
 

 

 
Deerfield Beach Community Redevelopment Agency 

AGENDA 
 

Tuesday, April 9, 2013, 6:30 P.M. 
City Commission Chambers, Deerfield Beach City Hall 

 
 

 
CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

January 22, 2013 
 APPROVAL OF MINUTES* 

 

 
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA* 
 
GENERAL ITEMS

1. Resolution confirming that Jean M. Robb and Richard Rosenzweig shall be 
members on the Board of the Community Redevelopment Agency to serve four 
year terms as Deerfield Beach CRA Board of Director Members* 

* 

2. Distribution of CRA FY12 Annual Report 
3. CRA Mid-Year Accomplishments Report 
4. Resolution awarding Bid #2012-13/05 for the Cove Gardens Neighborhood 

Improvements Project to the lowest responsible responsive bidder MBR 
Construction, Inc. for an amount not to exceed $1,530,227.57 in 
accordance with the bid specifications* 

5. Resolution authorizing staff to negotiate a contract with Bermello Ajamil 
Associates Inc. for the design of the Sullivan Park Expansion Project*  

6. Community Policing Evaluation* 
7. Report on Founders’ Days Special Event 

 

Expense report, pursuant to CRA Resolution 2011-011 
BOARD/ADMINISTRATION COMMENTS 

  
PUBLIC INPUT 
 
ADJOURN 
 
* Indicates an Action Item 
 
(Next Meeting:  Tuesday, May 14, 2013, 6:30 PM unless otherwise determined) 



 

DEERFIELD BEACH                Agenda Item 1 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY              Tuesday April 9, 2013 
 
 

  

 
REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approve resolution confirming that Jean M. Robb and Richard Rosenzweig shall be members on 
the Board of the Community Redevelopment Agency to serve four year terms as Deerfield Beach 
CRA Board of Director Members.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

The governing body of the City of Deerfield Beach serves as the Deerfield Beach Community 
Redevelopment Agency (CRA) Board of Directors.  Florida Statutes Chapter 163.356 stipulates 
that new CRA Board members are appointed for a term of four (4) years.  On March 12, 2013, 
Richard Rosenzweig was elected to a four year term as Deerfield Beach City Commissioner and 
Jean M. Robb was elected for a four year term as Mayor.  Therefore the Board is being asked to 
approve a resolution appointing Richard Rosenzweig and Jean Robb to a four year term on the 
Deerfield Beach CRA Board of Directors.  The CRA is further asked to appoint Jean M. Robb as 
Chair and Joe Miller Vice Chair.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
 

: 

Resolution 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2013/ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
OF THE CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA CONFIRMING THAT 
JEAN M. ROBB AND RICHARD ROSENZWEIG  SHALL BE MEMBERS 
ON THE BOARD OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
TO SERVE FOUR YEAR TERMS AS DEERFIELD BEACH CRA BOARD 
OF DIRECTOR MEMBERS. 
 

 WHEREAS, when the Community Redevelopment Agency was created by the City of 
Deerfield Beach, the City Commission of the City of Deerfield Beach was designated as the 
Board for the Community Redevelopment Agency, with each Commissioner being a 
Commissioner of the Agency; and 
 
 WHEREAS, with the election of a new Mayor and one new City Commissioner, the City 
Commission wishes to confirm that Jean M. Robb and Richard Rosenzweig shall be 
Commissioners of the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Deerfield Beach, 
Florida; and 
 
 WHEREAS,  Mayor Jean Robb shall be Chair of the Board and the person acting as 
Vice Mayor of the City of Deerfield Beach City Commission at any particular time shall be the 
Vice Chair of the Board. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE 
CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.

 

 The above referenced “Whereas” clauses are true and correct and made a part 
hereof. 

Section 2

 

.  The City Commission does hereby confirm the appointment of Jean M. Robb 
and Richard Rosenzweig as Commissioners of the Community Redevelopment Agency 
to serve four year terms.   

 Section 3
 

.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption. 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS _____ DAY OF ___________________, 2013. 
 
  
 
 
      __________________________________ 
      JEAN M. ROBB, CHAIR 
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ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
ADA GRAHAM-JOHNSON, MMC, CITY CLERK 
 
 Deerfield/CRA/CRA New Members Resolution 
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REQUESTED ACTION: 

None.  This item is for informational purposes only.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

Florida Statues Chapter 163.356 (3)(c) requires Community Redevelopment Agencies (CRAs) to 
“file with the governing body, on or before March 31 or each year, a report of its activities for the 
preceding fiscal year, which report shall included a complete financial statement setting forth its 
assets, liabilities, income and operating expenses as of the end of such fiscal year.  At the time of 
filing the report, the agency shall publish in a newspaper of general circulation in the community a 
notice to the effect that such report has been filed with the municipality or county and that the 
report is available for inspection during business hours in the office of the city clerk and in the 
office of the agency.”     
 
Attached is a copy of the Deerfield Beach CRA’s FY12 Annual Report.  FY12 report highlights 
include commencement of pier entrance buildings construction, property acquisition, financial 
management, special events, and private investment. 
 
The report was mailed to stakeholder organizations including Broward County, the North Broward 
Hospital District, Children’s Services Council of Broward County, the City of Deerfield Beach 
Finance Department and the State of Florida Auditor General.  It is posted on the CRA section of 
the City’s website and will also be distributed to the community upon request and potential 
investors throughout the year.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
 

: 

Deerfield Beach CRA FY12 Annual Report 
 
 
 

 



Community Redevelopment Agency 
FY 2012 annual report



P i e r  E n t r a n c e  B u i l d i n g s 
After completing an inclusive, community driven design 
process, the CRA moved into the construction phase 
of the Pier Entrance Buildings. The new facility was 
designed to achieve ADA compliance, provide safe 
access to the pier, and serve as the anchor to attract 
investment in the CRA District. The facility was also 
designed to be the City of Deerfield Beach’s first LEED 
certified building.  Stiles Construction was selected to 
construct the facility.  Great care was taken to maintain 
access to the Pier during construction via a temporary 
elevated walkway and bait shack. All temporary 
materials will be re-used in the project to reduce project 
waste, including the temporary bait shack which was 
designed to be lifted from its temporary foundation and 
relocated elsewhere in the CRA District.   



As the CRA continues to implement the 
redevelopment plan, opportunities arise that 
were unforeseen in the creation of the original 
1999 CRA Plan. In FY 12 the CRA voted to amend 
the CRA Plan to allow for property acquisition 
to take advantage of the slump in real estate 
values and realize a key redevelopment project 
– the expansion of Sullivan Park as part of the 
Cove Maritime Village redevelopment concept  
(above right) created by the Urban Land Institute 
Technical Advisory Panel.  

Property Acquisition The CRA made its 
first real estate acquisition in FY 12 with the purchase 
of 1701 Riverview Road (above left) for Sullivan Park 
Redevelopment.The property was formerly the site 
of a waterfront restaurant, which was demolished in 
2005 and subsequently sat vacant. The CRA bought 
this .67 acre parcel to create a large enough park 
area to serve as a regional recreation attraction and 
provide an amenity to spur future Cove Shopping 
Center redevelopment.  

Grants Concurrent with the planning of 
Sullivan Park expansion, CRA staff drafted and 
submitted an application for grant funding to the 
Florida Inland Navigation District (FIND) to offset 
the cost of park construction. FIND, through 
its Waterways Assistance Program (WAP), 
partners with communities to create recreational 
facilities that provide residents with access to 
the Intracoastal Waterway. The CRA prepared 
and submitted a grant application for waterfront 
park redevelopment, and anticipates an award 
announcement in FY 13.

Financial Management The CRA decided 
to take advantage of historically low interest rates to 
refinance old CRA debt and issue new debt in order to 
accelerate the implementation of two large scale capital 
improvements projects – Sullivan Park Expansion and 
Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements. The CRA’s 
financial analyst estimates debt service cost savings of 
approximately $1 million. The refinancing is scheduled 
to be completed in FY 13.  

Infrastructure for Safety 
A small, but vitally important investment was made in 
the installation of 9 fire hydrants. Their placement fills in 

service voids that previously left some District 
homes and businesses outside of the 

range of fire protection service. The 
CRA District is now completely fire 
protected.  

P l a n 
  M o d i f i c at i o n The redevelopment of  

Sullivan Park will bring 
the Cove Maritime Village 
concept to life.

Sullivan Park Cove Maritime Village Concept1701 Riverview Road Acquisition



Commercial Façade In FY 2012 the CRA funded two highly visible 

façade renovation projects.  In the Cove Shopping Center, the project included 

new windows, awnings and painting of five store fronts that are the main 

focal point upon entering the plaza. On the S-Curve, the District’s largest 

building was approved for expansion of anchor tenants outdoor seating areas, 

painting, landscaping and signage. 

The CRA sponsored strategic special events to encourage business development 
within the District. In FY 12, the CRA sponsored the Deerfield Beach 4th of 
July celebration, which is estimated to attract 150,000 people to the daylong 
event and have an estimated economic impact of $1,500,000. In addition to 
the summer event on the beach, the CRA 
sponsored the Holiday Celebration at 
The Cove to similarly attract people to 
the newly redeveloped shopping plaza. 
This year’s event drew approximately 
1500 participants. Holiday lighting on the 
new entrance building was left up until 
the end of the holiday season to serve as 
an ongoing welcome message from the 
Cove businesses to seasonal visitors.  
In FY 12, the seasonal weekly Green 
Market returned to the Cove and brought 
people to the plaza on Sunday mornings 
for fresh, locally grown produce. The 
CRA began gathering economic impact 
data on special events that receive 
CRA sponsorship funding to accurately 
evaluate return on investment.

2 0 1 2
S p e c i a l 
E v e n t s

Two Georges at The Cove Restaurant, before

Two Georges at The Cove Restaurant, after



Private Sector Development In December 

2011 New Hotel Construction Florida LLC, owner of the 

adjacent Sunrider Beach Resort, broke ground on the CRA’s 

first new hotel development in several years (below). The 

small boutique hotel offers 14 guest rooms, panoramic ocean 

views and unparalleled access to beachside recreation. The 

$5 million project is scheduled for a Memorial Day weekend, 

2013 completion. The capital investment and job creation 

are positive impacts on the redevelopment district economy. 

What is a CRA? 
A Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) is 
a dependent taxing district established by local 
government for the purpose of carrying out 
redevelopment activities including reducing or 
eliminating blight, improving the tax base and 
encouraging public and private investments in 
the redevelopment area. The City of Deerfield 
Beach Mayor and Commissioners serve as the 
CRA Board of Directors in the execution of the 
City of Deerfield Beach CRA Plan. CRAs provide 
local government with a funding and planning 
mechanism to redevelop areas where market 
forces aren’t performing. 

What is TIR? 
Redevelopment activities are primarily funded by 
Tax Increment Revenue (TIR). TIR is calculated by 
“freezing” the tax base in the year the CRA was 
created. Taxing authorities continue to receive 
tax revenue based on the frozen tax base. When 
tax revenues rise as a result of redevelopment 
activities, this “increment” is deposited into 
the CRA Trust Fund for use on subsequent 
redevelopment activities. 

History of the  
Deerfield Beach CRA  
The Deerfield Beach CRA was created in 1999 
to creatively use Tax Increment Revenue to form 
public private partnerships to redevelop the CRA 
District. Since its inception, the Deerfield Beach 
CRA has successfully completed or benefitted 
from several cornerstone redevelopment projects 
such as the Ocean Way Boardwalk, A1A S-Curve 
Improvements and the redevelopment of Hillsboro 
Commons Office Building and the Hillsboro Square 
Shopping Center.

Chairperson Peggy Noland & Board Members  
Joseph P. Miller, Ben Preston, Martin Popelsky  

and Bill Ganz
USA Deerfield Parking Garage



C o mm  u n i t y 
R e d e v e l o pm  e n t 

A g e n c y   ( C R A ) 
FY   2 0 1 2  f i n a n c i a l s 

Assets
Cash, Investments, Interest and Monies Due From Other Funds....................................................$3,368,539

Liabilities & fund balance
Accounts Payable.........................................................................................................................................709,351

Total Fund Balance....................................................................................................................................2,659,188

Revenues
Property Tax (Contributions from the County and Hospital District).................................................................1,211,114

Investment Earnings/Miscellaneous Other..................................................................................................9,560

Total Revenues...........................................................................................................................................1,220,674

Other Financing Sources and Uses
Transfers In*..................................................................................................................................................898,596 

Transfers Out**.......................................................................................................................................... (707,593)

Expenditures
Operating Expenses.....................................................................................................................................928,218

Capital Outlay.............................................................................................................................................6,956,854

Total Expenditures.....................................................................................................................................7,885,072

*City of Deerfield Beach Contribution to CRA
** CRA Debt Service Reimbursement to the City for Ocean Way and Hillsboro Blvd. Projects

CRA Funding
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and taxing jurisdictions)
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available to CRA



C o mm  u n i t y 
R e d e v e l o pm  e n t 

A g e n c y   ( C R A ) 
FY   2 0 1 2  f i n a n c i a l s 

C R A  F i n a n c i a l s
Audited Statements As an agency of the City of Deerfield Beach, the Deerfield Beach CRA presents its 
financial statements in accordance with the reporting model required by Governmental Accounting Standards 
Board Statement No. 34, Basic Financial Statements and Management’s Discussion and Analysis for State and 
Local Governments.

This report also contains other supplementary information in addition to the basic financial statement’s themselves. 
The CRA adopts an annual budget for its General Fund. This report demonstrates compliance with this budget.

Copies of the Deerfield Beach CRA’s financial statements are available on the website at www.Deerfield-Beach.com 
or may be requested by telephone at 954-480-4263.

Deerfield Beach CRA District Boundaries
The CRA’s boundaries lie generally north and south of Hillsboro Boulevard from Federal Highway to the Atlantic Ocean, 
encompassing the two neighborhoods generally known as The Cove and The Island or Beach.



City of Deerfield Beach Community Redevelopment Agency    
150 NE 2nd Avenue, Deerfield Beach, FL 33441  

954-480-4263  •  www.Deerfield-Beach.com

D e e r f i e l d  B e a c h  C o m m u n i t y  R e d e v e l o p m e n t  A g e n c y 

I m p r o v i n g  t h e  I s l a n d  a n d  t h e  C o v e  w i t h  Y o u
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REQUESTED ACTION: 

None.  This item is for informational purposes only.  Staff will make a presentation on mid-year 
accomplishments and facilitate a discussion regarding budget priorities for FY14.         
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

The Fiscal Year 2013 Budget reflects the CRA Board’s ongoing directive to invest in capital 
projects that improve the District’s infrastructure.  At the start of the fiscal year, the CRA had 
$880,000 in the budget for capital projects.  However, the Board understood that the directive to 
refinance old CRA debt and issue new debt for future capital projects would change the budget 
during the fiscal year.  When the budget was approved, 41% was apportioned for capital projects 
and 32% for debt service.  After closing on the refinance in December, the budget once again 
reflected a strong infrastructure focus with 81% ($6,880,000) dedicated to capital projects.  Debt 
service is now 13% of the budget and will be a recurring overhead expense for the remaining life 
of the CRA.   
 
The $8.6 million CRA budget is managed efficiently with very little overhead.  Five (5)% of the 
budget is used for agency administration including administrative and project management staffing 
and overhead.  The agency is managed by one full time and two part time employees.     
 
Planning efforts that took place in past years have resulted in a series of ongoing construction 
projects.  In FY 2013, the Pier Entrance Buildings were substantially completed.  The project team 
continues to work on punch items and the relocation of the temporary bait shack.  The Pier 
attained LEED silver certification and is the City’s first LEED certified building.  This project not 
only serves as an example of sustainable, green development, but has and will continue to anchor 
the District as a destination for leisure-oriented businesses, tourism and recreation.  In fact, the 
private sector broke ground on the District’s first hotel development in years – a $5 million, 14 
room boutique hotel.  CRA and City staff have also been meeting with other private sector 
property owners and investors who are conducting due diligence on future projects in the District.    
 
The CRA continued to implement capital improvements by moving the ‘shovel ready’ Cove 
Gardens Neighborhood Streetscape improvement project to the bidding stage.  The project 
includes drainage, streets, sidewalks (ADA compliance), lighting and landscaping for this 
neighborhood that connects Hillsboro Commons to the Cove Shopping Center.  A subsequent 
item on this agenda requests Board action to approve the low bidder and move into the 
construction phase of this project.     
 
The CRA and City were awarded $307,000 in Florida Inland Navigation District (FIND) funding for 
Phase 1 Planning, Design, Engineering and Permitting funding to redevelop 1701 Riverview Road 
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and Sullivan Park according to the Cove Maritime Village Concept to offer the public access to the 
Intracoastal Waterway and to further develop the pedestrian linkage of Sullivan Park to the Cove 
Shopping Center.  A subsequent item on this agenda requests Board action on the next step in 
this project.     
 
Beautification is an ongoing CRA effort with the funding of another façade improvement project – 
KMJ Development Inc, owner of six adjacent storefronts (1574-1584 SE 3rd

 

 Court) in the Cove 
Shopping Center.  The project included painting the storefronts, installing new impact glass on 
storefronts as well as decorative, brightly colored awnings which have expanded the expanse of 
improved properties on the south side of The Cove Shopping Center.   

To attract new visitors to the District, the CRA sponsored special events including Founders’ 
Days, which attracted approximately 50,000 people over the weekend and the Cove Holiday 
Celebration that attracted 1,500 patrons to the Cove Shopping Center.  This year, the Green 
Market at The Cove transitioned from being supported by the CRA to an entirely privately funded 
event operating off vendor fees.  The market is held weekly at the Cove Shopping Center on 
Sundays from 9-2 and has quickly become a well attended weekend event that attracts new 
people to the plaza.   
 
By law, the CRA is to expend its tax increment revenues within 3 years of receipt. The 
accomplishments described above have ensured the CRA’s compliance.  The CRA’s fund balance 
at the end of FY ‘12 was $2,119,506 -- all of which will have been spent or encumbered via the 
projects, acquisitions, and programs described above by the end of FY ‘13.  The CRA’s revenues 
for FY 2013 are projected to be approximately $2,000,000.   
 
