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 Manatee County trends

* Impact Fee Update 2015
—New study
—New fee schedule

* Administering the Program
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Manatee County Population
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Manatee County, FL
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DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS / CONCURRENCY - NORTH COUNTY

Projects in
Database
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PARTIAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
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DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS / CONCURRENCY SOUTH COUNTY
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PARTIAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
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Unincorp.
SW N SE County
March 2016 County County County Total

Total Dwelling Units* 2,744 18,35( 16,08¢

Total Future Population 6,547 43,30¢ 37,36:( 87,81¢

(Dwelling Units x 2.3pph)

thal NonResidential * 2 Q 7 4 12 € 29 1
(million sq.ft)

*includes pending & approvegrojects with a Certificate of Level of Service
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* In 2015, Lake Flores project approved in SW County was 6,500 ur



2,000 dwelling units / year (avg. 200%55) constructed
15,000 Approved,

but up to

12,000 marketasto
when it gets

9,000 built. \

# Unit
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* Not all projects:
— approved get built (10+ years)
— under construction

e |Ssues:

—Large utility service
designations

— Low density residential development
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* Phase 1- Completed
* New impact fee study
* New impact fee schedule
» Update of Code of Ordinances
» Update of Land Development Code

» Adopted with no legal challenges



» Changes to impact fee program:
 Library impact fee (new)
» Administrative fee (new)
c Some fees parti al
Based Approach?”

* Multi-modal transportation
« Law Enforcement
* Public Safety QB



+ Changes to I mpact
* Dwelling Unit fee based on size vs.

bedrooms
* Multi-modal transportation fee varies b

district
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Phase 2

» Administrative Procedures Update

* Ongoing

Phase 37
80% fees April 16, 2016
90% fees April 16, 2017
100% fees April 16, 2018
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Well done study, thorough analysis
Consultant had short turn around time
Substantial increase in impact fees reflected:
» cost of Infrastructure increases in market

» amount of infrastructure per unit

Board adopted the percentages (eases impac
on local economy)
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School Board & school impact fees st



. H|nd5|ght- Do anything different?
» Adjust timing of impact fee study with Schot

Board?

« Spent more time with development
community?

« Utilize the 80/90/100% percentages ?

« Advantage to updating the study more ofter
—every 3 years? N~
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* Development Tracking
* Accounting of Impact Fee Funds

* Use of Impact Fee Funds in Capital
Projects
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* Tracking of New Development

* Monthly concurrency report
» Certificates of Occupancy

* Review of Impact fee credit
applications for infrastructure built

* Review of alternative impact fee
analysis applications
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* Accounting of Impact
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Impact Fee Program

Road Impact Fee Credits Approved and Balance Remaining

Frogect Neme

BAYSHORE CARDENS SBHPG CTR
BOLLETTIER! INC

CHURCH OF ST PETER & PALL
DAVID COUFLAND

EGAN ADAMS/CRAM SLAM INC
ENTERPRISE | ABSET QROUP
FLORIDA TENNE ACADEMY
FICHARD & FATRICIA FISHER
SOUTHLAMD CORPORATION

CYPRESS CREEK INVESTMENTS, LLC
CABCOUNT AUTO PARTE. INC 2552
DTC ENTERPRISE PARTNERSHIP
FAIRFAX JOINT VENTURE
FAIRFAX JOINT VENTURE N

GARY BRADKARSE

GLEMAROOKE INVESTMENT
HAPPY QOBPEL SINGERS
HARWAL ABSOC  INC. A WR
HENSOM INDUSTRIAL PARK
HIGHLAND RIDGE

ISAAC'S BUPER CENTER

JUNG LUCK

KX & C8 DEV CORFP.

