l I \‘E I | w CENTRAL FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

March 13, 2009

Mr. Terrence S. Dolan
7L Lake Placid LLC
3200 Bailey Lane
Naples, Florida 34105

RE: First Agency Sufficiency Review Comments and Requests for Additional Information
Lake Placid Groves Development of Regional Impact-
Application for Development Approval

Dear Mr. Dolan:

Enclosed please find the First Agency Sufficiency Review Comments and Request for Additional
Information for the Lake Placid Groves Development of Regional Impact Application for
Development Approval.

The following agencies have provided comments and requests for additional information:

e Central Florida Regional Planning Council and Kimley-Horn, Inc.;
e Department of Environmental Protection, South District

e Archbold Biological Station

e South Florida Water Management District

e Southwest Florida Water Management District;

o Florida Department of Transportation

e Florida Department of State

e Highlands County

Please note that review comments from the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
will be forthcoming within the next two weeks due to their delayed receipt of the application.
The CFRPC will forward any additional agency comments immediately upon receipt.

Sincerely,

%m% 4 a.o!aaﬂul:%

Jennifer Codo-Salisbury, MPA, AICP
Director of Planning

cc: Patricia M. Steed, Executive Director, Central Florida Regional Planning Council
Jack P. Brandon, Esq., Peterson & Myers, PA
John Bowers, AICP, RLA, Wilson Miller, Inc.
G. Russ Weyer, Fishkind & Associates, Inc.
Marion Almy, Archaeological Consultants, Inc.
Don Hanna, Highlands County Planning Department
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Lake Placid Groves
ADA/DRI Dated February 6, 2009, Received February 9, 2009
Central Florida Regional Planning Council {CFRPC) Sufficiency Review Comments

Question 9- Maps

1

Map H Depicted land uses should be consistent with Table 10 — 1 Proposed Development
Program by Phase. Please indicate project phasing.

The applicant has not submitted GIS shape files, AutoCAD files, nor modeling input
calculations files {other than for transportation). These files (used to create the ADA/DRI
application) were requested for submittal with the ADA at the time of the pre-application
meeting.

Question 12 - Vegetation and Wildlife

3.

Gopher tortoise  With respect to the gopher tortoise, we realize the applicant is submitting
survey results during a transitional period with respect to how and where surveys are to be
conducted. Nevertheless, the old survey requirements and the new are consistent on what
habitats need to be surveyed.

The old methodologies {Cox et al., 1987) identify Citrus Groves as a habitat that needs to be
surveyed.

As per the new gopher tortoise management plan guidelines “All Potential Tortoise Habitat
must be surveyed. These habitats include, but are not limited to sandhill scrub, scrubby
flatwoods, pine flatwoods, dry prairie, coastal strand, xeric hammock, mixed pine-
hardwoods, and disturbed habitats on suitably-drained soils.” Groves constitute disturbed
habitats on suitably-drained soils.

Please conduct gopher tortoise surveys in the citrus areas {15% is adequate). [CFRPC]

Sand skink The applicant needs to identify all habitats on site that support sand skinks.
Sand skinks are known to occur in groves, particularly along the edge of scrub (Hipes et al,,
2001). Please conduct pedestrian surveys of grove adjacent to the areas where skinks have
been documented in an attempt to determine if the onsite skink range extends into the
grove areas. This is needed to assign appropriate mitigation for this resource. [CFRPC]

Florida black bear Although the majority of the natural habitats will remain in protection,
development adjacent to these natural areas may restrict or fragment habitat known to be
used by bears. At certain times of year, bears are known to forage on citrus, particularly in
areas that are adjacent to natural cover (Maehr, pers. comm. 2008). Please request an
opinion from the FWC bear biologists with respect to the development’s impact (if any) on
the Lake Wales Ridge black bear population. [CFRPC]

Other Listed Species We concur with the list of potentially listed species documented
in the DRI. Please provide an explanation as to why no surveys are being conducted for the
majority of these species. [CFRPC]

Question 13 - Wetlands

The answer to this question is sufficient. [CFRP(]




Lake Placid Groves
ADA/DRI Dated February 6, 2009, Received February 9, 2009
Central Florida Regional Planning Council (CFRPC) Sufficiency Review Comments
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FFWCC, Tallahassee, FL.
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Question 14 - Water Resources