Staff will make a presentation regarding these CRA mid-year accomplishments and facilitate a 
discussion of budgeting priorities for FY 2014.        
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
 

: 

2012-2016 CRA Capital Improvements Plan  
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A C D E F G H I J

WATER/SEWER

Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total Unexpended Current 
Budget (FY10-11)

Fire Hydrant Coverage Upgrades 175,500$              175,500$              175,500$              -$                                    

WATER/SEWER TOTAL 175,500$              175,500$              -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      175,500$              -$                                    

DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total  FY10-11 Budget
Cove Gardens Drainage Improvements 1,625,000$           1,213,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      1,625,000$           412,000$                            

DRAINAGE TOTAL 1,625,000$           1,213,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      1,625,000$           412,000$                            

SIDEWALK/STREETSCAPING IMPROVEMENTS
Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total  FY10-11 Budget
Five Year Sidewalk CIP 1,000,000$           148,000$              148,000$              148,000$              148,000$              148,000$              1,000,000$           260,000$                            
Beach Area Sidewalk Upgrades 425,000$              25,000$                400,000$              -$                      -$                      -$                      425,000$              
Hillsboro Blvd. Streetscaping 1,186,794$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      1,186,794$           -$                                    

SIDEWALK/STREETSCAPING TOTAL 2,611,794$           173,000$              548,000$              148,000$              148,000$              148,000$              2,611,794$           260,000$                            

PARKING IMPROVEMENTS
Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total  FY10-11 Budget
Main Beach Parking Area Improvements 1,625,000$           1,025,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      600,000$              1,625,000$           -$                                    
Community Facility & Parking Deck Debt Service 1,500,000$           300,000$              300,000$              300,000$              300,000$              300,000$              1,500,000$           -$                                    
Cove Shopping Center Parking Lot 2,530,000$           30,000$                -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      2,530,000$           2,500,000$                         
Purchase of Deerfield Beach Island Entryway/NE 1st 
Street Properties 1,100,000$           1,100,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      1,100,000$           -$                                    

PARKING TOTAL 6,755,000$           2,455,000$           300,000$              300,000$              300,000$              900,000$              6,755,000$           2,500,000$                         

PARK IMPROVEMENTS
Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total  FY10-11 Budget
Option 1 Improvements 332,118$              25,000$                307,118$              -$                      -$                      -$                      332,118$              -$                                    
Purchase of Riverview Road and Pal's/Charlie's Crab 2,200,000$           2,200,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      2,200,000$           -$                                    
Option 2 Improvements 2,000,000$           -$                      -$                      1,000,000$           1,000,000$           -$                      2,000,000$           -$                                    
Purchase of Chamber of Commerce 350,000$              350,000$              350,000$              
Pier Project 3,500,000$           1,000,000$           -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      3,500,000$           2,500,000$                         
Beach Enhancements 1,016,500$           670,000$              85,500$                85,500$                85,500$                1,016,500$           90,000$                              

-$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                                    
PARK TOTAL 9,398,618$           3,895,000$           657,118$              1,085,500$           1,085,500$           85,500$                9,398,618$           2,590,000$                         

LIGHTING IMPROVEMENTS
Project Name Total Cost FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 Five Year Total  FY10-11 Budget
Lighting Coverages Upgrades 666,900$              65,000$                150,475$              150,475$              150,475$              150,475$              666,900$              -$                                    
Beach Area Lighting Improvements 975,000$              -$                      -$                      150,000$              -$                      825,000$              975,000$              -$                                    
Turtle Nesting Season Compliant Lighting 400,000$              -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      -$                      400,000$              400,000$                            

LIGHTING TOTAL 2,041,900$           65,000$                150,475$              300,475$              150,475$              975,475$              2,041,900$           400,000$                            

OVERALL TOTALS 22,607,812$         7,976,500$           1,655,593$           1,833,975$           1,683,975$           2,108,975$           22,607,812$         6,162,000$                         

City of Deerfield Beach CRA Five-Year CIP FY 2012-2016
June 10, 2011
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REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approve resolution awarding Bid #2012-13/05 for the Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements 
Project to the lowest responsible responsive bidder MBR Construction, Inc. for an amount not to 
exceed $1,530,227.57 in accordance with the bid specifications, direct staff to negotiate a contract 
and issue a notice to proceed.     
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

On February 22, 2011 the CRA Board approved a scope of services with Chen Moore Associates for 
the design of drainage and streetscape improvements for the Cove Gardens neighborhood.  
Streetscape improvements will include new roadways, sidewalks, curbing, landscaping and lighting.  
The area is roughly bounded by Hillsboro Boulevard to the north, SE 3rd Court to the south and west, 
SE 15th Avenue to the east and SE 12th

 

 Avenue on the west.  The drainage systems on three sides of 
this project have been recently improved and are functioning properly – Hillsboro Boulevard to the 
north, Hillsboro Commons Plaza to the west, and Cove Shopping Center to the east, leaving Cove 
Gardens as the only remaining neighborhood in this part of the CRA District without drainage 
improvements to date.   

The project was designed in 2011 and permitted on February 12, 2012 (permit attached).  The permit 
represents compliance with Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), South Florida 
Water Management District (SFWMD) and Broward County Department of Environmental Protection 
and Growth Management Department (DEPGMD) regulations.  The project has been in the queue for 
implementation while the CRA secured funding.  Bond funds were finalized in December 2012 and 
$1.6 million was earmarked for Cove Gardens.  The low bid falls within this budget allowance.     
   
While financing was underway, the CRA solicited bids from qualified construction companies to build 
Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements.  The project is a straightforward construction scope of 
services and, therefore, procurement followed a “low bid” model.  26 invitations to bid were sent to 
firms capable of undertaking this type of work.  Seven (7) bids were received.  The low bid was 
submitted by MBR Construction Inc. of Fort Lauderdale for a not to exceed sum of $1,530,227.57.  A 
memorandum from Purchasing Department Buyer Paul Collette is attached to this item and details the 
procurement process used to arrive at this determination.   
 
The not to exceed amount of $1,530,227.57 includes a contingency line item of $85,000 to be used in 
the event that unforeseen conditions are discovered in the field.  All change orders in excess of 
$25,000 will require CRA Board approval, as per the CRA Director’s purchasing policy.        
 
A dedicated account has been established for project funds and, if approved, a contract will be 
executed and a purchase order will be generated for the contract amount from account 386-8000-
572.61.12.  All expenses will be coded 11273-P (Cove Gardens) and drawn from this account.  The 
engineer of record (Chen Moore Associates) existing scope of services for design has been expanded 
by $6,318 (see CRA Director’s Monthly Expense Report) to include construction administration 
meetings and includes sufficient resources to implement and close out the project.  These services 
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were not included in Chen Moore’s original scope of services, since no implementation (construction) 
dollars were budgeted at the time.  Due to the existing Purchase Order with previously encumbered 
funds, Chen Moore’s professional services are budgeted and being paid from the regular CRA budget 
account for Infrastructure and Capital Improvements and will not be paid from bond proceeds.  Chen 
Moore will be performing construction inspections, responding to Requests for Information (RFI) from 
the contractor, attending meetings, reviewing shop drawings, preparing plan revisions if necessary and 
reviewing contractor’s pay applications for contract compliance and quality assurance.  In addition to 
Chen Moore’s construction administration, the CRA’s project manager Hiep Huynh, PE and City 
Engineering Technician John Melton will be on site on a daily basis.         
 
As discussed at the January 22, 2013 CRA Board meeting, if the Board votes to accept this low bid, 
CRA staff will send a project notification letter to each property owner in the project area via certified 
mail.  This method of notification was selected due to the large number of absentee and corporate 
property owners.  Each owner will be invited to schedule a one on one meeting with the CRA Project 
Manager to discuss the project.  Where possible, the CRA will assist property owners to comply with 
encroachments in the right of way.  CRA staff have already held individual meetings with 12 property 
owners.  The majority of owners have indicated support for the project and are looking forward to a 
solution to the ongoing drainage problem in the neighborhood and have indicated that the lighting and 
sidewalks will make the neighborhood safer.  Several have indicated that the project, coupled with a 
rebounding economy would lead them to invest in improvements to their properties.   
 
The contractor has indicated to the Purchasing Department that they are ready to proceed.  The 
project is scheduled to take eight months to complete.  If the project commences in May, a January 
completion date is projected.  The Board will receive periodic updates throughout the project and 
project stakeholders will be able to receive project updates via e-notifications on the city’s website.            
 
The Board is being asked to approve the resolution to award this bid MBR Construction Inc. in an 
amount not to exceed $1,530,227.57, direct staff to negotiate a contract and issue a Notice to 
Proceed.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
 

: 

Map of Project Location 
Purchasing Department Memorandum Regarding Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements 
Invitation to Bid #2012-13/05 
CRA Project Manager Bid Award Recommendation 
BEPGMD Storm Water Permit 
Engineer of Record Chen Moore Associates Scope of Services for Construction Management 
Cove Gardens Draft Property Owner Notification Letter 
Resolution 
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DISCLAIMER

This map and all information contained on it is used by the City of Deerfield Beach for City planning purposes only.  The City of
Deerfield Beach makes no representation as to the accuracy of any information contained therein.  The burden for determining
the accuracy, completeness, and general reliability of the information contained herein rests solely with the person who uses
same.  The City of Deerfield Beach makes no warranties, expressed or implied as to the accuracy of the information contained
herein, there are no implied warranties or merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose, and any person who has a copy
of this map, by virtue of their possession of same, does hereby acknowledge and accept the limitations as set forth herein
and acknowledges the lack of any warranties, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy of the information contained thereon.
In no event shall the City of Deerfield Beach be liable to the person possessing or using this map or any party for damages of
any type, including but not limited to incidental, consequential or exemplary damages arising out of the use or inability to
use this map or the material information contained thereon.
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Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements
ITB# 2012-13/05

Tabulation

Item 
No. Description Unit Est.   

Qty. Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total

1 Mobilization LS 1 96,815.05$      96,815.05$      112,095.00$    112,095.00$    57,171.00$      57,171.00$      102,000.00$    102,000.00$    143,000.00$    143,000.00$    94,503.00$      94,503.00$      130,676.52$    130,676.52$    

2 Maintenance of Traffic LS 1 3,680.00$        3,680.00$        14,000.00$      14,000.00$      31,920.00$      31,920.00$      34,000.00$      34,000.00$      62,000.00$      62,000.00$      73,940.00$      73,940.00$      63,423.27$      63,423.27$      

3 Bonds and Insurance LS 1 16,024.09$      16,024.09$      38,972.00$      38,972.00$      54,720.00$      54,720.00$      24,000.00$      24,000.00$      37,000.00$      37,000.00$      21,240.00$      21,240.00$      16,470.56$      16,470.56$      

4 Furnish and Install drainage pipe – 15’’ 

HDPE
LF 380 46.00$             17,480.00$      81.70$             31,046.00$      43.54$             16,545.20$      59.00$             22,420.00$      35.38$             13,444.40$      118.00$           44,840.00$      40.02$             15,207.60$      

5 Furnish and Install drainage pipe 
w/exfiltration trench – 15’’ HDPE

LF 2,450 140.30$           343,735.00$    64.00$             156,800.00$    72.06$             176,547.00$    105.00$           257,250.00$    66.00$             161,700.00$    90.30$             221,235.00$    110.19$           269,965.50$    

6 Furnish and Install Type ‘C-4’ Structure 

(48’’ square)
EA 26 3,392.50$        88,205.00$      2,772.00$        72,072.00$      3,136.14$        81,539.64$      3,100.00$        80,600.00$      3,013.00$        78,338.00$      2,820.00$        73,320.00$      3,004.14$        78,107.64$      

7 Tie proposed drainage into existing 
structure (includes coring)

EA 1 1,725.00$        1,725.00$        2,072.00$        2,072.00$        1,619.94$        1,619.94$        2,700.00$        2,700.00$        1,355.00$        1,355.00$        1,664.00$        1,664.00$        1,299.09$        1,299.09$        

8 Tie proposed drainage into existing 
drainage pipe

EA 1 862.50$           862.50$           800.00$           800.00$           1,352.04$        1,352.04$        1,500.00$        1,500.00$        520.00$           520.00$           1,322.00$        1,322.00$        1,299.09$        1,299.09$        

9 Adjust existing drainage structure rim 
elevation

EA 1 517.50$           517.50$           600.00$           600.00$           989.52$           989.52$           350.00$           350.00$           622.00$           622.00$           600.00$           600.00$           434.96$           434.96$           

10 Remove and Dispose of existing 
drainage structure

EA 2 862.50$           1,725.00$        1,000.00$        2,000.00$        1,653.00$        3,306.00$        790.00$           1,580.00$        544.00$           1,088.00$        600.00$           1,200.00$        336.37$           672.74$           

11 Remove and Dispose of existing 
drainage pipe

LF 30 23.00$             690.00$           30.00$             900.00$           44.46$             1,333.80$        26.00$             780.00$           16.00$             480.00$           23.60$             708.00$           10.09$             302.70$           

12 Replace existing structure grate with 
FDOT Type 2 Curb Inlet Top

EA 1 5,439.50$        5,439.50$        6,000.00$        6,000.00$        5,020.56$        5,020.56$        2,000.00$        2,000.00$        4,306.00$        4,306.00$        3,589.00$        3,589.00$        1,716.65$        1,716.65$        

13 Remove and Dispose of Existing 
Asphalt 

SY 10,500 10.44$             109,620.00$    2.20$               23,100.00$      3.65$               38,325.00$      4.60$               48,300.00$      2.30$               24,150.00$      2.40$               25,200.00$      5.57$               58,485.00$      

14 Remove and Dispose of Existing 
Concrete

SY 650 6.04$               3,926.00$        15.00$             9,750.00$        6.13$               3,984.50$        4.60$               2,990.00$        8.10$               5,265.00$        10.70$             6,955.00$        11.02$             7,163.00$        

15 Remove and Replace Existing Brick 
Pavers

SY 260 31.05$             8,073.00$        60.00$             15,600.00$      85.50$             22,230.00$      7.00$               1,820.00$        96.00$             24,960.00$      65.00$             16,900.00$      83.51$             21,712.60$      

16 Furnish and Install Asphalt Driveway 
Apron

SY 3,775 28.75$             108,531.25$    27.00$             101,925.00$    35.34$             133,408.50$    32.00$             120,800.00$    36.00$             135,900.00$    19.00$             71,725.00$      38.04$             143,601.00$    

17 Furnish and Install Concrete Driveway 
Apron

SY 10 26.45$             264.50$           100.00$           1,000.00$        51.30$             513.00$           110.00$           1,100.00$        57.00$             570.00$           71.00$             710.00$           69.59$             695.90$           

18 Mill existing asphalt pavement (1’’ 

depth)
SY 1,000 4.03$               4,030.00$        5.00$               5,000.00$        6.37$               6,370.00$        7.10$               7,100.00$        5.17$               5,170.00$        3.70$               3,700.00$        8.47$               8,470.00$        

19
Furnish and Install Asphalt Pavement 
–Type S-I (1’’ of 2

nd lift)
SY 9,800 6.38$               62,524.00$      6.50$               63,700.00$      7.41$               72,618.00$      7.10$               69,580.00$      6.57$               64,386.00$      7.40$               72,520.00$      8.15$               79,870.00$      

20 Furnish and Install Asphalt Pavement 
– Type S-III (1’’ of 1st lift)

SY 9,800 6.15$               60,270.00$      6.50$               63,700.00$      7.30$               71,540.00$      6.50$               63,700.00$      6.55$               64,190.00$      7.60$               74,480.00$      7.98$               78,204.00$      

21 Furnish and Install Lime rock Base (8’’) SY 10,691 8.05$               86,062.55$      16.40$             175,332.40$    17.10$             182,816.10$    12.50$             133,637.50$    14.00$             149,674.00$    12.00$             128,292.00$    11.37$             121,556.67$    

LEGEND:  LS=Lump Sum, LF=Linear Feet, EA=Each, SY=Square Yard, TN=Tons
Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements

Southeastern Engineering 
Contractors, Inc. FHP Tectonics Corp.MBR Construction, Inc. Ocean Bay  Construction, Inc. West Construction, Inc. Ric-Man International. Inc. Triple R Paving Inc.



Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements
ITB# 2012-13/05

Tabulation

Item 
No. Description Unit Est.   

Qty. Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total

22 Stabilization of Subgrade SY 11,582 1.15$               13,319.30$      2.40$               27,796.80$      6.84$               79,220.88$      2.90$               33,587.80$      3.85$               44,590.70$      4.20$               48,644.40$      5.80$               67,175.60$      

23 Clear and Grade SY 7,100 0.62$               4,402.00$        3.00$               21,300.00$      5.70$               40,470.00$      4.50$               31,950.00$      3.60$               25,560.00$      4.70$               33,370.00$      2.32$               16,472.00$      

24 Furnish and Install Concrete Curbs LF 6,500 12.98$             84,370.00$      12.90$             83,850.00$      11.97$             77,805.00$      14.00$             91,000.00$      12.72$             82,680.00$      16.20$             105,300.00$    14.50$             94,250.00$      

25 Furnish and Install Concrete Sidewalks SY 3,800 26.45$             100,510.00$    28.00$             106,400.00$    30.78$             116,964.00$    27.50$             104,500.00$    32.48$             123,424.00$    51.50$             195,700.00$    33.64$             127,832.00$    

26 Furnish and Install ADA Detectable 
Warning

EA 25 299.00$           7,475.00$        300.00$           7,500.00$        427.50$           10,687.50$      200.00$           5,000.00$        412.00$           10,300.00$      354.00$           8,850.00$        300.41$           7,510.25$        

27 Furnish and Install Paver Crosswalk SY 175 57.24$             10,017.00$      119.00$           20,825.00$      171.00$           29,925.00$      66.00$             11,550.00$      165.00$           28,875.00$      220.20$           38,535.00$      89.31$             15,629.25$      

28 Relocate Existing Backflow Preventer EA 1 345.00$           345.00$           1,500.00$        1,500.00$        1,596.00$        1,596.00$        1,500.00$        1,500.00$        1,265.00$        1,265.00$        4,130.00$        4,130.00$        2,087.82$        2,087.82$        

29 Offset existing force main EA 2 6,612.50$        13,225.00$      7,500.00$        15,000.00$      6,800.10$        13,600.20$      6,650.00$        13,300.00$      7,671.00$        15,342.00$      8,312.00$        16,624.00$      6,075.55$        12,151.10$      

30 Offset existing water main EA 2 5,359.00$        10,718.00$      3,100.00$        6,200.00$        2,675.58$        5,351.16$        2,550.00$        5,100.00$        2,867.00$        5,734.00$        5,003.00$        10,006.00$      6,156.74$        12,313.48$      

31 Furnish and Place 6’’ thermoplastic 

solid line LF 980 1.04$               1,019.20$        0.90$               882.00$           1.31$               1,283.80$        1.00$               980.00$           1.00$               980.00$           1.20$               1,176.00$        1.54$               1,509.20$        

32 Furnish and Place 24’’ thermoplastic 

stop bar LF 100 4.60$               460.00$           4.00$               400.00$           5.70$               570.00$           6.60$               660.00$           6.60$               660.00$           5.60$               560.00$           8.09$               809.00$           

33 Furnish and Place 18’’ thermoplastic 

solid line LF 50 3.11$               155.50$           27.00$             1,350.00$        3.99$               199.50$           5.50$               275.00$           5.50$               275.00$           3.60$               180.00$           5.93$               296.50$           

34 Furnish and Place Pavement Symbols EA 1 75.90$             75.90$             100.00$           100.00$           79.80$             79.80$             215.00$           215.00$           220.00$           220.00$           88.50$             88.50$             108.13$           108.13$           

35 Remove and Relocate designated 
existing signs EA 30 143.75$           4,312.50$        125.00$           3,750.00$        183.54$           5,506.20$        280.00$           8,400.00$        275.00$           8,250.00$        94.40$             2,832.00$        192.23$           5,766.90$        

36 Furnish and Install Reflective 
Pavement Marker EA 45 6.90$               310.50$           6.00$               270.00$           6.27$               282.15$           5.50$               247.50$           5.50$               247.50$           3.60$               162.00$           10.81$             486.45$           

37 Furnish and Install Traffic Sign EA 4 350.75$           1,403.00$        305.00$           1,220.00$        289.56$           1,158.24$        330.00$           1,320.00$        325.00$           1,300.00$        236.00$           944.00$           360.43$           1,441.72$        

38 Furnish and Install Myrica Cerifera 
(Wax Myrtle) EA 3 252.38$           757.14$           250.00$           750.00$           255.36$           766.08$           340.00$           1,020.00$        235.00$           705.00$           368.00$           1,104.00$        235.69$           707.07$           

39 Furnish and Install Conocarpus 
erectus (Green Buttonwood) EA 12 252.38$           3,028.56$        200.00$           2,400.00$        255.36$           3,064.32$        210.00$           2,520.00$        230.00$           2,760.00$        218.00$           2,616.00$        235.69$           2,828.28$        

40 Furnish and Install Cassia Surattensis 
(Glaucous Cassia) EA 5 346.52$           1,732.60$        300.00$           1,500.00$        349.98$           1,749.90$        260.00$           1,300.00$        235.00$           1,175.00$        230.00$           1,150.00$        323.61$           1,618.05$        

41 Furnish and Install Lagerstromia indica 
(Crape Myrtle) EA 16 283.18$           4,530.88$        250.00$           4,000.00$        287.28$           4,596.48$        230.00$           3,680.00$        208.00$           3,328.00$        348.00$           5,568.00$        265.38$           4,246.08$        

42 Furnish and Install Ligustrum Lucidum 
(Glossy Privet) EA 2 315.96$           631.92$           300.00$           600.00$           320.34$           640.68$           200.00$           400.00$           241.00$           482.00$           389.50$           779.00$           295.08$           590.16$           

Southeastern Engineering 
Contractors, Inc.

FHP Tectonics Corp.MBR Construction, Inc. Ocean Bay  Construction, Inc. West Construction, Inc. Ric-Man International. Inc. Triple R Paving Inc.

