,525.60
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RECOMMENDATION

The staff of the Department of Utility Services recommends that the Board of County
Commissioners approve the attached Change Order No. 2 in the amount of $10,949.60
for additional work associated with completing the Master Plan Water Main-Phase I at
Vero Lake HEstates and authorize the Chairman to execute the same, as presented.

ATTACHMENT(s):
Change Order No. 2 to IRC Contract 2008015 (1Page)
Attachment No 1 (1Page)-
ACCOUNT INFORMATION:

Description | Account No. Amount

Capital Projects { 472-169000-07516 | $10,949.60

APPROVED FOR AGENDA:

By . ~) Indian River Co. Aypregsd Date
seph Al Baird, County Administrator Administration [ Q) j’leg’/ag {
o : Utilities h ; 5: :5 [o3
‘ Budget ‘ . A2 [m
For m é 2ol ‘,?/ Legal MA@ ‘}é%l((
/‘ Dat’e ' ’ ‘ Risk Manager [ ’
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CHANGE ORDER

No._ 2

PROJECT Vero Lake Estates Master Planned 127 Water Transmission Main

DATE OF ISSUANCE November 20, 2007 EFFECTIVE DATE _ Japuary 3. 2008
OWNER Sheltra & Son Construction Co., Inc.
OWNER’s Contract No. UCP #2958 SBS Work Order No. 4

CONTRACTOR Sheltra & Son Construction Co., Inc. ENGINEER__ Schulke, Bittle & Stoddard, LLC

You are directed to make the following changes in the Contract Documents:

Description: Additional lengths of bore

Reason for change order: Additional 188 ft directional bore lengths to accommodate reverse tap. due to

inflexibility of 12” HDPE and a paved roadway as requested by IRCDUS field personnel. Delete
equivalent amount of PVC pipe. asphalt overlay and sod.

Attachments: (See Attached Exhibit “A™)

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE
Original Contract Price
$ 968.328.00

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME
Original Contract Times

Substantial Completion: 240

Ready for final payment:

Days or dates

Net changes from previous Change Orders
No. toNo._1

Net change from previous Change Orders
No._ _toNo._1

$ 103.248.00 30 days
Contract Price prior fo this Change Order Contract Time prior to this Change Order
$ 1.071.576.00 Substantial Completion: 270

Ready for final payment:

Days or dates
Net Increase (decrease) in this Change Order Net Increase in this Change Order
$ _10.949.60 0
days

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders Contract Time with all approved Change Orders
A 1,082.525.60 Substantial Completion: 270

Ready for final payment:

Days or dates

MCOW%MPRMD: |
By: \)\j — By: ... .

Engineer (Authorized Signature)

Date: b{/ ? / 08

Date:

EJCDC No. C-700 (2002 Edition}

Prepared by the Engineers Joint Contract Documents Committee and endorsed by The Associated

General Contractors of America.
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Exhibit “A”

No. | Location | Bid |New | Change | New Cost | Less +++ Total Change
Ft Ft Deducts Cost

1* 79+18 11507 | 170" | 207 $1,880.00 ($540.00) $1,340.00

2% 1 102+23 | 702 82’ 12 $1,128.00 ($324.00) $ 804.00

3*** | 108+89 | 68° 114 | 46 $4,324.00 ($1,242.00) $3,082.00

4+ | 839+72 | &0’ 75° 15’ $1,410.00 ($405.00) $1,005.00

5 ++ | 233432

0 95’ 95° $8,930.00 ($4,211.40) $4,718.60

$17,672.00 | ($6,722.40) $10,949.60

L

* Additional footage due to inflexibility of 12" HDPE for depth of bore under
drainage canal

** Additional footage to carry beyond drainage pipe

*** Additional footage result of close drainage pipe, distance needed for bore
machine and necessity to reverse tap at CR510

+ Additional footage necessary for reverse tap at CR512
++ Additional bore necessary for recently paved road.

+++ Deduction for PVC, sod and asphalt not installed due to change in pipe
distance.
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VERO LAKE ESTATES 12” MASTER PLAN WATER MAIN

11-9-07 Phase | — Bid Opening

11-13-07 Amendment No. 1 to Work Order No. 4, SBS add additional fire protection
mains on 87", 83, 79" between 104" Ave and 105" Ave, Approved BCC

11-20-07  Phase | — Award project to Sheltra and Sons, $968,328.00.
Change Order No. 1 — {Amendment No. 1) fire protection mains
Sheltra and Sons, $103,248.00
Contract Price $1,071,576.00
11-26-07 Public Works Change Order 2 for installation of 12" Water Main,
79" St. (106™ Ave to 101% Ave)
87" St. (106" Ave to 102™ Ave) Lump Sum $124,358.00
1-3-08 Shetra and Sons - Notice to Proceed-240 days. Complete 9-2-08
1-10-08  Phase ll — Bid Opening
1-14-08 Right of Way Permit issued Phase |
1-28-08 Phase Il — Award project to Tim Rose Construction, $471,450.00

3-4-08 Tim Rose Contracting, Notice to Proceed-120 days. Complete 07-02-08

There are five directional bore changes for a total of 188"

Sta. 79+18 — 91° Ave at Drainage Canal, Additional 20’ due to of 12” HDPE for depth of
bore under drainage canal.

Sta. 102+23 — 91 Ave at 85" Place, Additional 12’ to carry beyond drainage pipe.

Sta. 108+89 — 85" Place at CR 510, Additional 46’ due to close drainage pipe, distance
for set-up needed for bore machine and necessity to reverse tap at CR510.