7. General Comments. General comments regarding water resources and questions relating
to water resources are discussed below. The applicant’s consultants were provided copies
of the approach, scope of data, and methodology that the CFRPC required in order to
collect, analyze and present the information needed for the ground and surface water
resources investigation and approach. The applicant’s consuitants were also provided
copies of other surface water and groundwater POS’s that had been approved by the CFRPC.
The approved POS was stated to be the accepted level of effort for The ADA/DRI Water
Resources investigations in order to respond to the following ADA/DRI Questions

a. ADA/DRI Question 14 Water

b. ADA Question 16- Floodplains

c. ADA Question 17 — Water Supply

d. ADA Question 18 — Wastewater Management
e. ADA Question 19 — Stormwater Management

The applicant’s consultants provided a draft POS for the surface and ground water resources
investigations and acceptable level of effort for presenting and analyzing the data. The
initial draft POS for Surface Water and one for Ground water were submitted for review,
After several revisions a draft was submitted for review to the reviewing agencies (Appendix
A and Appendix B). Copies of comments to the October 8, 2008 POS were received and
forwarded on to the applicants consultants {Appendix C). The applicant’s consultants
provided responses to these comments that generally indicated that they would comply
(Appendix C). The applicant was notified on November 13 that all responses had been
received. The applicant’s consultant indicated that all responses to comments would be
forwarded to CFRPC before the holidays {Thanksgiving 2008). Responses had been received
from the following commenting entities/agencies:

e Hillary Swain, Archbold on October 23
o James Golden, SFWMD on Novembher 5;
¢ Rand Frahm, SWFWMD on November 5;




Lake Placid Groves
ADA/DRI Dated February 6, 2009, Received February 9, 2009
Central Florida Regional Planning Council {CFRPC) Sufficiency Review Comments

10.

11.

12.

s Junaid As-Satek, SWFDEP on November 6;

e On November 12, CFRPC notified agencies of comments received and requested
submittal of comments ASAP if intending to respond.

e CFRPC notified the applicant’s consultants {Wilson Miller) on November 13 all
responses were submitted.

e Cell Ford indicated on November 19 that he would be submitting comments;
this was forwarded to applicant’s consultants.

e The applicant’s consultant responded on November 14 that all comments to the
POS review comments would be provided to the CFRPC by the “holidays”
{presumably Thanksgiving 2008).

However, the ADA Questions, 14, 16, 17, 18, and 19 do not appear to have provided most of
the agreed upon data and analysis.

For example, the applicant has failed to summarize the existing governmental data on
existing groundwater and surface water that was to be provided. The applicant has not
installed the monitoring stations and performed the data collection and analyses that were
agreed upon in the POS’s, Nor, has this data been included into the available regional public
governmental data as agreed. [CFRPC]

The application cannot be considered sufficient until such time as the agreed information is
received and the appropriate analyses conducted to determine the impact of the
development on the surface water and groundwater resources. O special concern
mentioned in the development of the study methodologies was, the updated FEMA
mapping being conducted by the WMD's, the impact of the historical agricultural operations
on the soils, surface water and groundwater, and the impacts to the receiving streams of
development as a result of the impaired waters in the region. All of the point of deficiency
will not be discussed in the sufficiency review and review of the POS and comments from
reviewers to the POS is considered sufficient to list the insufficient responses. [CFRPC]

Page 14.1, A. The site does not lie in the Peace River Basin, please correct. [CFRP(]

Page 14.1, A. The site contains numerous existing wells into the surficial and the Floridan
aquifers. In addition, the applicant had agreed to install additional surficial aquifer
monitoring wells. This section contains only generalized data. The applicant agreed in the
POS to supply on site and data from know monitoring and sampling in the region. Surficial
monitoring wells {existing and proposed) and staff gauges {existing and proposed) were to
be measured to provide actual site conditions. Only generalized statements were provided.
Please provide the information agreed to in the Surface Water and Groundwater POS
documents and reviewers comments. [CFRPC]

Page 14.1, A. The applicant agreed to provide local rainfall station data. Please provide.
[CFRPC]

Page 14.2, A. SWFWMD requested that the applicant provide the water use (annual
pumping} from each of the wells on site for each year during the past 10 year period. In
addition please predict the reduction in Agricultural water use with each phase of
development that will be available for other uses. Please provide [CFRPC].





































































































































































































