LEGEND:  LS=Lump Sum, LF=Linear Feet, EA=Each, SY=Square Yard, TN=Tons
Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements



Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements
ITB# 2012-13/05

Tabulation

Item 
No. Description Unit Est.Qty. Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total

43 Furnish and Install Quercus Virginiana 
(Live Oak) EA 55 385.64$           21,210.20$      330.00$           18,150.00$      389.88$           21,443.40$      380.00$           20,900.00$      241.00$           13,255.00$      442.50$           24,337.50$      360.15$           19,808.25$      

44 Furnish and Install Sabal Palmetto 
(Cabbage Palmetto) EA 24 173.88$           4,173.12$        150.00$           3,600.00$        175.56$           4,213.44$        210.00$           5,040.00$        191.00$           4,584.00$        224.20$           5,380.80$        162.39$           3,897.36$        

45 Furnish and Install Ixora coccinea 
‘Nora Grant’ (Red Ixora – 5 gal @ 2’)

EA 302 9.94$               3,001.88$        30.00$             9,060.00$        10.26$             3,098.52$        9.80$               2,959.60$        31.00$             9,362.00$        7.70$               2,325.40$        9.28$               2,802.56$        

46
Furnish and Install Hamelia Patens 
Compacta (Dwarf Fire Bush – 3 gal @ 

30’’)

EA 377
9.94$               3,747.38$        11.40$             4,297.80$        10.26$             3,868.02$        7.70$               2,902.90$        12.80$             4,825.60$        7.70$               

2,902.90$        
9.28$               

3,498.56$        

47 Furnish and Install Ixora coccinea 
‘Nora Grant’ (Red Ixora – 5 gal @ 18’’)

EA 156
9.94$               1,550.64$        10.50$             1,638.00$        10.26$             1,600.56$        9.80$               1,528.80$        31.00$             4,836.00$        7.70$               

1,201.20$        
9.28$               

1,447.68$        

48
Furnish and Install Tripsacum 
floridanum (Florida Gamagrass – 3 gal 

@ 18’’)

EA 1,341
9.94$               13,329.54$      7.50$               10,057.50$      10.26$             13,758.66$      8.40$               11,264.40$      12.50$             16,762.50$      9.00$               

12,069.00$      
9.28$               

12,444.48$      

49 Furnish and Install Juniperus conferta 
(Shore Juniper – 1 gal @ 24’’)

EA 283
5.34$               1,511.22$        8.50$               2,405.50$        4.56$               1,290.48$        8.00$               2,264.00$        8.70$               2,462.10$        4.00$               

1,132.00$        
4.99$               

1,412.17$        

50 Furnish and Install Tulbaghia violacea 
(Society Garlic – 1 gal @ 18’’)

EA 349
4.35$               1,518.15$        7.50$               2,617.50$        4.39$               1,532.11$        3.50$               1,221.50$        8.70$               3,036.30$        3.60$               

1,256.40$        
4.06$               

1,416.94$        

51 Furnish and install Paspalum Notatum 
sod (Bahia Grass) SY 3,700

3.42$               12,654.00$      2.50$               9,250.00$        3.42$               12,654.00$      1.80$               6,660.00$        2.28$               8,436.00$        3.30$               
12,210.00$      

2.09$               
7,733.00$        

52 Remove and dispose of minor trees 
and palms EA 15

172.50$           2,587.50$        250.00$           3,750.00$        171.00$           2,565.00$        560.00$           8,400.00$        220.00$           3,300.00$        147.50$           
2,212.50$        

521.95$           
7,829.25$        

53 Remove and dispose of major trees EA 30 287.50$           8,625.00$        888.00$           26,640.00$      513.00$           15,390.00$      580.00$           17,400.00$      550.00$           16,500.00$      737.50$           22,125.00$      695.94$           20,878.20$      

54
Furnish and Install Street Light 
(including concrete pole and fixture, 
electrical pull box, wire and conduit)

EA 30

2,685.25$        80,557.50$      5,000.00$        150,000.00$    3,474.72$        104,241.60$    5,800.00$        174,000.00$    5,830.00$        174,900.00$    6,254.00$        187,620.00$    4,588.95$        137,668.50$    

55
Furnish and Install Electrical Service, 
Distribution Panel, Control Cabinet & 
Photocell

LS 1
6,900.00$        6,900.00$        15,000.00$      15,000.00$      6,564.12$        6,564.12$        7,000.00$        7,000.00$        9,570.00$        9,570.00$        10,266.00$      10,266.00$      4,755.59$        4,755.59$        

56 Remove and Dispose of existing 
electrical light/pole EA 3

287.50$           862.50$           800.00$           2,400.00$        760.38$           2,281.14$        170.00$           510.00$           440.00$           1,320.00$        472.00$           1,416.00$        1,322.28$        3,966.84$        

Southeastern Engineering 
Contractors, Inc. FHP Tectonics Corp.

LEGEND:  LS=Lump Sum, LF=Linear Feet, EA=Each, SY=Square Yard, TN=Tons

Ric-Man International, Inc. Triple R Paving Inc.

Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements

MBR Construction, Inc. Ocean Bay Construction, Inc. West Construction, Inc.



Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements
ITB# 2012-13/05

Tabulation

Item 
No. Description Unit Est.Qty. Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total Unit Cost Extended 

Total Unit Cost Extended 
Total

57 Contingency EA 1 85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      85,000.00$      

Y Y

N N

N N

Y Y

1,788,416.60$                            1,789,722.91$                            

Y Y

Y Y

Southeastern Engineering 
Contractors, Inc. FHP Tectonics Corp.MBR Construction, Inc. Ocean Bay Construction, Inc. West Construction, Inc. Ric-Man International, Inc. Triple R Paving Inc.

LEGEND:  LS=Lump Sum, LF=Linear Feet, EA=Each, SY=Square Yard, TN=Tons

Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvements

Y

Meets SDBE Goal

Provided Certificate of Insurance

Has Required Licenses

AddendumS 1-6

Completed Schedule "A"

Local Vendor

Y

Y

N

Y

Y

Y Y #1  MISSING Y

Y Y Y Y

N N N N

Y N Y ?

Y Y Y N

Y Y Y Y

1,530,227.57$                            1,547,924.50$                            1,638,887.74$                            1,643,764.00$                            1,694,421.10$                            GRAND TOTAL INCLUDING CONTINGENCY:







































































































 

 

 

Memorandum 
 
 

 
 
TO: Kris Mory, CRA Director 
 
FROM:  Hiep B. Huynh, P.E. CRA Projects Manager 
                      
DATE: March 7, 2013 
 
RE: Cove Gardens Neighborhood Improvement Project. 
                        Bid Award Recommendation / Bid # 2012-13/05, Project # 11260-P 
 
CRA staff and the project engineer have reviewed and evaluated the attached Bid Tabulation and 
recommend to award the bid to the lowest responsive bidder MBR Construction, Inc. for the 
construction of the above mentioned project for an amount not to exceed $1,530,227.57. 
 
MBR Construction, Inc. had previously performed and satisfactory completed construction of the 
Greenway Trail in Pioneer Park. 
 
The construction is projected to begin in May 2013 and if no unforeseen circumstances are 
encountered, will be completed by December 2013. 
 
 
CC: Burgess Hanson, City Manager 
       Keven Klopp, Assistant City Manager  
       Charles DaBrusco, P.E. ES Director 
       Paul Collette, Buyer 
       David Santucci, Purchasing Manager 
       Safiya Brea, P.E., Project Engineer, Chen Moore & Associates 
 



RE: Cove Gardens N.l.P. - Deerfield Beach
City of Deerfield Beach, S/T/R (05-48-43)

This is to notify you of the Environmental Protection and Growth Management Department's (EPGMD) action
concerning your application received 0912212011. The application has been reviewed for complian"e *ith tfte
following reguirements;

ERP Review - GRANTED

EPGMD has the authority to review the project for compliance with Rule 40E-1
Florida Administrative code pursuant to an agreement between EpGMD, DEp nt
is outlined in a document entitled .DELEGATION AGREEMENT AMONG THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, THE SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, AND
BROWARD COUNTY."

Based on the information submitted, Environmental Resource Standard General Permit No. 06-06446-p was
issued on 0211512012.

BR)ç1å ARÐ ="Ë"üÊisË$Ê^i,iï"""Jï^fri,i8 iîü[,o"
COUNTy One N. University Drive.Suite 201 . Pla -s't9-1483.

@
February 15,20'12

City of Deerfield Beach
Attention: Kevin Klopp
150 NE 2nd Avenue
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441

Broward Countv Surface Water Manaqement Review - GRANTED

EPGMD has reviewed the project for compliance with the Surface Water Management requirements of Chapter
27, Artide V Sec. 27-191 through 27-202 of the Broward County Code.

Based on the information submitted, Surface Water Management License No. SWM201Z-O,12-O
was issued on 0211512O12. The above named licensee is hereby authorized to perform the work or operate the
facility shown on the approved drawing(s), plans, documents and specifications, as submitted by liceniee, and
made a part hereof.

Please be advised that no Certificate of Occupancy can be issued on this project until released, in writing, by all
EPGMD divisions as required. Such release will be pending approval of aÁy éngi4eering certifications re-quiied
by specific condition No. 15.

The above referenced approvals will remain in effect subject to the following:
1. Not receivíng a filed request for: a Chapter 120, Florida Statutes administrative hearing;
2. the attached SFWMD General Conditions;
3. the attached SFWMD Special Conditions;
4. the attached Broward County General Conditions;
5. the attached Broward County Specific Conditions;
6. the attached /r? exhibits.

Should you object to these conditions, please refer to the attached "Notice of Rights" which addresses the
procedures to be followed if you desire a public hearing or other review of the põposed action. please contact
this office if you have any questions concerning this mãtter. lf we do not hear trom you in accordance with the
attached 'No!iç.9fîie,T'r¿,H"""yi11"f,ffi"1$1trffi*y,ffi$Frffip.t*?îffi"Pr"EF=éA{oDo,"m, 

Jr.. Bãrbara sharrer.
LolsWEler,

www.broward.org



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a "Notice of Rights" has been mailed to the Permitee (and the persons listed in the
attached distribution list) no later than 5:00 p.m. on O211512012, in accordance with Section 120.60 (3), Florida
Statutes.

P**,tA*,ur@
Elissa Taylor(/P.E.
Surface Water Management Program

Enclosed are the following:

_! executed staff report;

__4 set(s) of stamped and approved plans;

_ application fee receipts;

I Notice of Rights; and
tz' lnspection Guidelines Brochure.



FLORIDA

Broward CounÇ Board of County Gommissione¡s
DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION D¡VISION

Surface Water Management Program

"What to Expect When We Are lnspecting
Surface Water Management Systems"

A guideline for englneers, contractors, and lÍcensees of surtace water management
sysfems pertaining to the release of Certificafes of Occupancy.

The intent of this document is to establish some guidelines to achieve compliance with the
Code while maximizing customer service needs to licensees and their agents and the local
building departments by facilitating the Certificate(s) of Occupancy (CO) release procedure
for building projects. lt is also the intent of this document to encourage licensees and their
agents and the local building departments to not put our inspection staff on the "critical path".
We recognize that the local building departments must adhere to the requirements of
the South FlorÍda Building Code and the requirements of Articte I of the Broward
County Natural Resource Protection Code.

The Department of Environmental Regulation (DER) - Surface Water Management Licensing
program has the responsibility of reviewing designs, licensing, and inspecting surface water
management systems within portions of Broward County under the provisions of the Broward
County Natural Resource Protection Code, Chapter 27, Section 27-1g1 through Section 27-
201. This includes enforcement for the purpose of protecting our natural resources. This
document contains specific information about the DER's surface water management
inspection procedures, review of record/as-built drawings, and time required to complete the
procedure successfully. Please be advised this document may be included with the
approved license and may be modified on an as-needed basis.

The following cerüflcatlon package must be submitted at least two (2) weeks prior to
the antictpated date of occupancy - exceptions may be made on a case by case öasis.
Note: ltøms 1 & 2 are notappllcable to plans stamped as Generat Llcenses (GLtflt-tt##t). ltems 3 & I may apply to GL
lf plans are sbmped lor constntcdon ce¡ilñcation.

1. Final Record/As-built Drawings (hard copy and electronic) of the site and lake/canal
slopes (where applicable);
2. Final Record/As-built Drawings of the control structure(s) or overflow structure(s) (where
applicable);
3. Signed and sealed letter from a Florida-registered Professional Engineer certiffing all
components of the surface water management system were constructed in substaitial
conformance with the approved plans; and
4. A $100 partial certification fee (fees are subject to change) when a partial certification is
submitted. The certifying engineer must indicate that a substantial amount of the water
management system has been constructed to serue the partiat phase to satisfy the water
quality and water quantity requirements of the Code and exactly which lots/buitdings are
requested for release.

F orm212-0008 Rev. 0212011 Page 1 of2 www. broward.orq/requlation



Staff will perform an inspection on a îìrst-come first-served öasís of the above items. A successful
submittal of the required items will prevent unwanted delays ln the inspection and CO release
pfiocesses.

WHAT WE LOOK FOR DUR'NG THE RECORD/AS.BUILT DRAWNG REV'EW AND
DUflNG THE INSPECTION:

1. The engineer's letter must contain the appropriate certification language. The suggested wording is located
in the Code and in the specific conditions of the license. The letter must be signed and sealed. lt is impentive
that the engíneer of record descrlbe any minor modíîicatlons to the sysúem that werc made during the
const¡uction of the project. However, substantial modifications must have received prior approval by the
Surface Water licensing program.

2. ln addition to rim, manhole, and pipe invert elevations, the plans should contain a sufficient amount of survey
information to show that the site grades and perimeter grades were constructed in substantial conformance
with the approved plans.

3. lf part of the approved system, lake and canal slope as-built plans should contain a substantial number of
cross sections (a minimum of 1 section per 50 linear feet is preferred) to show compliance with the
Department's slope criteria. The staîÍ reseryes the right to require additional slope c¡oss secfions as
necessary as well as slope regnding. Surface area calculations at the control elevation should be submitted
for lakes.

4. Control structure or overflow structure information must show all (as-built) dimensions and elevations.

5. All catch basin and manhole structures must have appropriate mudwork to prevent seepage that could lead
to structure/asphalt failures and subsequent turbidity violations.

6. All catch basins, manholes, and pipes must be relatively free of sediment and debris and must be accessible
to staff. Arrangements should be made with staff for inspecting basins that are covered with fabric materials for
sediment control purposes. Fabric must be removed by the licensee or other appropriate personnel prior to the
inspection.

7. Lake, canal, swale, dry detention/retention area slopes must be stabilized through appropriate measures, i.e,
no evidence of erosion or sedimentation should be encountered during the inspection. Arrangements should be
made with staff with regards to timeliness of sodding or seeding slopes and bottoms of dry detention/retention
areas.

8. All baffle mechanisms must be made water tight at all contact surfaces of basin walls by a durable gasket
device.

Successful compliance with the above items will insure a timely rerease of the
CertiÍicate(s) of Occupancy from division staff.

Upon completion of the field inspection, arrangements with inspection staff will be made to
correct all observed field deficiencies. W¡th your cooperation, Certificate(s) of Occupancy will
be released upon correction of all field deficiencies.

DEVELOPM ENT AND ENVI RO NM ENTAL REGU LATION DIVISION
Surface Waúer tlanagement Program
I North Unlvercity Drive, Sulte 201-4. Plantatlon, Florida 33324
954-519-1483 FAX 954-519-1412

Page 2 oÍ 2



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE PERMIT CHAPTER 40E.4 (10/95)

40e-4.321 Duration of Permits

(1) Unless revoked or otherwise modified, the du'ration of an environmental resource permit issued under this
chapter or Chapter 40E-40, F.A.C. is as follows:

(a) For a conceptual approval, two years from the date of issuance or the date specified as a condition of the
permit, unless within that period an application for an individual or standard general permit is filed for any portion
of the project. lf an application for an environmental resource permit is filed, then the conceptual approval
remains valid until final action is taken on the environmental resource permit application. lf the application is
granted, then the conceptual approval is valid for an additional two years from the date of issuance of the permit.
Conceptual approvals which have no individual or standard general environmental resource permit applications

filed for a period of two years shall expire automatically at the end of the two year period.

(b) For a conceptual approval filed concurrently with a development of regional impact (DRl) application for
development approval (ADA) and a local government comprehensive plan amendment, the duration of the
conceptual approval shall be two years from whichever one of the following occurs at the latest date:

1. the effective date of the local government's comprehensive plan amendment.
2. the effective date of the local government development order.
3. the date on which the District issues the conceptual approval, or
4. the latest date of the resolution of any Chapter 120.57, F.A.C., administrative proceeding or other legal

appeals.

(c) For an individual or standard general environmental resource permit, five years from the date of issuance or
such amount of time as made a condition of the permit.

(d) For a noticed general permit issued pursuant to chapter 40-E-400, F.A.C., five years from the date the
notice of intent to use the permit is provided to the District.

(2)(a) Unless prescribed by special permit condition, permits expire automatically according to the timeframes
indicated in this rule. lf application for extension is made in writing pursuant to subsection (3), the permit shall
remain in full force and effect until:

1. the Governing Board takes action on an application for extension of an individual permit, or
2. staff takes action on an application for extension of a standard general permit.

(b) lnstallation of the project outfall structure shall not constitute a vesting of the permit.

(3) The permit extension shall be issued provided that a permittee files a written request with the District
showing good cause prior to the expiration of the permit. For the purpose of this rule, good cause shall mean a
set of extenuating circumstances outside of the control of the permittee. Requests for extensions, which shall
include documentation of the extenuating circumstances and how they have delayed this project, will not be
accepted more than 180 days prior to the expiration date.

(4) Substantial modifications to Gonceptual Approvals will extend the duration of the Conceptual Approval for
two years from the date of issuance of the modification. For the purposes of this section, the term "substantial
modification" shall mean a modification which is reasonable expected to lead to substantially different water
resource or environmental impacts which require a detailed review.

(5) Substantial modifications to individual or standard general environmental resource permits issued pursuant
to a permit application extend the duration of the permit for three years from the date of issuance of the
modification. lndividual or standard general environmental resource permit modifications do not extend the
duration of a conceptual approval.

(6) Permit modifications issued pursuant to subsection 40E-4.331 (2Xb), F.A.C. (Letter modifications) do not
extend the duration of a permit.

(7) Failure to complete construction or alteration of the surface water management system and obtain operation
phase approval from the District within the permit duration shall require a new permit authorization in order to
continue construction unless a permit extension is granted.

Specific authority 373.044,373.113 F.S. Law lmplemented 373.413,373.416,373.419, 373.426 F.S. History-New 9-3-81 , Amended 1-31-82,
12-1-82, Formerly 16K4.07(4), Amended 7-1-86, 4120194, Amended 7-1-86,4120194, 10-3-S5



NOTICE OF R¡GHTS

As required by Sections 120.569(1), and 120.60(3), Fla. Stat., following is notice of the opportunities
which may be available for administrative hearing or judicial review when the substantial interests of a
party are determined by an agency. Please note that this Notice of Rights is not intended to provide
legal advice. Not all the legal proceedings detailed below may be an applicable or appropriate
remedy. You may wish to consult an attorney regarding your legal rights.

RIGHT TO REQUEST ADM¡NISTRATIVE HEARING
A person whose substantial interests are or may be affected by the Broward County Environmental
Protectíon and Growth Management Department's (EPGMD, formerly known as Department of
Planning and Environmental Protection or DPEP) action under the "Delegation Agreement Among
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection, The South Florida Water Management District
and Broward County" has the right to request an administrative hearing on that action pursuant to
Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Fla. Stat. Persons seeking a hearing on an EPGMD decision which
does or may determine their substantial interests shall file a petition for hearing with the EPGMD
Environmental Compliance Administrator, within 21 days of receipt of written notice of the decision,
unless the following shorter time period applies: within 14 days of service of an Administrative Order
pursuant to Subsection 373.1 19(1 ), Fla. Stat. "Receipt of written notice of agency decision" means
receipt of either vwitten notice through mail, or electronic mail, or posting that the EPGMD has or
intends to take final agency action, or publication of notice that the EPGMD has or intends to take
final agency action. Any person who receives written notice of an EPGMD decision and fails to file a
written request for hearing within the timeframe described above waives the right to request a
hearing on that decision.

