











IV. Revamp and modernize 163 F.S. and rule 9J-5. (See FAPA October “The
Future of Florida’s Growth Management System. See especially items #5 and
#7).

1. Establish new requirements for local government comprehensive plans
and programs designed to facilitate their preparation and adoption.

a. Local plan adoption would include the following: 1) community-
wide visions pursuant to Section 163.3177(11) F.S.; 2) strategies
and policies to achieve the vision; 3) indicators to measure
progress toward achieving the vision; 4) preferred planning
principles that fall within a range of options established for
accomplishing key state goals and protecting state interests as
identified in the State Comprehensive Plan; and 5) ensure full
public participation in the creation of the community-wide visions.

b. The Department of Community Affairs in coordination with the
regional planning councils shall establish a comprehensive grant
program to facilitate local plan revisions by providing educational
and community visioning tools, technical assistance, fiscal impact
assessment, planning support services, and financial assistance.

V. Streamline the plan review process at state, regional and local levels.

V1. Provide authority to the Governor to impose financial and state funding
sanctions for non compliance with vital state interests in state plan.

VI1I. Make the RPC’s the lead agency for sector planning efforts, and make the
necessary revisions to facilitate and promote increased utilization of advanced
planning tools. Remove the restriction on sector plans.

VI11.Revise Rural Land Stewardship to ensure coordinated environmental resource
protection and regional planning.

IX. Develop and advance a statewide GIS Decision Support System (GIS-DSS) to
depict the state vision and plan as a composite of the regional visions and plans.
The DSS would allow policymakers to graphically see the implications of
policy changes. Additionally the DSS could include a 3D visualization to
illustrate various scenarios of successful forms and patterns of development for
the entire region or portion of a region.

X.  Pursuant to planning reforms, streamline DRI review process where DRIs are in

conformance with regional visions and state interests. Develop a team planning
process to deal with multi-jurisdictional impacts.
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3. Evaluation Reports. Summary of the NEFRC FAQs and other issues that

DCA will need to clarify for successful implementation.

The attendees seemed aware of the CIE and the process involved in preparing and
submitting the CIE by the December 1, 2008 deadline. However, there were some
questions that the NEFRC staff were able to address and were found to be valuable
comments and questions. Below is a brief outline of the types of the specific questions
asked but not necessarily issues that would require DCA to clarify for the successful
implementation of the CIE.

[N

Has DCA actually prevented Future Land Use amendments?

What are the developer rights in the instance that the CIE is not submitted
and the future land use amendments are not allowed to be transmitted and
adopted?

How many local governments have adopted the proportionate fair
share and are applying it?

If a development is already identified in the CIE and the land use
changes in the Comprehensive Plan will it be subject to a review?
What constitutes “other” amendments that are ClE-related and not
subject to the twice-per-year review requirements?

Is the De minimis tracking only for the fiscal year?

If a LOS standard on a State highway not on the SIS system is
changed by the local government, what extent does FDOT have the
authority to dispute the new LOS standard?

Does de minimis apply outside of the impact area for a local
jurisdiction even if there is a hurricane evacuation route being directly
impacted, or a road operating at 110% or more of its capacity? To hat
extent?




August 30" 2007 at Flagler County BOCC: - A total of 23 people attended this
training session.  There were no elected officials present at the training.
Represented at the training was NEFRC staff, the City of Palatka, Putnam County,
City of Palm Coast, City of Bunnell, St. Augustine Beach, the Town of Baldwin and
Flagler County. There were many questions similar to the August 29" training
session, however there were also several questions that were not addressed on the
29" and not included in that summary.

There was discussion was on the meaning of de minimis and the intent of DCA to
request this information from the local governments, and how this information should
be compiled. Issues regarding what the local governments were to do in the event
that the project subject to a FLUM amendment extended beyond the 5 year horizon
and the improvement was not needed until the second phase (years 5-10) were
discussed and the exchanging of ideas and conflicts was discussed. Ed Lehman
cited several hypothetical examples to assist in addressing the need to demonstrate
financial feasibility. Level of Service standards also was a point of discussion, and
how these should be reflected on non-SIS facilities. Some clarification was made
requiring the local governments to reference and use the Five year FDOT work
program and to cite this in the CIE.

There was much discussion amongst attendees on issues related to hurricane
evacuation LOS standards and as it relates to the LOS standards set in the
Comprehensive Plan and the CIE. Discussion was also leading into conflicts and
issues between HB7203 and requirements of Hurricane Evacuation HB 1359. The
point was made that the LOS adopted for out-of-County evacuation, and the one for
In-County evacuation were mitigated through actions mandated in HB 1359, which
may need to be reflected in the CIE. The point was also stated that the
Comprehensive Plan does not need to be financially feasible, but the CIE must be
financially feasible according to the statutory requirements. One outstanding
question is the question about what type of review the DCA will do on the CIE
updates — will there be a NOI, sufficiency review, etc. What type of response will
DCA issue upon completion of the review of the CIE. What penalties can occur if a
CIE is submitted but is not sufficient? Is there still a moratorium on FLUM
amendments?