Sta. 839+72 — 104™ Ave at CR 512, Additional 15 necessary for reverse tap at CR512.

Sta. 233+32 — 79" Street at 101% Ave, Additional 95" necessary to avoid open cutting a
paved road. 101% Ave is a paved road shown as dirt on the construction drawing.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL OFFICE

Indian River County Environmental Control Heariug Board Indian River County Board of County Commissioners
Alan §. Polackwich Sitting as the Environmental Control Board
Steve Snoberger Sandra L. Bowden
Richard D. Cahoy - L - . Wesley $. Davis
Clete Deller, Ir. Joseph E. Flescher
Dr. Matthew $, Zoffer ‘ Peter D. O’Bryan

Gary C. Wheeler
Environmental Control Officer ’

Cheryl L. Dumn, R. 8. B
Suzanne H. Vitunac, Attorney

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
DATE: April 25, 2008

MEMO TO:  Board of County Commissioners sitting as ,
Environmental Control Board, indian River County

FROM: - Cheryl L Dunn, R. S. (iusfl £deensD 1§ |

Environmental Control Officer

SUBJECT: Report of Activities During First Quarter (Jahuary through March,
2008) .

The following is a sﬁaméry of enforcement activities conducted by the Environmental
- Control Office during the above quarter: - - : '

1. Pursuant to Hearing Board Order, a $10,000.00 civil penalty was paid in a case
involving pollutant discharges onto ground surfaces by an auto salvage business. A
-Release of Lien was then presented to and approved by the Board of County
Commissioners. Earlier in the case, the owner had been ordered to and had retained an
environmental consultant to prepare a site contamination assessment and remedial
~ action plan, and had conducted certain cleanup activities and established best
management practices on the site. Gary Pollard, Case No. 356-02.

2. A settlement was negotiated in a case filed for untawful septic tank contracting,
and paperwork is being completed to finalize the settlement. Previously, the Respondent
secured a licensed septic tank contractor to qualify the company for septic tank
contracting. Earlier in the case, the Hearing Board had ordered the company to cease
and desist all septic tank contracting activities and ordered the removal of septic tank
contracting signs from the company's trucks. The settlement will be presented to the
Hearing Board in April and will address the issue of civil penalties to be levied in the
case. Triple C and T Investments, Inc., D/B/A Reliable Poly-John, Case No. 422-07.

3. Pursuant to Stipulation and Hearing Board Order, the property owner of a Vero
Beach rental property, paid $2,000 in civil penalties. This amount represents the first
four payments of a $2,500 civil penalty levied in the case. The case involved a
malfunctioning septic system which had been discharging improperly treated sewage
onto ground surfaces thereby causing a sanitary nuisance. Previously and pursuant fo

1900 - 27th Street
Vero Beach, FL 32960
Phone: (772) 794-7440

FAX: (772) 794-7447

>
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enforcement, the gwner had the property's septic system properly repaired by a licensed
contractor.  Any improperly built septic system is by law considered a sanitary nuisance
injurious to public health, due to the hazards associated with improperly treated human
sewage. Eric Caolli, Case No. 423-07

4, Pursuant to Hearing Board Order Approving Stipulation, the owner of a
Sebastian mobile home park has provided a required status report conceming his
progress towards compliance. The Order and Stipulation require the property to be
connected to the County water and sewer systems or the property vacated on or before
August 1, 2008. Due to the availability of public sewerage, continued use of the septic
systems is not allowed, and County ordinance as well as State law require that the
properiy be connected to the available public sewerage system. Jerome F. Sullivan and
Mary Ann Sullivan, (Riverview Trailer Park) Case No. 425-07 ‘

5. Pursuant to Stipulation and Hearing Board Order, a $200 civil penalty was paid in
a case filed against the owner of a Sebastian food service establishment. The case
involved allegations that the owner had continued operation of the e establishment after
water had been turned off to the establishment. The Stipulation and Order require that
the owner immediately close all food operations and notify the Health Department in the
event of future water outages. Paradise Marina Enterprises, Inc., Case No. 430-07.

6. A case was filed against the owner of a Vero Beach property for connecting a
recreational vehicle fo the septic system on the property without required reapproval of
the septic system. Discovery has commenced in the case. Fred Mensing et al, Case
No. 431-08.

[# A case was filed against the owner of a Vero Beach underground petroleum
storage facility, alleging the owner's failure to permanently and properly close an
unmaintained underground petroleum storage system within 90 days of discovery, and
failure to perform a required assessment. Park Condo Property, LLC, Case No. 433-08.

8. Pursuant to Hearing Board Order a Vero Beach public swimming pool at a
housing development has been closed. The Board Order requires that the pool remain
closed until a plan for appropriate control of the pool premises has been submitted to
and approved by the Health Depariment. The owner had been cited for numerous and
repeat violations of pool regulations, including requirements that proper chlorine levels
be maintained. The Hearing Board retained jurisdiction and set the case up for further
- hearing on the issue of civil penalties to be levied for the violations. Shelby Homes at
Oslo, Inc., Case No. 434-08. ’

9. A case was filed against the owner of a Vero Beach public spa type pool, for
violations including improper chlorine and pH fevels. DSTS, LLC (Regency Park) Case
No. 435-08.

cc:  Miranda Swanson, MPH, Administrator, indian River County Health Department
Jason, Brown, Management and Budget Director, Indian River County
Mayur Rao, Business Manager, Indian River County Health Departiment
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