Filing lnstructions
The Petition must be filed with the EPGMD Enforcement Administration Section's Environmental
Compliance Administrator. Filings with the Environmental Compliance Administrator may be made
mail, hand-delivery or facsimile. Filings by e-mail will not be accepted. Any person wishing to
receive a clerked copy with the date and time stamped must provide an additional copy. A petition
for administrative hearing is deemed filed upon receipt during normal business hours by the
Environmental Compliance Administrator, at the Broward County government offices in Plantation,
Florida. Any document received by the EPGMD Enforcement Administration after 5:00 p.m. shall be
filed as of 8:00 a.m. on the next regular business day. Additional filing instructions are as follows:

o

a

Filings by mail must be addressed to the Environmental Compliance Administrator,
Enforcement Administration Section, 1 N University Drive, Suite 307, Plantation, FL33324.
Filings by hand-delivery must be delivered to the EPGMD Enforcement Administration Section.
Delivery of a petition to the Broward Gounty security desk does not constltute fillng.
To ensure proper filing, it will be nesessary to request the Broward Gounty security
officer to contact the Environmental Compliance Administrator's office.
An employee of the Environmental Compliance Administrator's office will receive and file
the petition.

Filings by facsimile must be transmitted to the EPGMD Enforcement Administration's Office
at (95a) 519-1493. Pursuant to Subsections 28-106.1O4(7), (8) and (9), Fla. Admin. Code,
a party who files a document by facsimile represents that the original physically signed
document will be retained by that party for the duration of that proceeding and of any
subsequent appeal or subsequent proceeding in that cause. Any party who elects to file any

a
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document by facsimile shall be responsible for any delay, disruption, or interruption of the
electronic signals and accepts the full risk that the document may not be properly filed with
the Environmental Compliance Administrator, as a result. The filing date for a document
filed by facsimile shall be the date the Environmental Compliance Administrator, receives
the complete document.

lnitiation of an Administrative Hearing
Pursuant to Rules 28-106.201 and 28-106.301, Fla. Admin. Code, initiation of an administrative hearing
shall be made by written petition to the EPGMD in legible form and on I and 112 by 11 inch white papei
All petitions shall contain:

1. ldentification of the action being contested, including the permit number, application number,
EPGMD file number or any other EPGMD identification number, if known.

2. The name, address and telephone number of the petitioner and petitioner's representative, if any.
3. An explanation of how the petitioner's substantial interests will be affected by the agency

determination.
4- A statement of when and how the petitioner received notice of the EPGMD's decision.
5. A statement of all disputed issues of material fact. lf there are none, the petition must so indicate

6. A concise statement of the ultimate facts alleged, including the specific facts the petitioner
contends rryarrant reversal or modification of the EPGMD's proposed action.

7. A statement of the specific rules or statutes the petitioner contends require reversal or
modification of the EPGMD's proposed action.

8. lf disputed issues of material fact exist, the statement must also include an explanation of how
the alleged facts relate to the specific rules or statutes.

9. A statement of the relief sought by the petitioner, stating precisely the action the petitioner wishes
the EPGMD to take with respect to the EPGMD's proposed action.

A person may file a request for an extension of time for filing a petition. The EPGMD'may, for good
cause, grant the request. Requests for extension of time must be filed with the EPGMD prior tothe
deadline for filing a petition for hearing. Such requests for extension shall contain a certificate that the
moving party has consulted with all other parties concerning the extension and that the EPGMD and any
other parties agree to or oppose the extension. A timely request for extension of time shall toll the running
of the time period for filing a petition until the request is acted upon.

lf the EPGMD takes action with substantially different impacts on water resources from the notice of
intended agency decision, the persons who may be substantially affected shall have an additional point
of entry pursuant to Rule 28-106.1 11 , Fla. Admin. Code, unless otherwise provided by law.

Mediation
The procedures for pursuing mediation are set forth in Section 120.573, Fla. Stat., and Rules
28'106.111 and 28-106.401-.405, Fla. Admin. Code. The EPGMD is not proposing mediation for this
agency action under Section 120.573, Fla. Stat., at this time.

RIGHT TO SEEK JUDIC¡AL REVIEW
Pursuant to Sections 120.60(3) and 120.68, Fla. Stat., a party who is adversely affected by final EPGMD
action may seek judicial review of the EPGMD's final decision by filing a notice of appeal pursuant to
Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.110 in the Fourth District Court of Appeal or in the appellate district
where a party resides and filing a second copy of the notice with the Environmental Compliance
Administrator within 30 days of rendering of the final EPGMD action.

Rev.03/02110



SFWMD General Conditions

1 . All activities authorized by this permit shall be implemented as set forth in the plans, specifications, and
performance criteria as approved by this permit. Any deviation from the permítted activity and the conditions for
undertaking that activity shall constitute a violation of this permit and Part lV, Chapter 373. F.S.

2. This permit or a copy thereof, complete with all conditions, attachments, exhibits and modifications shall be
kept at the work site of the permitted activity. The complete permit shall be available for review at the work site
upon request by District staff. The permittee shall require the contractor to review the complete permit prior to
commencement of the activity authorized by this permit.

3. Activities approved by this permit shall be conducted in a manner which does not cause violations of State
water quality standards. The permittee shall implement best management practices for erosion and pollution
control to prevent violation of State water: quality standards. Temporary erosion control shall be implemented
prior to and during construction, and permanent control measures shall be completed within 7 days of any
construction activity. Turbidity barriers shall be installed and maintained at all locations where the possibility of
transferring suspended solids into the receiving waterbody exists due to the permitted work. Turbidity barriers
shall remain in place at all locations until construction is completed and soils are stabilized and vegetation has
been established. All practices shall be in accordance with the guidelines and specifications described in
Chapter 6 of the Florida Land Development Manual; A Guide to Sound Land and Water Management
(Department of Environmental Regulation, 1988), incorporated by reference in Rule 40E-4.091, F.A.C. unless a
project-specific erosion and sediment control plan is approved as part of the permit. Thereafter, the permittee
shall be responsible for the removal of the barriers. The permittee shall correct any erosion or shoaling that
causes adverse impacts to the water resources.

4. The permittee shall notify the District of the anticipated construction start date within 30 days of the date
that this permit is issued. At least 48 hours prior to commencement of activity authorized by this permit, the
permittee shall submit to the District an Environmental Resource Permit Construction Commencement Notice
Form Number 0960 indicating the actual start date and the expected construction completion date.

5. When the duration of construction will exceed one year, the permittee shall submit construction status
reports to the District on an annual basis utilizing an annual status report form. Status report forms shall be
submitted the following June of each year.

6. Within 30 days after completion of construction of the permitted activity, the permittee shall submit a written
statement of completion and certification by a registered professional engineer or other appropriate individual as
authorized by law, utilizing the supplied Environmental Resource Permit Construction Completion/Certification
Form Number 0881. The statement of completion and certification shall be based on onsite obseruation of
construction or review of as-built drawings for the purpose of determining if the work was completed in
compliance with permitted plans and specifications. This submittal shall serve to notify the District that the
system is ready for inspection. Additionally, if deviation from the approved drawings is discovered during the
certification process, the certification must be accompanied by a copy of the approved permit drawings with
deviations noted. Both the original and revised specifications must be clearly shown. The plans must be clearly
labeled as "As-built" or "Record" drawing. All surveyed dimensions and elevations shall be certified by a
registered surveyor.

7. The operation phase of this permit shall not become effective: until the permittee has complied with the
requirements of condition (6) above, has submitted a request for conversion of Environmental Resource Permit
from Construction Phase to Operation Phase, Form No. 0920; the District determines the system to be in
compliance with the permitted plans and specifications; and the entity approved by the District in accordance
with Sections 9.0 and 10.0 of the Basis of Review for Environmental Resource Permit Applications within the
South Florida Water Management District (August 1995) accepts responsibility for operation and maintenance of
the system. The permit shall not be transferred to such approved operation and maintenance entity until the
operation phase of the permit becomes effective. Following inspection and approval of the permitted system by
the District, the permittee shall initiate transfer of the permit to the approved responsible operating entity if
different from the permittee. Until the permit is transferred pursuant to Section 40E1.6107,. F.A.C., the
permittee shall be liable for compliance with the terms of the permit.

8. Each phase or independent portion of the permitted system must be completed in accordance with the
permitted plans and permit conditions prior to the initiation of the permitted use of site infrastructure located
within the area served by that portion or phase of the system. Each phase or independent portion of the system
must be completed in accordance with the permitted plans and permit conditions prior to transfer of
responsibility for operation and maintenance of the phase or portion of the system to a local government or
other responsible entity.



9. For those systems that will be operated or maintained by an entity that will require an easement or deed
restriction in order to enable that entity to operate or maintain the system in conformance with this permit, such
easement or deed restriction must be recorded in the public records and submitted to the District aiong with any
other final operation and maintenance documents required by Sections 9.0 and 10.0 of the Basis of Réview foi
Environmental Resource Permit applications within the South Florida Water Management District (August
1995), prior to lot or unit sales or prior to the completion of the system, whichever õccurs first. Other ãocuments
concerning the establishment and authority of the operating entity must be filed with the Secretary of State,
where appropriate. For those systems which are proposed to be maintained by the County or municipal entities,
final operation and maintenance'documents must be received by the District when maintenance and operation
of the system is accepted by the local government entity. Failure to submit the appropriate final documents will
result in the permittee remaining liable for carrying out maintenance and operation of the permitted system and
any other permit conditions.

10. Should any other regulatory agency require changes to the permitted system; the permittee shall notify the
District in vwiting of the changes prior to implementation so that a determination can be made whether a permit
modification is required.

11. This permit does not eliminate the necessity to obtain any required federal, state, local and special district
authorizations prior to the start of any activity approved by this permit. This permit does not convey to the
permittee or create in the permittee any property right, or any interest in real property, nor does it authorize any
entrance upon or activities on property wt¡ich is not owned or controlled by the permittee, or convey any rights or
privileges other than those specified in the permit and Chapter 4OE-4 or Chapter 4OE-40, F.A.C.

12. -lhe permittee is hereby advised that Section 253.77, F.S. stated that a person may not commence any
excavation, construction, or other activity involving the use of sovereign or other lands of the State, the ti¡e to
which is vested in the Board of Trustees of the lnternal lmprovement Trust Fund without obtaining the required
lease, license, easement, or other form of consent authorizing the proposed use. Therefore, the þermitteä is
responsible for obtaining any necessary authorizations from the Board of Trustees prior to commencing activity
on sovereignty lands or other state-owned lands,

13. The permittee must obtain a Water Use permit prior to construction deraratering, unless the work qualifies for
a General Permit pursuant to Subsection 40E-20.302(4), F.A.C., also known as thã "No Notice" Rule.

14. The permittee shall hold and save the District harmless from any and all damages, claims, or liabilities
which may arise by reason of the construction, alteration, operation, maintenance, removal, abandonment or
use of any system authorized by the permit.

15. Any delineation of the extent of a wetland or other surface water submitted as part of the permit application,
including plans or other supporting documentation, shall not be considered binding, unless a specific c'onO¡t¡on
of this permit or a formal determination under Section 373.421(2), F.S., provides ótherwise.

16. The permittee shall notify the District in writing within 30 days of any sale, conveyance, or other transfer of
ownership or control of a permitted system or the real property on which the permitteð system is located. All
transfers of ownership or transfers of a permit are subject to the requirements of Rules 4Oe-t.OtOS an¿
4OE 1-6107, F.A.C.. The permittee transferring the permit shall remain liable for corrective actions that may be
required as a result of any violations prior ro the sale, conveyance or other transfer of the system.

17. Upon reasonable notice to the permittee, District authorized staff with proper identification shall have
permission to enter, inspect, sample and test the system to insure conformity with the plans and specifications
approved by the permit.

18. lf historical or archaeological artifacts are discovered at any time on the project site, the permittee shall
immediately notify the appropríate District service center.

19. The permittee shall immediately notify the District in writing of any previously submitted information that is
later discovered to be inaccurate.



SFWMD Special Conditions

1. The permittee shall be responsible for the correction of any erosion, shoaling or water quality problems that
result from the construction or operation of the surface water management system.

2. Measures shall be taken during construction to insure that sedimentation and/or turbidity problems are not
created in the receiving water.

3. The District reserves the right to require that additional water quality treatment methods be incorporated
into the drainage system if such measures are shown to be necessary.

4. Facilities other than those stated herein shall not be constructed without an approved modification of this
permit.

5. The conditions outlined in the Broward County Specific Conditions section, except where language
specifically relates to Broward County Code, are incorporated into these SFWMD Special Conditions.

6. Operation of the surface water management system shall be the responsibility of permittee



Broward County General Gonditions

1. The terms, conditions, requirements, limitations and restrictions set forth herein are accepted by the
licensee and must be completed by the licensee and are enforceable by the Environmental Protection and
Growth Management Department (EPGMD) pursuant to Chapter 27 of the Broward County Code of
Ordinances. The EPGMD will review this license periodically and may revoke or suspend the license, and
initiate administrative and/or judicial action for any violation of the conditions by the licensee, its agents,
employees, servants or representatives.

2. This license is valid only for the specific uses set forth in the license application and any deviation from the
approved uses may constitute grounds for revocation, suspension, and/or enforcement action by the EPGMD.

3. ln the event the licensee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the conditions of the license or with
this chapter, the licensee shall notify the EPGMD within eight (8) hours or as stated in the specific section of this
chapter. Within three (3) working days of the event, the licensee shall submit a written report to EPGMD that
describes the incident, its cause, the measures being taken to correct the problem and prevent its reoccurrence,
the owner's intention regarding the repair, replacement and reconstruction of destroyed facilities and a schedule
of events leading toward operation with the license condition.

4. Ïhe issuance of this license does not convey any vested rights or exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize
any injury to public or private property or any invasion of personal rights, or any violations of federal, state or
local laws or regulations.

5. This license must be available for inspection on licensee's premises during the entire life of the license.
6. By accepting this license, the licensee understands and agrees that all records, notes, monitoring data and
other information relating to the construction or operation of this licensed facility or activity, that are submitted to
the EPGMD, may be used by the EPGMD as evidence in any enforcement proceeding arising under Chapter 2T
of the Broward County Code of Ordinances, except where such use is prohibited by Section 403.111, Florida
Statutes.

7 . Ïhe licensee agrees to comply with Chapter 27 oÍ the Broward County Code of Ordinances, and shall
comply with all provisions of the most current version of this chapter, as amended.

B. Any new owner or operator of a licensed facility shall apply by letter for a transfer of license within thirty (30)
days after sale or legal transfer. The transferor shall remain liable for performance in accordance with the
license until the transferee applies for and is granted a transfer of license. The transferee shall be liable for any
violation of Chapter 27 that results from the transferee's activities, The transferee shall comply with the
transferor's original license conditions when the transferee has failed to obtain its own license.

L The licensee, by acceptance of this license, specifically agrees to allow access and shall allow access to the
licensed source, activity or facility at times by EPGMD personnel for the purposes of inspection and testing to
determine compliance with this license and Chapter 27 of the Broward County Code of Ordinances.

10. This license does not constitute a waiver or approval of any other license, approval, or regulatory
requirement by this or any other governmental agency that may be required.

11. Enforcement of the terms and provisions of this license shall be at the reasonable discretion of EPGMD,
and any forbearance on behalf of EPGMD to exercise its rights hereunder in the event of any breach by the
licensee, shall not be deented or construed to be a waiver of EPGMD's rights hereunder.



Broward County Specific Conditions

1. The licensee shall allow authorized personnel of the Development and Environmental Regulation Division
(DER), municipality or local water control district to conduct such inspections at reasonable hours, as are
necessary to determine compliance with the requirements of the license and the approved plans and
specifications.

2. The responsible entity shall agree to maintain the operating efficiency of the water management works.
Except in cases where the responsible entity is a governmental agency, the agreement shall further require that
if the water management works is not adequately maintained, the County may undertake the required work and
bill all associated costs to the responsible entity. lf the payment for such obligations is not satisfied within 30
days, said obligation shall become a lien against the property associated with the water management works.
Where ownership of the water management works is separate from property ownership, the DER shall require
these agreements to be recorded.

3. The licensee shall prosecute the work authorized in a manner so as to minimize any adverse impact of the
vrorks on fish, wildlife, natural environmental values, and water quality. The licensee shall institute necessary
measures during the construction period, including fill compaction of any fill material placed around newly
installed structures, to reduce erosion, turbidity, nutrient loading and sedimentation in the receiving waters. Any
erosion, shoaling or deleterious discharges due to permitted actions will be corrected promptly at no expense to
the County.

4. The licensee shall comply with all applicable local land use and subdivision regulations and other local
requirements. ln addition, the licensee shall obtain all necessary Federal, State, local and special district
authorizations prior to the start of any construction alteration of works authorized by this license.

5. Offsite discharges during construction and development shall be made only through the facilities authorized
by this license. Water discharged from the project shall be through structures having a mechanism for
regulating upstream water stages. Stages may be subject to operating schedules satisfactory to the appropriate
regulatory agency.

6. The licensee shall hold and save the County harmless from any and all damages, claims, or liabilities which
may arise by reason of the construction, operation, rnaintenance or use of any facility authorized by the license.

7. The license does not convey property rights nor any rights or privileges other than those specified therein.

8. No construction authorized by the license shall commence until a responsible entity acceptable to the DER
has been established and has agreed to operate and maintain the efficiency of the system. The entity must be
provided with sufficient ownership so that it has control over all water management facilities authorized therein.
Upon receipt of vritten evidence of the satisfaction of this condition, the DER will issue authorization to
commence the construction.

9. No beautification, or erection of any structure that will prohibit or limit access of maintenance equipment or
vehicles in the right-of-way or easements will be allowed.

10. Any license which grants any entity the permission to place a structure on property which is owned by
Broward County or upon which Broward County has an easement shall be construed to create a revocable
license for that structure to remain on the property. Broward County may require removal of such a structure at
no cost to the County.

11. The area under license will be maintained in a safe and operating condition at all times. Equipment will be
promptly removed from the right-of-way or easement and the right-of-way or easement will be restored to its
original or better condition within a reasonable time on termination of the authorized use.

12. The DER will be notified, as required in the license or as indicated on the approved plans, to coordinate and
schedule inspections.

13. The operation or construction will be in accordance with the approved details and plans submitted with the
application. Any modification must be submitted to the DER in writing and receive prior approval.

14. Monitoring may be required for sites with high pollutant generating potential, such as industrial sites, Class I

and ll solid waste disposal sites, and projects discharging to areas identified in Section 27-2O0 (b) (1) (o). Such
monitoring will be under the cognizance of the DER.



15. Upon completion of the construction of a surface water management system or phase thereof licensed by
the DER, it is a requirement of the issuance of the license, and hence transfer of operation and maintenance
responsibility, that a Florida Registered Professional Engineer certify that the surface water management system
was indeed constructed as licensed. Certified record drawings shall accompany the certification. Suggested
wording for this is as follows:

I HEREBY CERTIFY TO THE CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION OF ALL THE COMPONENTS OF THE
SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT FACILITIES FOR THE ABOVE REFERENCES PROJECT AND THAT
THEY HAVE BEEN CONSTRUCTED IN SUBSTANTIAL CONFORMANCE WITH THE PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS APPROVED BY THE BROWARD COUNTY DER, AND HEREBY AFFIX MY SEAL THIS

DAY OF 20

(sEAL)

16. Water management areas shall be legally reserved to the operation entity and for that purpose by
dedication on the plat, deed restrictions, easements, etc., so that subsequent owners or others may not remove
such areas from their intended use. Management areas, including maintenance easements, shall-be connected
to a public road or other location from which operation and maintenance access is legally and physically
available.

17. The licensee shall notify the DER in writing within twenty-four (24) hours of the start, finish, suspension,
and/or abandonment of any constrùction or alteration of works authorized by this license.

18. A prorated share of surface water management retention/detention areas, sufficient to provide the required
flood protection and water quality treatment, must be provided prior to occupancy of any building or residence.