LA MIRADA GARDENS LTD

M4 L ENTERPRIGES

MARTEL AUTO SALES

MLAM VALLEY CONCRETE

Propored Novamber 30, 2018

Date
Approved Amount Apgeoved
oM $50,880.00

s $125,000.00
0472573 $17.212.00

12008 $3243.71
12597 $30.230.00
120108 1027598
0as1Res 12074
orarms $1,125.00
03200 §30,180.00
080193 $22.100.83
120008 $2,710.00
0AntBs $5,202.00

020693 $9¢ 237 86
anvEs $702610.00

121am $43376.00
100494 $7.740.75
o250 8805 643.54
0872798 £14,367 .00
011508 $111.742.5
0003 $6.765.00
0\a1me $48,075.00
100714 8661 064,00
e $7 850,00
040301 $3.862.92
o7n e $37 126,30
092889 $31,300.00
012086 $2836.20
082000 $50,502.20
0028708 $10 467 54
102100 19221800
oA2es 86 .580.00

02802 $131,700.00
00205 $11,05000
PO 661 964 00

002803 §59,100 1
0B I0s $235 ©80.00
Urinown 28 00000
0820/00 $2.5085.00
072788 £2 150.00

Fee

Baterce
Rurrmineg

$80,880 00
44,400 00
$1337000
1537
M2
$1027584
558474
$653 00
$2.54300
$10.362 85
$2168 00
$1.01500
$SE7.08389
$185203 40
§4.061.00
§TTT75
5208
84,056 59
$7251567
$17% 00
$1.853.00
$253 51600
§7 88000
$1ee0 8
$2004 52
sT11%
1181920
$130024
0407 5
000
$1.08300
$1.52300
§11,050.00
§2.00
$112414
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Impact Fee Program

» Accounting of Impact Fee Funds

Road Impact Fee Credit Applications in Process
I — e — -
Nore prerr | Sats ol Credi Appicaton
- m i
'5!"'&75?_ 7 Tace Phase 3 TOZ1/13 |S608,367 (S210,771 for land Gedicabon and . [S167 41 T80
$487 5086 for road construction) dedication, Value of road construction will be
venfied once construction has been completed.
SE |CA-14.02-T Neal Communities / The Ridge at Crossing Creek 08/25/14 |3570,768.13 (for road construction) [Nothing has been constructed or verified to date.
NE CA1501(T) |PULTE GROUP / HARRISON RANCH a3n1ns $2438 887 43]In process of baing reviewed by Public Works and
Pr staff
SW |CA-1502(T)  |LAKE FLORES L LLC 08/16/15) moaog CA-15-02(T) and CA-15-03(T) were actually
generated as part of an impact Fee Credit
Agresment executed by Lake Flores and
County on June 16, 2015. Lake Flores will not be
using ther credits for offsets or refunds of road
impact fees on buildng permits; instead, they will
be returming their credits to Manatee County to
meet their proportionate share requirements.
sw | CA-1503(T) |LAKE FLORES EAST, LLC 0811615 $114.720
NW 52015 SZOS‘JQ.%WM been verified to date.
CA-1504(T) |TAYLOR WOODROW COMMUNITIES AT ARTISAN LAKES, LLC
SE Warzos| SiZﬁﬂNuﬁnnhubomvuﬂdbm
CA-1505(T) |TAYLOR MORRISON OF FLORIDA, INC/ESPLANADE AT LAKEWOOD RANCH

7,020,782.20




Countywide Transportation Impact Fee Summary
September 30, 1986 - September 30, 2015

This summary aggregates all transportation impact fee district funds to provide a
countywide snapshot as of 8/30/15

Total revenues *
Total expenditures
Previously budgeted as of 09/30/15 but not yet spent

Balance available for future CIP

5. Impact fees revenues projected for FY16-20 b 45 487 375.00

Projects in Adopted CIP FY16-20 (16,748,750.00)

7. Projected Balance 08/30/2020 ** 44,146, 406.62

Qutstanding Credit Balance 4.830,573.41

Pending Credit Applications 7.020,762.20

/enues represented on this summary are the sur ton of iImpact fee collechons. interest, and
cOreribue They can be further detalled as

181,345 0

DENDLEIONS 3

Total Revenues 261,699,683.57

his bance reflects the and uses s aver & fve-year perod
Recent revenue trends indicate & used Inthe FY Y20 CIP a1¢ reasonable for FY16 and
FY17, but estimates for FY18-FY20 are preqic n expectations of a sSg ficart Increase If bDutiding

actw ity

Summary of Transportation Impact Fees Report

As of September 30, 2015




* Keys to success
* QOrganization
* Planning
* Paying attention to growth trends In
community
» Keep an eye on Iinfrastructure costs vs. imp:
fee study
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John Osborne, AICP
Planning Official
John.Osborne@mymanatee.org

Sharla Fouqguet
Impact Fee Program Manager
Sharla.Fouquet@mymanatee.org

041-7484501 i:g
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