19. The operation license shall be valid for a specific period of time not to exceed five (5) years from the date
the license is transferred to the operation phase. The operation license shall be renewed in accordance with
Section 27 - 198 (d) (2) of the Article.

20. The DER reserves the right to require additional water quality treatment methods be incorporated into the
drainage system if such measures are shown to be necessary.

21. This permit does not constitute the approval required by Section 27-353(i), Broward County Code, to
conduct detratering operations at or within one-quarter mile radius of a contaminated site. Please contact the
Pollution Prevention and Remediation Division at (954) 519-1260 for further information.

22. The licensee shall keep a log of the operation and maintenance schedule for all components of the surface
water management system.

23. The surface water management system must be ínspected by the Surface Water Management Section to
verify compliance with Specific Condition No. 15 of the license. ln accordance with the Broward County Natural
Resource Protection Code, Article l, Sec. 27-66 (f), the County agency or municipal agency charged wiih issuing
a certificate of occupancy (CO) shall not issue a CO until notified of the DER approvai. Partial cértifications wilf
be handled in accordance with Specific Condition No. 18.

24. The licensee is required to submit a Storm Water Notice of lntent (NOl) application at least 48 hours prior to
the commencement of construction to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection, NPDES Stormwater
Program, 2600 Blair stone Road Mail station 2510, Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400.
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STAFF REPORT

Project Name: Cove Gardens N.l.P. - Deerfield Beach

Permit Number: 06-06446-P License Number: swM2012-012-0

Application Number: 110922-18 ConcurrentApplication L2011-111

Application Type: New Environmental Resource

Location: Broward County Section-Township-Range:0S-4g-43

Permittee's Name: City of Deerfield Beach

Project Area:

Project Land Use:

Drainage Basin:

Receiving Body:

5.99 acres

Roadway

Coastal

Drainage Area: 20 acres

No Discharge

Purpose:

The construction and operation of a surface water management system to serve 5.99 acres of right-of-way within
a 2O acre residential area of Deerfield Beach.

Proiect Evaluation:

Project Site Description:
The roadways are presently developed containing surface water management systems that do not provide
water quality treatment of storm runoff. The area is generally bordered by S Federal Hvyy, SE 15 Ave, SE 4 Ct,
and Hillsboro Blvd.

Proposed Project Design:
The proposed construction will include a system of reconstructed roadside swales, inlets, and culverts which will
direct the storm runoff to 2,249 LF of exfiltration trench for water quality treatment and storm runoff attenuation.
The applicant's consultant has demonstrated that no adverse water quantity impacts will occur as a result of the
proposed project. 'r
Control Elevation:
Basin Name
Cove Gardens

Ctrl Elevation
2 ft, NGVD

WSWT Ctrl Elev.

2 ft, NGVD

Area

5.99 acres

Method of Determination
BC Avg. Wet Season Water Table Map

Water Quality Design:
Water quality treatment will be provided in the exfiltration trench system for 2.5 inches times the percent
impervious over the project area.

Basin Name Treatment Tvoe Treatment Method Volume Reouired Volume Provided
Cove Gardens Treatment Exfiltration Trench O.92 ac-fl 1.82 ac-Tt

Total: 1 .82 ac-ft



Environmental Summary:
No wetland areas were identified within the project area and no wetland impacts are anticipated from the
development of this parcel. Therefore, no wetland mitigation requirements have been included in the permit for
this project.

The proposed activities have been evaluated for potential secondary and cumulative impacts and to determine
if the project is contrary to the public interest. Based upon the proposed project design, DER has determined
that the project will not cause adverse secondary or cumulative impacts to the water resources and is not
contrary to the public interest.

eB



Soecial Goncerns:

Operating Entity: City of Deerfield Beach
Attention: Kevin Klopp
150 NE 2nd Avenue
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441

Waste Water System/Supplier: BCUD #4

AL



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

South Florida Water Management District and Broward County rules have been adhered to and a General
Permit should be granted.

swM2012-012-0

Surface Water Management Program:

David Zeller Elissa Taylor, P.E.

Aquatic and Wetland Resources Program:

Linda Manager

JD
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STAFF REPORT DISTRIBUTION LIST

ADDRESSES

Owner:
City of Deerfield Beach
Attention: Kevin Klopp
150 NE 2nd Avenue
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441

Applicant:
City of Deerfield Beach
Attention: Kevin Klopp
I 50 NE 2nd Avenue
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441

Engineering
Gonsultant:

Chen Moore and Associates
Attention: Safiya Brea, P.E.
500 W Cypress Creek Rd, Ste 410
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33309

Other:
City of Deerfield Beach Building Official
Army Corps of Engineers

/J
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GENERAL INFORMATTON

Site Location: Cove Gardens Neighborhood lmprovement Prcject
Surface Water Lice¡ses: TBD

PROJECT DATA

Site Locat¡oo

1;t ¡llnq (lon Dns

Total Site
Are¡ (AC)

P€nious
Are¡ IA(lì

Pavement
Arê¡ IACì

Building
Arer lACl

Perv¡ous
Area (AC)

PLemetrt
Area (AC)

Bu¡lding
Area (AC)

12fì 41q ooo 56 4.43 0.00
Tñfâl t20 L 1.t nno

^¿1
nnn

Site Elevations:
Minimum Road Crown:
Minimum Floor Elevation:
Water Table Elevation:

Design Storn Rainfall:
25-year 72-hour:
I 0-year 24-hour:

5.75
N/A
2.00

t5.0
8.0

feet NGVD
feet NGVD
feet NGVD

inches
lnches

* Discharge Criteria
* Right of Way Criteria

WATER OUALITY RETENTION REOUIRED

First Inch of Runoff
1.0 tN x 5.99 AC x (l FT/ t2IN)

2.00 N.G.V.D.

0.50 Acre-Feet

2.5 Tlmes Impervious
Site Area for Water Quality:

5.99 Acres
fmperuious Area for Water Quality:

5 99 Acres
Percentage of Impervioüsness for Wafer Quality:

4 43 Acres
Amount of Runoff to be Treated:

2.50 Inches
Volume Required for Quality Retention:

I 85 Inches

Retention Required:

GROUND STORAGE PROVIDED

WATER TABLE ELEVATTON:

0.00 Acres

[.56 Acres

5.99 Acres x 100

0.74

5.99 AC x (l FT/ 12 IN) :

0.92 Acre-f'eet

5.99 Acres

4.43 Acres

'14.0%

[.85 Inchss

0 92 Acre-Feet

Lûnd Use

Totâl Area
lAc)

Peryious
A rea
(AC)

Averâge
Ground

Elevation
(NGVD)

Depth to
Water Table

(FT)

Ground
Storage

IINI

Ground
Storage

(AC*FT)

Ground
Saorsge S

(lN)
DCIA
(%) CN

lmDerv¡ous Area 4.79 0.00 5.75 375 0.00 000
Pervious Area t.20 1.20 5.75 3.'15 8.18 0.82
Tnlrl! t .¡t¡ lar nflt 74-I"/^ ltz- t 9

EXFILTRATTON VOLUME PROVIDED

Hydraulic Conductivity (K): I 758-04 CFS/SF*FT Head

water

TOTAL lryATER OUAL¡TY VOLUME PROVIDED

Exfiltration Trench: I 82 AcrerFeet
Water Quality Provided: 1.82 Acre*Í'eet > Water Quality Required: 0.92 Acre*Feet

il¡ll

Locât¡on

Pipe
Diameter

(¡N)

Trench
Length
(FT)

Trench
width
(FT)

Depth to
Water Table

(FT)

Saturated
Trench

Depth (FT)

Dry Trench
Depth
(FT)

Volume
(AC*FT)

Marn tseãch Pârkrnp Lot t5 2249 550 315 2.00 ¿.uu l.ð¿

Page 1
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Geotechnical & Construction Malerials
Engineering, Testing, & lnlPectlon

tnvlronmentai õervlces

Otfices lhroughout the state oT Florida

www.nuttingengineers.com info@nuttingengineers.comofFlorida lnc.l Established 1967

Your Project is Out Comm¡tmenl

Exfiltration Test

Client:
Project:
Location:
Test:
Surface
Elevation

Casing
Diameter:

Tube Depth

Chen Moore & Associates order No 14436.12
Report No 1

Date: 5118111
Cove Gardens I mProvements
S. of Hillsboro Blvd. & E. of SE 15 Ave., Deerfield Beach, FL

Usual Open Hole Exfiltration Test
Water table from grou nd

sudace: 4At Road Crown

6

10'

Sample Location: East bound lane @ 1441 SE 3 Court

Material:

K= 1.75 x l0-a cfs/ftzft.head

l3l0NEpruNEDRrVE . BOYNTONBEÄCH,FLORTDA 33426 's61-736-49OO ' FAX561-737-997s

Treasure Coast772-408-1050 Brou,ard 954-941-8700 MiamiDade305-824-0060

0to1"
1" to'1 '

1' to 3'

3'to 5'

5' to 101

ASPHALT
Tan quartz fine SAND & LIMESTONE fragments

Gray quarlz fine SAND
Dark brown quartz fine SAND, trace roots

Brown quartz fine SAND

Pump Rate
in GaliMin

One
Minute
lncreme

EXFIL NO. 1

4,01

4.02
4.0c

4 4.0
Ã 4.0
o 4.0
7 4.0
I 4.0

4.0I
4.010



Cascade 2001 Version 1.0
File: 135.003-Ex Cond Date: ,fuly 28, 2O7'L

Project Name: Cove Gardens
Reviewer: SBrea
Proj ect Number: 135 .003

Period Begin: Jul- 14, 20!L;0000 hr End
Time Step: O.2 ìnr, fterations: 10

,Jul 30 , 20]_L;0000 hr Duration: 384 hr

Page l-

Basi-n l-: Cove Gardnes ROW

Method: Santa Barbara Unit Hydrograph
Rainfal-l Distributi-on: SFWMD - 24 hr
Design Frequency: 10 Year
1 Day Rainfall: 8 inches
Area: 5.99 acres
Ground Storage: 7.64 inches
Time of Concentration: 0.1 hours
Initial stage: 3 ft NGVD

Stage
(fr NGVD)

3 .50

Storage
(acre-ft)

.86

.70

STRUCTURE M.AXIMUM AND MTNIMUM DISCHARGES

Struc Max (cfs) Tíme (hr) tvlin (cfs) Time (hr)

BASIN MAXIMUM AND MIN]MUM STAGES

Basin Max (ft) Time (hr) Min (ft) Time (hr)

Cove Gardnes R '7 .09 25.OO 3.00 0.00

BASIN WATER BUDGETS (a11 units in acre-ft)

Total Structure Structure Initial Final
Basin Runoff fnflow Outflow Storage Storage Residual

Cove Gardnes R 3.15 O ' OO 0.00 0.00 3.15 0 ' 00

4
4
5
5
6
6
7

7
o

I
9

9
10

.00

.50

.00

.50

.00

.50

.00

.50

.00

.50

.00

.50

.00

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

5
8

1t_

1-4
T7
20

00
00
00
00
00
07

)a

L1
08
06
05
04
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D t'â t:

Legend

Edge type

- 
Soi Edgc

Elevation

9.t95 - 9.92

I r.rzr -c.rec

I z.zre - r.rzr

It.ozz-t.to
I o.æz - z.ozz

I s.szr - c.zez

! r.uc-c.srr
a.12a - a.ua

@$ o.ree-r.rzr
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DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 10726
TIN

1

3.5
BELOW PLANE

0.07
0.09

0 0 acjt

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 10726

TIN
1

4
BELOW PLANE

2.67
3.31

0.55 1.26E-05 ac{t

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 1O726

TIN
1

4.5
BELOW PLANE

8.67
10.72
3.24 7.448-05 ac-ft

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 10726

TIN
1

5

BELOW PLANE
18.06
22.34
9.78 0.000225 ac-ft

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 10726

TIN
1

5.5
BELOW PLANE

731.31
739.15
65.94 0.001514 ac{t

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-110726
TIN

1

6
BELOW PLANE

22525.76
22550.75



VOLUME

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE_HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

3316.63 0.076139 ac-ft

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_ex-1 10726
TIN

1

6.5
BELOW PLANE

114441.27
114521.13
37345.03 0.857324 ac-fT

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_ex-1 10726
TIN

1

7
BELOW PLANE

202687.6
202824.31
117477.94 2.696922 ac-ll

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_ex-1 '10726

TIN
1

7.5
BELOW PLANE

238300.1
238468.08
229690.56 5.27297 ac-lt

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens_ex-1 10726
TIN

1

8
BELOW PLANE

254631.34
254813.52
353226.83 8.108972 ac-ft

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens_ex-1 10726
TIN

1

8.5
BELOW PLANE

260136.42
260329.72
482490.72 11.07646 ac-ft

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_ex-1 10726
TIN

1

9
BELOW PLANE



14.06448 ac{t

DATASET: M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723-CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-110726
TYPE: TIN
ZFACTOR: 1

PLANtr-HEIGHT: 9.5
REFERENCE: BELOW-PLANE
2D AREA: 260535.4s
3D AREA: 260736.8
VOLUME: 742886.03 17.05432 ac-ft

2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE-HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

260407.92
260607.65
612648.68

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-ex-1 10726
TIN

1

10
BELOW PLANE

260574.91
260776.73
873167.96 20.04518 ac-ft



Cascade 2OO1 Versi-on 1.0
File: 135.003-Prop Cond Date: r]uly 28' 201-1- Page 1

Project Name: Cove Gardens
Reviewer: SBrea
Project Number: 135.003

Period Begin: Jul- 26, 2OI7;0000 hr
Time Step : O .2 hr , Iterations: l-0

End: Aug 1-!,2OLL;0000 hr Duration:384 hr

Basin 1: Cove Gardens ROW

Method: Santa Barbara Unit Hydrograph
Rainfall Distribution: SFWMD - 24 hr
Design Frequency: 10 Year
1 Day Rainfall: I inches
Area: 5.99 acres
Ground Storage| 2.'78 inches
Time of Concentration: 0.1 hours
Initlaf Stage: 3 ft NGVD

Stage
(fT NGVD)

Storage
(acre- ft )

3.00
3.50
4.OO
4.50
s.00
tr Ên

6.00
6.50
7.00
7.50
L00
8.50

0.00
0 .l_7
o .20
0.24
0.28
0 .33
0 .41
0.93
2.37
4 .5L
6.92
9 .43

STRUCTURE MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM DISCITARGES

Struc Max (cfs) Time (hr) Min (cfs) Time (hr)

BASIN MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM STAGES

Basin Max (ft) Tíme (hr) Min (ft) Time (hr)

Cove Gardens R 7.08 25.00 3.00 0 ' 00

BASIN WATER BUDGETS (a11 units in acre-ft)

lotal- Structure Structure Initial Final-
Basin Runoff fnflow Outflow Storage Storage Residual-

Cove Gardens R 2.7O 0.00 0'00 0.00 2.7O 0'00
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DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-1 10726
TIN

1

3.5
BELOW PLANE

2800.89
2842.39
7250.72 0.166454 ac{t

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-1 10726
TIN

1

4
BELOW PLANE

3158.13
3206.74
8737.8 0.200592 ac{t

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-'1 10726
TIN

1

4.5
BELOW PLANE

3579.55
3636.67

10419.54 0.2392 acil

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT:
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-1 10726
TIN

1

5
BELOW PLANE

4065.6
4134.45

12328.13 0.283015 ac-ft

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-'1 10726
TIN

1

5.5
BELOW PLANE

4774.62
4858.86

14509.12 0.333084 ac{t

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove_gardens_prop-1 10726
TIN

'1

6
BELOW PLANE

11944.17
12062.75
17724.2 0.406892 ac-ft



DATASET: M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-prop-1 10726

TYPE: TIN
ZFACTOR: 1

PLANE HEIGHT: 6.5
REFERENCE: BELOW_PLANE
2D AREA: 86206.14
3D AREA: 86370.89
VOLUME: 40710.07 0.934575 ac-ft

DATASET: M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723-CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-prop-1 10726

TYPE: TIN
ZFACTOR: 1

PLANE HEIGHT: 7

REFERENCE: BELOW_PLANE
2D AREA: 166311.2
3D AREA: 166498.78
VOLUME: 103332.33 2.372184 ac-ft

DATASET: M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-prop-1 10726

TYPE: TIN
ZFACTOR: 1

PLANE_HEIGHT: 8

REFERENCE: BELOW_PLANE
2D AREA: 216491.72
3D AREA: 216701.21

VOLUME: 301520.55 6.921959 ac-ft

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

DATASET:
TYPE:
ZFACTOR:
PLANE HEIGHT
REFERENCE:
2D AREA:
3D AREA:
VOLUME:

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-prop-110726
TIN

1

7.5
BELOW PLANE

200563.41
200765.09
196242.58 4.50511 ac-ft

M:\Broward_Projects\DeerField\100723_CoveGardensPics\tin-cove-gardens-prop-1 10726

TIN
1

8.5
BELOW PLANE

218273.4
218483.71
410539.81 9.424697 ac-lt



 
500 West Cypress Creek Road, Suite 410 

 Fort Lauderdale, FL 33309 
954.730.0707 (Phone) 

954.730.2030 (Fax) 

“Providing quality, responsive and professional service to clients, peers and the public for 25 years.” 
 

 
February 17, 2011      SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
City of Deerfield Beach  
ATTN: Kevin Klopp 
150 NE 2nd Avenue 
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441 
 
Subject: Proposal for Cove Gardens Improvements 

- Engineering Design Services 
 
Dear Mr. Klopp: 
 
Per your request, we are pleased to provide this proposal for professional engineering services relating 
to the subject matter. Please find the following as proposed from Chen Moore and Associates, Inc. 
(CONSULTANT) and the City of Deerfield Beach (CITY). 
 

 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The CONSULTANT is to provide professional services associated with Design, Permitting and 
Construction Observation for the proposed Cove Garden Improvements. Cove Gardens is generally 
located south of SE 2nd Street, north of SE 4th Street, east of SE 12th Avenue and west of SE 15th 
Avenue.  The proposed improvements include the design of streetscaping including lighting, 
landscaping and sidewalks, roadway design, and new drainage facilities to address surface water issues 
within the neighborhood.  
 
Task 1:  Preliminary Engineering 
 
1.1 Geotechnical Engineering 
 

CONSULTANT will retain a geotechnical engineer to perform services which shall include 1 
Standard Penetration Tests and 2 Percolation Tests to verify subsurface materials. 

 
1.2 Topographic Surveys 
 

CONSULTANT will retain a registered land surveyor to perform services which will include a 
survey for the project area described above.  It will include the entire right of way plus a 10’ 
extension outside of the right of way.  Chen and Associates will draft a contract with a licensed 
survey firm, monitor progress and incorporate updated survey drawings into the plans. 
 

1.3 Existing Utilities Research/Location 
 

CONSULTANT will review the existing records and atlases to locate critical existing 
infrastructure. These records will be field verified by surface indicators (catchbasins, 
manholes, etc.).  Up to twenty (10) testholes will be performed as part of this project to verify 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 500 West Cypress Creek Road Suite 410 
 Ft. Lauderdale Fl 33309 

 www.chenandassociates.com 

underground existing utilities. 
 
Tasks 1.4 – 1.6 
 

CONSULTANT shall perform the required engineering design for the purpose of creating 
plans and specifications related to existing conditions taking into account surrounding private 
properties just outside of right of way, roadway re-alignment, streetscaping design, drainage 
design, pipeline plans and standard details. Design shall include the harmonization of both the 
private property and right of way areas.  All engineering and support staff time associated with 
these plans and specifications are included herein. Associated with the Preliminary 
Engineering submittal shall be a preliminary cost estimate which should be valid to +/- 20%. 

 
TASK 2 Permitting 
 
2.1 Environmental Permitting 
 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare and submit the permit applications for the construction of 
the improvements designed and process them through the following regulatory agencies: 
• Municipal Permitting 
• Broward County Environmental Protection and Growth Management Department 

(BCEPD) 
• South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) (if required) 

 
CONSULTANT shall meet with permitting agencies in order to ensure an expeditious 
permitting process. This scope of services covers up to two (2) meetings with the regulatory 
agencies. CITY shall be responsible for all permitting fees. 

 
TASK 3 Final Engineering Plans and Bidding 
 
3.1 Final Plans and Specification Preparation 
 

Based on all of the comments from the regulatory agencies listed in Task 2 and comments from 
the CITY, CONSULTANT shall finalize the plans and specifications. CONSULTANT shall 
attend up to two (2) meetings with City Staff to review the Final Engineering submittal. 
Associated with the Final Engineering submittal shall be a preliminary cost estimate which 
should be valid to +/- 10%. 

 
3.2 Pre-Bid Meetings and Responses to Requests for Information (RFIs) 
 

CONSULTANT shall attend the pre-bid meeting and bid opening as required. CONSULTANT 
shall participate in the pre-bid meeting as directed by the CITY. CONSULTANT shall reply to 
all Requests for Information (RFIs) as part of the bidding process. 

 
3.3 Bid Review and Opinion of Acceptability 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 500 West Cypress Creek Road Suite 410 
 Ft. Lauderdale Fl 33309 

 www.chenandassociates.com 

CONSULTANT shall review all of the bids accepted by the CITY for responsiveness. The bid 
tabulation/schedule of values (if either is available) will be reviewed for bid balance. 
CONSULTANT shall issue a memorandum to the CITY commenting on the responsiveness of 
the low bidder(s). 

 
TASK 4 Construction Phase Services 
 
4.1 Shop Drawing Review 
 

CONSULTANT shall review all required shop drawings and alternate materials submittals for 
compliance with the plans and specifications. CONSULTANT shall coordinate with the CITY 
for all approvals. 

 
4.2 Construction Inspection 
 

CONSULTANT shall provide construction observation services in order to ensure the integrity 
of the design intent, and certify to the City and other jurisdictional agencies that the 
construction work has been completed in substantial compliance with the approved plans, 
specifications and permits.  
 
CONSULTANT shall visit the site at intervals appropriate to the level of construction as the 
CONSULTANT deems necessary to observe as an experienced and qualified design 
professional to review the progress and quality of the various aspects of the contractor's work. 
CONSULTANT shall coordinate and attend the pre-construction meeting. The maximum 
number of hours provided under this agreement for such site visits is eighty (80) hours. 
 
CONSULTANT shall respond to all contractor inquiries relating to the plans and 
specifications. CONSULTANT shall review the payment application(s) for the CITY for the 
purpose of estimating the amount of work performed by the contractor. 
 

DELIVERABLES 
 
CONSULTANT shall provide up to four (4) copies of the plans and specifications for both the 
Preliminary and Final Engineering Submittals. Preliminary Engineering Plans will be submitted within 
sixty (90) days of the receipt of the survey as noted in task 1.2. Final Engineering plans will be 
submitted within thirty (30) days of the receipt of the final comments from the CITY or final permit 
approval, whichever is later. 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 500 West Cypress Creek Road Suite 410 
 Ft. Lauderdale Fl 33309 

 www.chenandassociates.com 

 
FEES 
 
The CONSULTANT proposes the aforementioned scope for a lump sum fee of $63,263.00. This will 
be invoiced periodically based on project milestones and percentage of completion. Please see Exhibit 
A for a fee breakdown. 
 
For the Firm: 
 
 
 
CHEN MOORE AND ASSOCIATES 
Peter M. Moore, P.E. 
President 
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November 30, 2012      SENT VIA E-MAIL (KMory@Deerfield-Beach.com)  
 
 
City of Deerfield Beach CRA 
Attention: Kris Mory, CRA Director 
150 NE 2nd Avenue  
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441 
 
Subject: Proposal for Cove Gardens Improvements – Bi-Weekly Meeting Attendance 

CMA Proposal No. O11.149AD1 
 
Dear Mr. Klopp: 
 
Chen Moore and Associates (CMA) is pleased for the opportunity to submit the attached proposal for 
Professional Services and Scope of Services to assist you in accomplishing your goals on the Main 
Beach Parking Conceptual Plan Project.  Please find the following as proposed from Chen Moore and 
Associates (CONSULTANT) and the City of Deerfield Beach CRA (CRA).  All services set forth herein 
shall be rendered subject to the construction services agreement between the parties dated April 6, 
2010 via Resolution 2010/066.  The terms of said agreement shall apply to this work authorization and 
are incorporated herein by reference. 
 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
The CONSULTANT is to provide professional services associated with the Design, Permitting and 
Construction Observation for the proposed Cove Gardens Improvements. Cove Gardens is generally 
located south of the Hillsboro Boulevard Alley, north of SE 4th Street, east of SE 12th Avenue and west 
of SE 15th Avenue, including SE 3rd Street west of SE 12th Avenue. The proposed improvements 
include the design of streetscaping including lighting, landscaping and sidewalks, roadway design and 
new drainage facilities to address surface water issues within the neighborhood. This proposal is an 
addendum to the original proposal dated February 17, 2011 and is for additional services relating to 
attendance at bi-weekly process meetings with the contractor during the construction phase. 
 
Task 4.3: Attendance at Bi-Weekly Meetings 
 
CONSULTANT shall send one representative to each bi-weekly construction progress meeting for the 
purposes of commenting on the project progress. The task is estimated at 26 total meetings at two 
hours each, estimating attendance by the CONSULTANT’s inspector for one half the meetings and the 
CONSULTANT’s project manager at the remaining meetings. Should additional attendance or meetings 
be required, they would be furnished under a separate proposal. 
 
PROJECT UNDERSTANDING 
 
All project understanding items from the previous proposal remain in effect. 
 
FEE AND PAYMENT 
 

mailto:KMory@Deerfield-Beach.com
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The fee for the above scope of service would be billed at a lump sum of $6,318. Please refer to 
Appendix A for a breakdown of the below fee summary chart. 
 
TIMEFRAME FOR DELIVERABLES 
 
It is anticipated that the construction timeframe will be 8 months. 
 
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at my office at (954) 730-0707, 
extension 1002 or send me an electronic message at pmoore@chenmoore.com.   
 

Respectfully submitted, 
  
 
 

CHEN MOORE AND ASSOCIATES 
     Peter M. Moore, P.E. 

President 
 
 
Attachment:  Appendix A – Fee Worksheet 
 

mailto:pmoore@chenmoore.com


CHEN MOORE ASSOCIATES

Exhibit "A"

City of Deerfield Beach CRA Date: 11/30/2012 revised

Cove Gardens Progress Meeting Attendance

Fee Worksheet

Sub-Consultant Clerical Inspector Senior Inspector Technician Engineer Project Engineer Senior Engineer/Prof. Project Manager Principal
60.00$    88.00$    125.00$             75.00$      85.00$    100.00$              155.00$                     155.00$             210.00$      

Task 4: Construction Phase Services
Task 4.3: Bi-Weekly Progress Meetings (assume 34 meetings, alternating) 26 26 6,318.00$              

Total Fees 6,318.00$              

Task Totals:

Task 4: Construction Phase Services 6,318.00$                 

Total Fees 6,318.00$                 

EXHIBIT "A"



February 8, 2013 

Re: Your property at XXX SE Y Ave., Parcel ID # ZZZZZ in the  Cove Gardens Neighborhood  and the Cove 
Gardens  Improvement Project  (SE 12 Avenue to SE  15 Avenue between Hillsboro Boulevard and SE 3 
Court) 

 
Dear M.,  

The above referenced property is located in the Deerfield Beach Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) 
in a neighborhood that is identified in the adopted CRA Plan for redevelopment due to general 
deteriorating conditions, ongoing flooding, unsafe pedestrian amenities, and poor roadway conditions.   

The CRA has designed improvements within the public Right-of-Way including the installation of a new 
drainage system, sidewalks, curbing, landscaping, street lighting and reconstruction of the roadway.  The 
project has been designed and is currently in the bidding process.  Construction is tentatively scheduled 
to begin in April of 2013 and will be completed in December 2013.*   

While these improvements are underway in the public right of way, you are strongly encouraged to 
undertake improvements to your private property to achieve neighborhood-wide enhancement of 
property value, public health and safety and curb appeal.  Owner’s whose properties contain rental units 
are  encouraged to  make your tenants aware of the project, since  the City does not have  reliable 
methods of  communicating with them.   

If you have questions about this project and how it might impact your property, you can view the 
project plans at www.deerfield –beach.com/cra/covegardens.  There you can see the specific impacts of 
the project and view the project schedule.  You can also sign up for project updates on the website 
home page by clicking on e-subscriptions.  If you have additional questions, please contact Hiep Huynh, 
CRA Projects Manager at (954) 899-1485 or hhuynh@deerfield-beach.com.  

Sincerely, 

Mr. Huynh is also available 
to schedule an onsite meeting to discuss issues specific to your property.   

Kris Mory 
CRA Director 

 

CC:   Burgess Hanson, City Manager 
Keven Klopp, Assistant City Manager 
Hiep Huynh, P.E. , CRA  Project Manager 

*Please be aware that changes in this schedule  could arise due to unforeseen conditions. 

mailto:hhuynh@deerfield-beach.com�
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RESOLUTION NO. 2013/ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
OF THE CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA AWARDING 
BID#2012-13/05 FOR THE COVE GARDENS NEIGHBORHOOD 
STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT TO THE LOWEST 
RESPONSIBLE RESPONSIVE BIDDER MBR CONSTRUCTION, INC.  
FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $1,530,227.57 IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THE BID SPECIFICATIONS 
 

 WHEREAS, the streetscape improvements will include new roadways, sidewalks, 
curbing, landscaping and lighting; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the CRA Plan identifies the redevelopment of the Cove Gardens 
neighborhood as a redevelopment project; and 
 

WHEREAS, on Friday, December 7, 2012, Invitation to Bid #2012-13/05 was issued 
and 26 invitation letters were sent to the appropriate registered vendors via e-mail or facsimile; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, on Thursday, February 21, 2013, seven (7) responses were received by the 
due date and time; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the apparent low bidder was MBR Construction, Inc. with a grand total bid 
of $1,530,227.57; and 
 
 WHEREAS, CRA staff is recommending the award of the contract to MBR 
Construction, Inc., the lowest responsible responsive bidder; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE 
CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.

 

 The above referenced “Whereas” clauses are true and correct and made a part 
hereof. 

Section 2

 

.  The CRA does hereby approve the award of the contract for the Cove 
Neighborhood Streetscape Improvement project to MBR Construction, Inc., the lowest 
responsible responsive bidder for an amount not to exceed of $1,530,227.57.  The CRA 
hereby authorizes the CRA Director to execute the contract and any change orders which do 
not increase the contract price.  

 Section 3
 

.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption. 
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 PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS _____ DAY OF ___________________, 2013. 
 
  
 
 
      __________________________________ 
      JEAN M. ROBB, CHAIR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
ADA GRAHAM-JOHNSON, MMC, CITY CLERK 
 
 Deerfield/CRA/Cove Gardens Neighborhood Bid Resolution 



 

DEERFIELD BEACH              Agenda Item 5 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY              Tuesday April 9, 2013 
 

  

 
REQUESTED ACTION: 

Request to confirm evaluation committee ranking and approve resolution authorizing staff to 
negotiate a contract with Bermello Ajamil Associates Inc. for the design of the Sullivan Park 
Expansion Project.  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

On August 21, 2012, as part of FY 13 budget discussions, the CRA Board voted unanimously to 
bond in order to expedite the implementation of the Sullivan Park Redevelopment project.  The 
CRA Board directed staff to pursue refinancing.  The bonding process is complete and funds are 
in place for implementation.  The Board further approved of staff pursuing Florida Inland 
Navigation District (FIND) grant funding to offset a portion of project costs.  The grant was 
awarded and up to $307,000 for Phase 1 Design, Engineering and Permitting for this project.   
 
At the November 13, 2012 CRA Board meeting, CRA staff presented the Board with the proposed 
public notification approach, evaluation committee composition, RFQ process and evaluation 
criteria.  The Board asked for modifications to the evaluation criteria and weight which were 
incorporated into the RFQ document and used in the evaluation process.  The Board directed staff 
to advertise the RFQ, and evaluate the proposals.  The committee was directed to return to the 
Board with a ranking of the top three (3) most qualified firms for the Board to approve.  The Board 
approved these items unanimously. 
 
On February 12, 2013, the CRA had received 12 proposals.  One proposal was determined to be 
non-responsive.  The evaluation committee comprised of Keven Klopp, Assistant City Manager, 
Charlie DaBrusco, Director of Environmental Services, Jerry Ferguson, Director of Planning and 
Growth Management, Kara Petty, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation, and Kris Mory, CRA 
Director reviewed the remaining 11 proposals using the evaluation criteria approved by the Board.  
 
After the initial review, a tie occurred, so the evaluation committee voted to shortlist five firms.  
Atkins North America, Bermello Ajamil Partners, IBI Group, Craven Thompson and Applied 
Technology Management were invited to make oral presentations of their qualifications.  The top 
five firms were highly qualified to fulfill the scope of services and after the oral presentations, the 
evaluation committee arrived at a tie for first place between Atkins North America and Bermello 
Ajamil Partners.  After further discussion and a final ranking, the evaluation committee broke the 
tie with Bermello Ajamil Partners as the most qualified firm.  
 
The final evaluation committee ranking is as follows:   

1.  Bermello Ajamil Partners 
2. Atkins North America 
3. Applied Technology Management 
4. Craven Thompson & Associates 
5. IBI Group 



 

DEERFIELD BEACH              Agenda Item 5 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY              Tuesday April 9, 2013 
 
 
A memorandum from Purchasing Manager David Santucci to CRA Director Kris Mory is attached 
to this item that provides greater detail of the evaluation process.  Copies of the top five (5) firms’ 
responses to the RFQ and their oral presentation are available for inspection in the Purchasing 
Department.   
 
As per the City’s procurement ordinance, the Board may take one of the following actions:   
1. Confirm the ranking of the evaluation committee and direct staff to negotiate a scope of 

services and contract. 
2. Reject all proposals and recommence the evaluation process.  
3. Re-rank the proposals (requires the affirmative vote of 4 out of 5 Board members).   
 
If the Board concurs with the evaluation committee recommendation, it is asked to direct staff to 
negotiate a scope of services and a contract.  A draft scope of services was included in the RFQ 
document and is attached to this item.  The scope (Section 3.2) contains the range of tasks that 
the firm would need to perform in order to bring the project successfully from the conceptual 
options created by the Urban Land Institute through due diligence, public input, feasibility, 
preliminary design, final design and permitting.  Since the Board opted to use the Construction 
Manager at Risk process, the firm will also be responsible for coordinating the design with the 
Board selected contractor and collaborating on value engineering for the project at intervals in the 
design process.  Once under construction, the firm will provide construction services including 
responding to Requests for Information (RFI) from the contractor, review and approve shop 
drawings, attend progress meetings, prepare design change documents should conditions arise in 
the field that need to be addressed and review and approve the contractor’s pay applications.    
 
A draft copy of the basic contract frame work is also attached to this item for the Board’s 
information.  The suggested contract negotiated team includes Andy Maurodis, CRA Attorney, 
Charlie DaBrusco, Director of Environmental Services, Hiep Huynh, CRA Project Manager and 
Kris Mory, CRA Director.  The team would be assisted by David Santucci, City Purchasing 
Manager.  The scope of services and negotiated contract will be brought to the Board for approval 
at a subsequent meeting.   
 
This item requests the Board confirm the ranking of the evaluation committee and approve 
Bermello Ajamil Associates as the most qualified firm in response to RFQ 2012-13/09 and direct 
staff to negotiate a scope of services and contract to provide architectural, design and permitting 
services for the Sullivan Park Redevelopment project. 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
 

ATTACHMENTS
Purchasing Department Memorandum Regarding RFQ 2012-13/09 

: 

Request for Qualifications 2012-13/09 – Sullivan Park Architecture and Engineering Excerpts 
Resolution 



  
 
 
 
TO: Kris Mory, Community Redevelopment Agency Director 
 
FROM: David Santucci, Purchasing Manager 
 
FOR: Board Approval and Authorization to Commence Negotiations 
 
DATE: March 11, 2013 
 
SUBJECT: Architectural and Engineering Services for Sullivan Park Expansion Project, 

RFQ #2012-13/09 
 
  
 
The Purchasing Division recently administered a competitive solicitation process for the subject 
project in accordance with FL § 287.055, Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA). The 
details of the procurement process are as follows: 
 
• The competitive solicitation was advertised in the legal notices section of the Sun-Sentinel 

on Friday, January 11, 2013. 
• On Friday, January 11, 2013 seventy-seven (77) invitation letters were sent to the 

appropriate registered vendors with the City via e-mail, facsimile, or USPS. 
•  (62) firms requested a copy of the Request for Qualifications. 
• One (1) addendum was issued on Tuesday, January 29, 2013 prior to the RFQ opening to 

address vendor questions and make changes to the specifications. 
• On Wednesday, February 13, 2013, the due date and time, the Purchasing Division opened 

the responses. Twelve (12) responses were received by the due date and time required. 
• One (1) responses were deemed non-responsive because the firm did not submit the 

required documents and the submittal did not conform to the RFQ requirements. 
• The eleven (11) responsive proposals were evaluated in accordance with the criteria stated 

in the RFQ. The weighted criteria was as follows: 
Criteria Weight 
History and Success with Similar Projects 4 
Qualifications of Principals and Staff 3 
Experience of Principals and Staff 3 
Organizational Structure and Management Approach 2 
Understanding the Project and City’s Objectives 2 
Availability of Personnel, Facilities and Equipment 2 
Responsiveness to the RFQ 1 
Financial Stability 1 

 
• The Evaluation Committee consisted of Keven Klopp, Assistant City Manager, Kris Mory, 

CRA Director, Charles DaBrusco, Director of Environmental Services, Jerry Ferguson, 
Director of Planning and Development Services, and Kara Petty, Assistant Director of Parks 
and Recreation. The Evaluation Meeting was publically advertised and held on Friday, 
March 1, 2013.  
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• The proposals were ranked as follows: 

 
 Keven 

Klopp 
Kris 
Mory 

Charlie 
DaBrusco 

Kara 
Petty 

Jerry 
Ferguson Total Ranking 

Atkins North 
America, Inc 4 / 125 2 / 178 2 / 180 3 / 165 3 / 160 14 1 

Bermello Ajamil 
& Partners, Inc 1 / 129 1 / 182 7 / 170 4 / 156 2 / 167 15 2 

Applied 
Technology & 

Mgmt., Inc 
6 / 119 4 / 154 3 / 179 2 / 166 5 / 149 20 3 

IBI Group 
(Florida) Inc 5 / 124 3 / 168 5 / 172 1 / 167 6 / 143 20 3 

Craven 
Thompson & 
Assoc., Inc 

2 / 128 8 / 138 1 / 182 6 / 146 4 / 158 21 5 

Calvin, Giordano 
& Assoc., Inc 3 / 126 5 / 152 6 / 171 7 / 138 1 / 183 22 6 

Walters Zackria 
Assoc. 7 / 108 6 / 149 4 / 173 5 / 147 7 / 136 29 7 

The Tamara 
Peacock 
Company 
Architects 

9 / 103 9 / 128 9 / 167 8 / 116 8 / 128 43 8 

Steve Edwards 
Architecture LLC 8 / 104 7 / 142 10 / 164 9 / 109 10 / 111 44 9 

BG Design 
Studios dba 

Barranco 
Gonzalez Arch 

10 / 101 10 / 99 8 / 169 10 / 107 9 / 117 47 10 

Eastern 
Engineering 

Group Co 
11 / 98 11 / 84 11 / 163 11 / 71 11 / 76 55 11 

 
• The Evaluation Committee shortlisted the top five (5) ranked firms. Reference checks were 

conducted on all of them and revealed positive ratings. 
• Oral Presentations were held on Monday, March 11, 2013. Each firm was provided fifteen 

(15) minutes for their presentation followed by a question and answer period. The public 
evaluation meeting for the final ranking was held immediately after the presentations.  
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• The Evaluation Committee ranked the short-listed firms as follows: 
 
 Keven 

Klopp 
Kris 
Mory 

Charlie 
DaBrusco 

Kara 
Petty 

Jerry 
Ferguson Total Ranking 

Atkins North 
America, Inc 4 / 107 1 / 193 1 / 171 1 / 177 4 / 137 11 1 

Bermello Ajamil 
& Partners, Inc 1 / 141 2 / 191 4 / 152 2 / 174 2 / 151 11 1 

Applied 
Technology & 

Mgmt., Inc 
3 / 109 4 / 166 3 / 155 3 / 167 1 / 153 14 3 

Craven 
Thompson & 
Assoc., Inc 

2 / 126 5 / 162 2 / 165 4 / 166 3 / 147 16 4 

IBI Group 
(Florida) Inc 5 / 105 3 / 187 5 / 151 5 / 159 5 / 131 23 5 

 
• Because there was a two-way tie for first, the evaluation committee discussed the submittals 

and oral presentations provided by each number one ranked firm at great length. A third and 
final tie-breaking evaluation and ranking was conducted. The two firms were ranked as 
follows: 
 

 Keven 
Klopp 

Kris 
Mory 

Charlie 
DaBrusco 

Kara 
Petty 

Jerry 
Ferguson Total Ranking 

Bermello Ajamil 
& Partners, Inc  1 / 115 1 / 153 2 / 152 1 / 176 1 / 153 6 1 

Atkins North 
America, Inc 2 / 109 2 / 135 1 / 171 2 / 168 2 / 150 9 2 

 
 
The consensus of the Evaluation Committee was to recommend approval of the ranking to the 
CRA Board and seek authorization to enter into contract negotiations with the number one (1) 
ranked firm, Bermello Ajamil & Partners, Inc. 
 
Please use this memorandum and any attachments as your backup for your agenda request to 
the City Manager for the March 26, 2013 CRA Board Meeting. 
 
Att. Original RFQ, Addendum #1, and Recommended Firms Response and Oral Presentation 
Materials 
 
 
cc: Evaluation Committee 
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SECTION 3 – STATEMENT OF WORK 
 
 
3.1 Background 

The City of Deerfield Beach and its Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) desire to retain 
professional consultants to provide for the architectural and engineering services to completely 
rehabilitate, renovate and expand the existing Sullivan Park located between Riverview Road and 
Hillsboro Boulevard from approximately NE 15 Terrace to the Intracoastal Waterway. The 
expansion will also include the former Riverview Restaurant site which was recently acquired and 
located in the Northeast side of the park at 1701 Riverview Road. 
 
The total budget for the project including design, permitting and construction is $ 4,307,500 ($ 
4,000,000 is funded by CRA and $ 307,500 is to be funded by Florida Inland Navigation District 
Grant). 

 
3.2 Scope of Services 

The scope of services includes but is not limited to the following tasks: 
 
3.2.1 Preparation of the conceptual plans for various alternatives that includes a boat dock and  

seawall modifications, and some or the combination of park features as shown in the 
options A, B & C in the Technical Assistance Panel Study of Sullivan Park prepared by 
Urban Land Institute on July 7 & 8, 2011 (Attachment “B”). 

3.2.2 Provide the preliminary design for the selected alternative. 
3.2.3 Provide all required pre-construction testing and surveying services. 
3.2.4 Coordinate with the Construction Manager At Risk (CM at Risk) and city staff to value 

engineer and modify the preliminary plan as needed to meet the project‘s goal and 
budget. 

3.2.5 Present the plans to Community Appearance Board (CAB), Planning & Zoning Board (P & 
Z), CRA Board and City Commission (CC) for review and approval. 

3.2.6 Provide the final design, construction plans and technical specifications 
3.2.7 Provide the permitting services in cooperation with CM at Risk for all permits required 

including but not limited to Army Corp of Engineers, South Florida Water Management 
District (SFWMD), Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), Broward 
County Environmental Protection and Growth Management Department (EPGMD) and 
City Building Department. 

3.2.8 Obtain any regulatory agency approvals (other than permits), if required. 
3.2.9 Assist the City and CRA in reviewing and evaluate the 50 % plans and 100 % plans- 

Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) provided by the CM at Risk. 
3.2.10 Provide the construction services to include but not limited to review and approve shop 

drawings, prepare the response to the Request for Information (RFI), attend the Project 
Progress meetings, perform field observations, provide the design revisions as needed 
due to field conditions , review and approved CM at Risk’s Pay Applications and prepare 
the final Punch List inspections. 

3.2.11 Prepare meeting agendas, and take and distribute meeting minutes for meeting which 
require Consultant’s attendance. 
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3.3 Deliverables & Schedule 
The following is the tentative project schedule. This schedule is subject to change and/or delays. 

 
• Conceptual plans: April – May 2013 
• CRA Board conceptual plans presentation: June 2013 
• Preliminary design: June – Nov 2013 
• CAB, P & Z, CC site plans presentation: Dec 2013 – Jan 2014 
• Final design & permits: Feb 2014 – Sept 2014 
• Final GMP & pre-construction Service: Oct 2014 – Jan 2015 
• Construction Services: Feb 2015 – Nov 2015 
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SECTION 5 – EVALUATION AND AWARD 
 
 
5.1 Evaluation Procedure 

 
5.1.1 Evaluation of the Submittals will be conducted by an Evaluation Committee, consisting of 

a minimum of three members of City and CRA Staff, or other persons selected by the City 
Manager, CRA Director or designee. All committee members must be present at 
scheduled evaluation meetings. Submittals shall be evaluated based upon the information 
and references contained in the SoQ’s as submitted. Evaluation procedures shall be 
regulated by F.S. § 287.055, referred to as Consultant's Competitive Negotiations Act 
(CCNA). 

 
5.1.2 The committee shall short list no less than three (3) submittals, assuming that three 

submittals have been received, that it deems best satisfy the weighted criteria set forth 
herein and attempt to select the best qualified firm(s) for the particular project. The 
committee shall then hold discussions with all short-listed firms. The committee may 
conduct interviews and/or require oral presentations from the short-listed firms. The 
committee shall then re-rank the short-listed firms based upon the information provided in 
interviews and/or presentations, the materials presented, the firm’s responses to the RFQ, 
and deliberations of the Evaluation Committee at publically advertised Evaluation 
Meetings. 

 
5.1.3 The final ranking and the Evaluation Committee’s recommendation shall be presented to 

the CRA Board. The CRA Board shall, in its sole discretion, have the authority to either (1) 
approve the evaluation committee's ranking/evaluation and recommendation; (2) 
recommend rejection of all submittals based upon a stated reason; or (3) send the 
ranking/evaluation back to the evaluation committee to conduct further evaluations 
consistent with the requirements of the RFQ and the evaluation committee may either 
ratify the ranking/evaluation or re-rank the firms. The CRA Board reserves the right to re-
rank in accordance with Section 38-130 of the Code of Ordinances. 

 
5.1.4 If the CRA Director or his/her designee is unable to negotiate a satisfactory contract with 

the first ranked firm, negotiations with that firm shall be formally terminated. Upon 
termination of said negotiations, negotiations shall then be undertaken with the second 
ranked firm, with this process being repeated until an agreement is reached which is then 
approved by the negotiator and formally approved by the CRA Board or until the short-list 
is exhausted in which case a new Request for Qualifications shall be undertaken.  

 
5.2 Weighted Criteria 

The Evaluation Committee will evaluate all responsive submittals based on the following weighted 
criteria: 
 

Criteria Weight 
History and Success with Similar Projects 4 
Qualifications of Principals and Staff 3 
Experience of Principals and Staff 3 
Organizational Structure and Management Approach 2 
Understanding the Project and City’s Objectives 2 
Availability of Personnel, Facilities and Equipment 2 
Responsiveness to the RFQ 1 
Financial Stability 1 
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5.3 Contract Award 
 

5.3.1 The CRA reserves the right to award a contract to that Consultant who will best serve the 
interest of the City.  The City and CRA reserves the right, based upon its deliberations and 
in its opinion, to accept or reject any or all submittals.  The City and CRA also reserves 
the right to waive minor irregularities or variations of the submittal requirements and RFQ 
process. 

 
5.3.2 Upon award of a Contract by the CRA Board, the CRA Director is authorized to execute 

the Contract on behalf of the CRA. 
 
5.3.3 The CRA Director shall appoint a contract administrator or project manager for each 

contract to assure compliance with the contract and applicable law. The contract 
administrator or project manager shall review and approve all pay requests or deny same 
as required. 
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A G R E E M E N T 
 

Between 
 

CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH 
 

and 
 

_____________________________________ 
 

for 
 

CONSULTANT SERVICES (CCNA) FOR 
 

_______________________________________ 
_______________________________________ 
_______________________________________ 

 
RFQ # _______________ 

 
 
 This is an Agreement between:  CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, a municipal 
corporation of the State of Florida, its successors and assigns, hereinafter referred to as 
"CITY,” 
 

AND 
 
 ________________________________________________________________, 
hereinafter referred to as "CONSULTANT." 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H, in consideration of the mutual terms and conditions, 
promises, covenants and payments hereinafter set forth, CITY and CONSULTANT 
agree as follows:  
 

ARTICLE 1 
DEFINITIONS AND IDENTIFICATIONS 

 
 For purposes of this Agreement, reference to one gender shall include the other, 
use of the plural shall include the singular, and use of the singular shall include the 
plural.  The following definitions and identifications set forth below apply unless the 
context in which the word or phrase is used requires a different definition: 
 
1.1 Agreement:  means this document, Articles 1 through 10, inclusive.  Other terms 

and conditions are included in the exhibits and documents that are expressly 
incorporated by reference. 
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1.2 CONSULTANT:  The architect or engineer selected to perform the services 
pursuant to this Agreement. 

 
1.3 Contract Administrator:  The City Manager has the authority to designate the 

Contract Administrator.  __________________ (name) is expressly designated 
as Contract Administrator.  In the administration of this Agreement, as contrasted 
with matters of policy, all parties may rely upon instructions or determinations 
made by the Contract Administrator; provided, however, that such instructions 
and determinations do not change the Scope of Services. 

 
1.4 City Manager:  The chief administrative officer of the City of Deerfield Beach 

pursuant to Section 4.03 of the City of Deerfield Beach Charter. 
 
1.5 Contractor:  The person, firm, corporation or other entity who enters into an 

agreement with CITY to perform the construction work for the Project. 
 
1.6 Notice To Proceed:  A written notice to proceed with the Project issued by the 

Contract Administrator. 
 
1.7 Project:  _________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________ 
 
1.8 Subconsultant:  A firm, partnership, corporation or combination thereof having a 

direct contract with a Consultant for all or any portion of the advertised work or 
who furnishes skills or materials worked into a special design according to the 
plans and specifications for such work, but not those who merely furnish 
equipment or materials required by the plans and specifications.  

 
ARTICLE 2 
PREAMBLE 

 
In order to establish the background, context, and frame of reference for this 
Agreement and to generally express the objectives and intentions of the 
respective parties hereto, the following statements, representations, and 
explanations shall be accepted as predicates for the undertakings and 
commitments included within the provisions which follow and may be relied upon 
by the parties as essential elements of the mutual considerations upon which this 
Agreement is based.  

 
2.1 CITY has budgeted funds for the Project.  This Project is funded with 

_____________________________________ funds.  
 
2.2 CITY has met the requirements of Section 287.055, Florida Statutes, the 

Consultants' Competitive Negotiation Act, and has selected CONSULTANT to 
perform the services hereunder. 
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2.3 Negotiations pertaining to the services to be performed by CONSULTANT were 
undertaken between CONSULTANT and a negotiation committee and this 
Agreement incorporates the results of such negotiations.  

 
ARTICLE 3 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
3.1 CONSULTANT's services shall consist of the services set forth in Exhibit "A," 

attached hereto and made a part hereof, and shall include civil, structural, 
mechanical, and electrical engineering, architectural services, and other 
professional design services, as applicable for the Project.  CONSULTANT shall 
provide all services as set forth in Exhibit "A" including all necessary, incidental, 
and related activities and services required by the Scope of Services and 
contemplated in CONSULTANT's level of effort. 

 
3.2 CONSULTANT and CITY acknowledge that the Scope of Services does not 

delineate every detail and minor work task required to be performed by 
CONSULTANT to complete the Project.  If, during the course of the performance 
of the services included in this Agreement, CONSULTANT determines that work 
should be performed to complete the Project which is in CONSULTANT's opinion 
outside the level of effort originally anticipated, whether or not the Scope of 
Services identifies the work items, CONSULTANT shall notify Contract 
Administrator in writing in a timely manner before proceeding with the work.  If 
CONSULTANT proceeds with said work without notifying the Contract 
Administrator, said work shall be deemed to be within the original level of effort, 
whether or not specifically addressed in the Scope of Services.  Notice to 
Contract Administrator does not constitute authorization or approval by CITY to 
CONSULTANT to perform the work.  Performance of work by CONSULTANT 
outside the originally anticipated level of effort without prior written CITY approval 
is at CONSULTANT's sole risk. 

 
3.3 If the RFQ provides for possible multiple phases, CITY and CONSULTANT 

acknowledge that Exhibit "A" is for the first portion of services related to the 
Project and that additional negotiations may be required for subsequent phases 
or for additional services except as otherwise provided herein.  CITY and 
CONSULTANT may negotiate additional scopes of services, compensation, time 
of performance, and other related matters for future phases of Project.  If CITY 
and CONSULTANT cannot contractually agree, CITY shall have the right to 
immediately terminate negotiations at no cost to CITY and procure services for 
future Project phases from another source.  

 
ARTICLE 4 

TIME FOR PERFORMANCE; CONTRACTOR DAMAGES; 
LIQUIDATED DAMAGES 
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4.1 CONSULTANT shall perform the services described in Exhibit "A" within the time 
periods specified in the Project Schedule included in Exhibit "A"; said time 
periods shall commence from the date of the Notice to Proceed for such 
services. 

 
4.2 Prior to beginning the performance of any services under this Agreement, 

CONSULTANT must receive a Notice to Proceed.  CONSULTANT must receive 
written approval from the Contract Administrator prior to beginning the 
performance of services in any subsequent phases of this Agreement.  Prior to 
granting approval for CONSULTANT to proceed to a subsequent phase, the 
Contract Administrator may, at his or her sole option, require CONSULTANT to 
submit the itemized deliverables/documents identified in Exhibit "A" for the 
Contract Administrator's review. 

 
4.3 In the event CONSULTANT is unable to complete the above services because of 

delays resulting from untimely review by CITY or other governmental authorities 
having jurisdiction over the Project, and such delays are not the fault of 
CONSULTANT, or because of delays which were caused by factors outside the 
control of CONSULTANT, CITY shall grant a reasonable extension of time for 
completion of the services and shall provide reasonable compensation, if 
appropriate.  It shall be the responsibility of CONSULTANT to notify CITY 
promptly in writing whenever a delay in approval by a governmental agency is 
anticipated or experienced, and to inform CITY of all facts and details related to 
the delay.  

 
4.4 In the event Contractor fails to substantially complete the Project on or before the 

substantial completion date specified in its agreement with CITY or if Contractor 
is granted an extension of time beyond said substantial completion date, and 
CONSULTANT's services are extended beyond the substantial completion date, 
through no fault of CONSULTANT, CONSULTANT shall be compensated in 
accordance with Article 5 for all services rendered by CONSULTANT beyond the 
substantial completion date.  

 
4.5 In the event Contractor fails to substantially complete the Project on or before the 

substantial completion date specified in its agreement with CITY, and the failure 
to substantially complete is caused in whole or in part by a negligent act, error or 
omission of CONSULTANT, then CONSULTANT shall pay to CITY its 
proportional share of any claim or damages to Contractor arising out of the delay.  
By reference hereto, the provisions for the computation of delay costs/damages 
and any amounts included therein, whether direct or indirect, in the agreement 
between the Contractor and CITY are incorporated herein.  This provision shall 
not affect the rights and obligations of either party as set forth in Section 10.7, 
INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY. 
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 4.6 In the event CONSULTANT fails to complete the phases of services identified in 
Exhibit "A" on or before the applicable Time for Performance, CONSULTANT 
shall pay to CITY the sum of dollars identified below for each calendar day after 
the applicable Time for Performance, plus approved time extensions thereof, until 
completion of the phase: 

 
Project Phase Amount 
Programming Phase $ ________ 
Phase I - Schematic Design $ ________ 
Phase II - Design Development $ ________ 
Phase III – 50% Contract Documents $ ________ 
Phase III – 100% Contract Documents $ ________ 
 

These amounts are not penalties but are liquidated damages to CITY for 
CONSULTANT’s inability to proceed with, and complete, the Project in a timely 
manner pursuant to the agreed upon Project Schedule.  Liquidated damages are 
hereby fixed and agreed upon by the parties, recognizing the impossibility of 
precisely ascertaining the amount of damages that will be sustained by CITY as 
a consequence of such delay, and both parties desiring to obviate any question 
or dispute concerning the amount of said damages and the cost and effect of the 
failure of CONSULTANT to complete the respective phases within the applicable 
Time for Performance.  This provision shall not affect the rights and obligations of 
either party as set forth in Section 10.7, INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY. 

 
ARTICLE 5 

COMPENSATION AND METHOD OF PAYMENT 
 
5.1 AMOUNT AND METHOD OF COMPENSATION 
 
PLEASE CHECK ONE: 
 

 5.1.1 Maximum Amount Not-To-Exceed Compensation 
 

CITY agrees to pay CONSULTANT, as compensation for performance of 
all services as related to Exhibit "A," required under the terms of this 
Agreement, the Salary Costs as described in Section 5.2 up to a 
maximum amount not-to-exceed of $          for Basic Services, up to 
$_________ for Optional Services, and to reimburse CONSULTANT for 
Reimbursables as described in Section 5.3, up to a maximum amount not-
to-exceed of $         , for a total maximum amount not-to-exceed $         .  
The method of compensation shall be that of "maximum amount not-to-
exceed," which means CONSULTANT shall perform all services set forth 
herein for total compensation in the amount of or less than that stated 
above.  The total hourly rates payable by CITY for each of 
CONSULTANT's employee categories shall be shown on Exhibit "B." 
 



 

7 
 

The maximum amount not-to-exceed compensation of $________ for 
Basic Services shall be paid out in accordance with the percentage 
amount set forth below: 
 
Project Phase Fee % Fee Amount/Phase 
Predesign Services ___% $_________ 
Phase I: Schematic Design  ___% $_________ 
Phase II: Design Development ___% $_________ 
Phase III: Construction Documents ___% $_________ 
Phase IV:  GMP Negotiations ___% $_________ 
Phase V: Administration of the 
Construction Contract ___% $_________ 

Phase VI: Warranty Administration and 
Post-Occupancy Services ___% $_________ 

 
 

 5.1.2 Lump Sum Compensation 
 

CITY agrees to pay CONSULTANT, as compensation for performance of 
all Basic Services related to Exhibit "A" that are required under the terms 
of this Agreement, a lump sum of $_________.  In addition, CITY agrees 
to pay CONSULTANT up to $_________ for Optional Services, and to 
reimburse CONSULTANT for Reimbursables up to a maximum amount 
not-to-exceed of $_________ as described in Section 5.3.  The total 
maximum not-to-exceed amount for Basic Services, Optional Services, 
and Reimbursables shall be $_________.  The method of compensation 
for Basic Services shall be “lump sum,” which means CONSULTANT shall 
perform all Basic Services set forth herein for total compensation in the 
amount stated above.  The total hourly rates payable by CITY for each of 
CONSULTANT's employee categories are shown on Exhibit “B."  CITY 
shall not pay CONSULTANT any additional sum for reimbursable 
expenses or additional services, if any, unless otherwise stated in Section 
5.3 and Article 6. 
 
The lump sum compensation of $          for Basic Services shall be paid 
out in accordance with the percentage amount set forth below: 
 
Project Phase Fee % Fee Amount/Phase 
Predesign Phase: Site Identification 
and  Acquisition Services 

___% $_________ 

Predesign Phase: Programming 
Services 

___% $_________ 

Phase I: Schematic Design ___% $_________ 
Phase II: Design Development ___% $_________ 
Phase III: Construction Documents 
Development 

___% $_________ 
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Phase IV: Bidding and Award of 
Contract 

___% $_________ 

Phase V: Administration of the 
Construction Contract 

___% $_________ 

Phase VI: Warranty Administration and 
Post-Occupancy Services 

___% $_________ 

 
5.1.3 CONSULTANT acknowledges and agrees that the retainage amount set 

forth in Section 5.5 shall be applied to the percentage amount for each 
phase stated herein. 

 
5.2 SALARY COSTS 
 

The term Salary Costs as used herein shall mean the hourly raw salary rate as 
shown on Exhibit "B," attached hereto and made a part hereof, paid to all 
personnel engaged directly on the Project including, but not limited to, principals, 
architects, engineers, drafters, and clerks, as adjusted by an overall factor of 
____%, which consists of the following: 1) a fringe benefits factor of ____%, 
which includes sick leave, vacation, holiday, unemployment, excise and payroll 
taxes, contributions for social security, unemployment compensation insurance, 
retirement benefits, and medical and insurance benefits; 2) an overhead factor of 
_____%; and 3) an operating profit margin of _____%.  Said Salary Costs are to 
be used only for time directly attributable to the Project.  A detailed breakdown of 
these costs shall be kept current and readily accessible to CITY.  The breakdown 
of overhead and fringe benefit factors shall be certified by a Certified Public 
Accountant.  Said certification shall be dated within ninety (90) days after 
CONSULTANT's just completed fiscal year.  

 
 5.2.1 If the method of compensation between CITY and CONSULTANT is a 

maximum amount not-to-exceed and CONSULTANT has "lump sum" 
agreements with any Subconsultant(s), then CONSULTANT shall bill all 
"lump sum" Subconsultant fees as Salary Costs with no "markup."  
CONSULTANT shall bill all other Subconsultant fees using the employee 
categories for Salary Costs on Exhibit "B" and Reimbursables defined in 
Section 5.3.  All Subconsultant Reimbursables shall be billed in the actual 
amount paid by CONSULTANT.  Subconsultant Salary Costs shall be 
billed to CITY in the actual amount paid by CONSULTANT. 

 
5.3 REIMBURSABLES 
 
 5.3.1 Direct non-salary expenses, entitled “Reimbursables”, directly attributable 

to the Project will be charged at actual cost, and shall be limited to the 
following: 

 
  a) Identifiable transportation expenses in connection with the Project, 

subject to the limitations of Section 112.061, Florida Statutes.  
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Transportation expenses to locations outside the Dade-Broward-
Palm Beach County area or from locations outside the Dade-
Broward-Palm Beach County area will not be reimbursed unless 
specifically pre-authorized in writing by the Contract Administrator. 

 
  b) Identifiable per diem, meals and lodgings, taxi fares and 

miscellaneous travel-connected expenses for CONSULTANT's 
personnel subject to the limitations of Section 112.061 Florida 
Statutes.  Meals for class C travel inside Broward County will not be 
reimbursed.  Meals and lodging expenses will not be reimbursed for 
temporarily relocating CONSULTANT's employees from one of 
CONSULTANT's offices to another office if the employee is 
relocated for more than ten (10) consecutive working days.  
Lodging will be reimbursed only for room rates equivalent to 
Holiday Inn, Howard Johnson, or Ramada Inn. 

 
  c) Identifiable communication expenses approved by Contract 

Administrator, long distance telephone, courier and express mail 
between CONSULTANT's various permanent offices.   
CONSULTANT's field office at the Project site is not considered a 
permanent office. 

 
  d) Cost of printing, reproduction or photography which is required by 

or of CONSULTANT to deliver services set forth in this Agreement. 
 
  e) Identifiable testing costs approved by Contract Administrator. 
 
  f) All permit fees paid to regulatory agencies for approvals directly 

attributable to the Project.  These permit fees do not include those 
permits required for the construction contractor. 

 
Reimbursable Subconsultant expenses are limited to the items described 
above when the Subconsultant agreement provides for reimbursable 
expenses. 

 
 5.3.2 It is acknowledged and agreed to by CONSULTANT that the dollar 

limitation set forth in Section 5.1 is a limitation upon, and describes the 
maximum extent of, CITY's obligation to reimburse CONSULTANT for 
direct, nonsalary expenses, but does not constitute a limitation, of any 
sort, upon CONSULTANT's obligation to incur such expenses in the 
performance of services hereunder.  If CITY or Contract Administrator 
requests CONSULTANT to incur expenses not contemplated in the 
amount for Reimbursables, CONSULTANT shall notify Contract 
Administrator in writing before incurring such expenses.  Any such 
expenses shall be reviewed and approved by CITY prior to incurring such 
expenses. 
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5.4 METHOD OF BILLING 
 
 5.4.1 For Maximum Amount Not-To-Exceed Compensation under Section 5.1.1 
 

CONSULTANT shall submit billings which are identified by the specific 
project number on a monthly basis in a timely manner for all Salary Costs 
and Reimbursables attributable to the Project.  These billings shall identify 
the nature of the work performed, the total hours of work performed and 
the employee category of the individuals performing same.  Billings shall 
itemize and summarize Reimbursables by category and identify same as 
to the personnel incurring the expense and the nature of the work with 
which such expense was associated.  Where prior written approval by 
Contract Administrator is required for Reimbursables, a copy of said 
approval shall accompany the billing for such reimbursable.  The 
statement shall show a summary of Salary Costs and Reimbursables with 
accrual of the total and credits for portions paid previously.  External 
Reimbursables and Subconsultant fees must be documented by copies of 
invoices or receipts which describe the nature of the expenses and 
contain a project number or other identifier which clearly indicates the 
expense is identifiable to the Project.  Subsequent addition of the identifier 
to the invoice or receipt by CONSULTANT is not acceptable except for 
meals and travel expenses.  Internal expenses must be documented by 
appropriate CONSULTANT's cost accounting forms with a summary of 
charges by category.  When requested, CONSULTANT shall provide 
backup for past and current invoices that records hours and Salary Costs 
by employee category, Reimbursables by category, and subcontractor 
fees on a task basis, so that total hours and costs by task may be 
determined. 

 
 5.4.2 For Lump Sum Compensation under Section 5.1.2 
 

CONSULTANT shall submit billings which are identified by the specific 
project number on a monthly basis in a timely manner.  These billings 
shall identify the nature of the work performed, the phase of work, and the 
estimated percent of work accomplished.  Billings for each phase shall not 
exceed the amounts allocated to said phase.  Billings shall also indicate 
the cumulative amount of CBE participation to date by completing Exhibit 
F, CBE Performance Report.  The statement shall show a summary of 
fees with accrual of the total and credits for portions paid previously.  
When requested, CONSULTANT shall provide backup for past and 
current invoices that record hours, salary costs, and expense costs on a 
task basis, so that total hours and costs by task may be determined. 

 
5.5 METHOD OF PAYMENT 
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5.5.1 CITY shall pay CONSULTANT ninety percent (90%) of the total shown to 
be due on such statement.  When the services to be performed on each 
phase of the Project are fifty percent (50%) complete and upon written 
request by CONSULTANT and written approval by the Contract 
Administrator that the Project is progressing in a satisfactory manner, the 
Contract Administrator, in his or her sole discretion, may authorize that 
subsequent payments for each phase may be increased to ninety-five 
percent (95%) of the total shown to be due on subsequent statements.  No 
amount shall be withheld from payments for reimbursables or for services 
performed during the construction phase. 

 
5.5.2 Upon CONSULTANT's satisfactory completion of each phase and after 

the Contract Administrator's review and approval, CITY shall remit to 
CONSULTANT that ten percent (10%) or five percent (5%) portion of the 
amounts previously withheld.  Final payment for the Project must be 
approved by the City Manager or designee. 

 
5.5.3 Payment will be made to CONSULTANT at: 
 
 _______________________________________ 
 _______________________________________ 
 _______________________________________ 

 
 

ARTICLE 6 
OPTIONAL AND ADDITIONAL SERVICES; CHANGES IN SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 
6.1 CITY or CONSULTANT may request changes that would increase, decrease, or 

otherwise modify the Scope of Services to be provided under this Agreement so 
long as the modifications do not substantially change or deviate from the original 
project.  Such changes must be contained in a written amendment, executed by 
the parties hereto, with the same formality and of equal dignity herewith, prior to 
any deviation from the terms of this Agreement including the initiation of any 
Additional Services.  

 
6.2 Costs of Additional Services identified by the Contract Administrator during the 

life of this agreement and as contained in a written amendment will be 
compensated on an hourly basis, or an agreed upon lump sum, or as a 
reimbursable as provided in Article 5. Additional Services authorized by the 
Contract Administrator shall include a required completion for CONSULTANT’s 
performance of those additional services. 

 
6.3 In the event a dispute between the Contract Administrator and CONSULTANT 

arise over whether requested services constitute additional services and such 
dispute cannot be resolved by the Contract Administrator and CONSULTANT, 
such dispute shall be promptly presented to the City Manager for resolution.  The 
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City Manager’s decision shall be final and binding on the parties.  The resolution 
shall be set forth in a written document in accordance with Section 6.1 above.  
During the pendency of any dispute, CONSULTANT shall promptly perform the 
disputed services. 

 
6.4 CONSULTANT may, at Contract Administrator’s discretion, be authorized to 

perform Optional Services as delineated in Exhibit “A,” Scope of Services, up to 
the maximum fee amount established for Optional Services under Article 5.  Any 
Optional Services to be performed by CONSULTANT pursuant to the terms of 
this Agreement shall first be authorized by the Contract Administrator in writing 
by a "Work Authorization," in accordance with this Article.   

 
6.4.1 Before any Optional Service is commenced pursuant to a Work 

Authorization, CONSULTANT shall supply the Contract Administrator with 
a written estimate for all charges expected to be incurred for such Optional 
Service, which estimate shall be reviewed by Contract Administrator and a 
final amount for CONSULTANT's compensation shall be approved as 
follows: 

 
6.4.1.1 Any Work Authorization that does not increase the cost or the 

time for completion may be signed by Contract Administrator and 
CONSULTANT, using the Work Authorization provided by CITY 
for that purpose. 

 
6.4.1.2  Any Work Authorization that increases the cost by 10% or 

$10,000.00 whichever is less may be signed by the City Manager, 
and CONSULTANT.   

 
6.4.1.3 Work Authorizations above $25,000.00 must be approved by the 

City Commission.  
 

6.4.2  Subsequent to Contract Administrator issuing a Work Authorization 
pursuant to this article, Contract Administrator will issue a Notice to 
Proceed (NTP) for those authorized Optional Services.  CONSULTANT 
shall not commence such work until after receipt of the Contract 
Administrator’s NTP.   

 
6.4.3 All Work Authorizations issued by the Contract Administrator shall contain, 

as a minimum, the following information and requirements: 
 

6.4.3.1 A description of the work to be undertaken (which description 
must specify in detail the individual tasks and other activities to be 
performed by CONSULTANT), a reference to this Agreement 
pursuant to which the work to be undertaken is authorized, and a 
statement of the method of compensation. 
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6.4.3.2 A budget establishing the amount of compensation, which amount 
shall constitute a guaranteed maximum and shall not be 
exceeded unless prior written approval of CITY is obtained.  In the 
event CITY does not approve an increase in the guaranteed 
maximum amount, and the need for such action is not the fault of 
CONSULTANT, the authorization shall be terminated, and 
CONSULTANT shall be paid in full for all work completed to that 
point, but shall in no case exceed the guaranteed maximum 
amount.  The information contained in the budget shall be in 
sufficient detail so as to identify the various elements of costs. 

 
6.4.3.3 A time established for completion of the work or services 

undertaken by CONSULTANT or for the submission to CITY of 
documents, reports, and other information pursuant to this 
Agreement. 

 
6.4.3.4 Any other additional instructions or provision relating to the work 

authorized pursuant to this Agreement. 
 
6.4.3.5 Work Authorizations shall be dated, serially numbered, and 

signed. 
 

ARTICLE 7 
CITY'S RESPONSIBILITIES 

 
7.1 CITY shall assist CONSULTANT by placing at CONSULTANT's disposal all 

information CITY has available pertinent to the Project including previous reports 
and any other data relative to design or construction of the Project.  

 
7.2 CITY shall arrange for access to, and make all provisions for, CONSULTANT to 

enter upon public and private property as required for CONSULTANT to perform 
its services.  

 
7.3 CITY shall review the itemized deliverables/documents identified in Exhibit "A" of 

CONSULTANT and respond in writing with any comment within the time set forth 
on the approved Project Schedule. 

 
7.4 CITY shall give prompt written notice to CONSULTANT whenever CITY observes 

or otherwise becomes aware of any development that affects the scope or timing 
of CONSULTANT's services or any defect in the work of the Contractor.  

 
ARTICLE 8 

INSURANCE 
 

8.1 To ensure the indemnification obligation contained Section 10.7 of this 
Agreement, CONSULTANT shall provide, pay for and maintain in force at all 
times during the services to be performed, such insurance, including Professional 
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Liability Insurance, Workers' Compensation Insurance, Comprehensive General 
or Commercial Liability Insurance, Business Automobile Liability Insurance and 
Employer's Liability Insurance.  Each insurance policy shall clearly identify the 
foregoing indemnification as insured. 

 
8.2 Such policy or policies shall be without any deductible amount unless otherwise 

noted in this Article and shall be issued by approved companies authorized to do 
business in the State of Florida and having agents upon whom service of process 
may be made in the State of Florida.  CONSULTANT shall pay all deductible 
amounts, if any.  CONSULTANT shall specifically protect CITY and the 
Commission by naming CITY and the City Commission as additional insured 
under the Comprehensive General or Commercial Liability Insurance policy 
hereinafter described as well as on any Excess Liability Policy coverage.   

 
8.2.1 Commercial Liability Insurance 

A Commercial Liability Insurance Policy shall be provided which shall 
contain minimum limits of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) per 
occurrence combined single limit for bodily injury liability and property 
damage liability and shall contain minimum limits of Two Million Dollars 
($2,000.000.00) per aggregate.  Coverage must be afforded on a form no 
more restrictive than the latest edition of the Commercial Liability Policy, 
without restrictive endorsements, as filed by the Insurance Services Office 
and must include: 

 
 Premises and/or operations 
 Independent Consultants 
 Products and/or completed operations for contracts 
 Broad form contractual coverage applicable to this specific Contract, 

including any hold harmless and/or indemnification Contract 
 Personal injury coverage with employee and contractual exclusions 

removed, with minimum limits of coverage equal to those required for 
bodily Injury liability and property damage liability. 

 
8.2.2 Business Automobile Liability 

Business Automobile Liability shall be provided with minimum limits of 
One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) per occurrence, combined single limit 
for Bodily Injury Liability and Property Damage Liability.  Coverage must 
be afforded on a form no more restrictive than the latest edition of the 
Business Automobile Liability policy, without restrictive endorsements, as 
filed by the Insurance Services Office, and must include: 
 
 Owned Vehicles, if applicable. 
 Hired and Non-Owned Vehicles, if applicable. 
 Employers' Non-Ownership, if applicable. 
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8.2.3 Professional Liability Insurance 
Professional Liability Insurance with the limits of liability provided by such 
policy for each claim and on a claim made basis to be no less than one 
million Dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence with a combined single limit of 
two million dollars ($2,000,000) per occurrence with a deductible per claim 
not to exceed ten percent (10%) of the limit of liability. Consultant shall 
notify the City in writing within thirty (30) days of any claim filed or made 
against its Professional Liability Insurance Policy. 

 
8.2.4 Workers Compensation Insurance 

Workers' Compensation insurance to apply for all employees in 
compliance with Chapter 440, Florida Statutes, as may be amended from 
time to time, the "Workers' Compensation Law" of the State of Florida, and 
all applicable federal laws.  In addition, the policy(ies) must include 
Employers' Liability with a limit of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) 
each accident. 

 
8.3 CONSULTANT shall provide to CITY certificate of insurance within fifteen (15) 

days after notification of award of the contract. CONSULTANT shall provide to 
CITY a Certificate of Insurance or a copy of all insurance policies required by this 
Article.  CITY reserves the right to require a certified copy of such policies upon 
request.  Coverage is not to cease and is to remain in force (subject to 
cancellation notice) until all performance required of CONSULTANT is 
completed.  All certificates and endorsements required herein shall state that 
CITY shall be given thirty (30) days' notice prior to expiration or cancellation 
and/or restriction of the policy.  If any of the insurance coverages will expire prior 
to the completion of the work, copies of renewal policies shall be furnished at 
least thirty (30) days prior to the date of their expiration.  CONSULTANT’s failure 
to provide to CITY the Certificates of Insurance within fifteen (15) calendar days 
shall be the basis for the termination of the Agreement. 

 
8.4 CITY reserves the right to review and revise any insurance requirements at the 

time of renewal or amendment of this Agreement, including, but not limited to, 
deductibles, limits, coverage, and endorsements based on insurance market 
conditions affecting the availability or affordability of coverage, or changes in the 
scope of work or specifications that affect the applicability of coverage. 

 
8.5 CITY is to be expressly included as an Additional Insured with respect to general 

liability and excess liability coverages arising out of operations performed for 
CITY by or on behalf of CONSULTANT or acts or omissions of CONSULTANT in 
connection with general supervision of such operation.  If CONSULTANT uses a 
subcontractor, then CONSULTANT shall ensure that subcontractor names CITY 
as an additional insured. 

 
8.6 Notice of Cancellation and/or Restriction--The policy(ies) must be endorsed to 

provide CITY with at least thirty (30) days notice of cancellation and/or restriction. 
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ARTICLE 9 

EEO AND ADA COMPLIANCE 
 

9.1 NONDISCRIMINATION, EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY, AND 
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT 

 
CONTRACTOR shall not unlawfully discriminate on the basis of race, color, 
national origin, sex, religion, age, political affiliation or disability in the 
performance of this Contract, the solicitation for or purchase of goods or services 
relating to this Contract, or in subcontracting work in the performance of this 
Contract.  CONTRACTOR shall include the foregoing or similar language in its 
contracts with any subcontractors or subconsultants, except that any project 
assisted by the U.S. Department of Transportation funds shall comply with the 
non-discrimination requirements in 49 C.F.R. Parts 23 and 26, as amended.  
Failure to comply with the foregoing requirements is a material breach of this 
Contract, which may result in the termination of this Contract or such other 
remedy as CITY deems appropriate. 

 
CONSULTANT shall not unlawfully discriminate against any person in its 
operations and activities or in its use or expenditure of funds in fulfilling its 
obligations under this Agreement.  CONSULTANT shall affirmatively comply with 
all applicable provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) in the 
course of providing any services funded by CITY, including Titles I and II of the 
ADA (regarding nondiscrimination on the basis of disability), and all applicable 
regulations, guidelines, and standards.  In addition, CONSULTANT shall take 
affirmative steps to ensure nondiscrimination in employment against disabled 
persons. 

 
By execution of this Agreement, CONSULTANT represents that it has not been 
placed on the discriminatory vendor list (as provided in Section 287.134, Florida 
Statutes, as may be amended from time to time).  CITY hereby materially relies 
on such representation in entering into this Agreement.  An untrue representation 
of the foregoing shall entitle CITY to terminate this Agreement and recover from 
CONSULTANT all monies paid by CITY pursuant to this Agreement. 
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ARTICLE 10 
MISCELLANEOUS 

 
10.1 OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS 
 

All finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, surveys, drawings, maps, 
models, photographs, specifications and reports prepared or provided by 
CONSULTANT in connection with this Agreement shall become the property of 
CITY, whether the Project for which they are made is completed or not, and shall 
be delivered by CONSULTANT to Contract Administrator within fifteen (15) days 
of the receipt of the written notice of termination.  If applicable, CITY may 
withhold any payments then due to CONSULTANT until CONSULTANT complies 
with the provisions of this section. 

 
10.2 TERMINATION 
 

10.2.1 This Agreement or any Work Authorization issued under this Agreement 
may be terminated for cause by the aggrieved party if the party in breach 
has not corrected the breach within ten (10) days after written notice from 
the aggrieved party identifying the breach. This Agreement may also be 
terminated for convenience by the Board.  Termination for convenience 
by the Board shall be effective on the termination date stated in written 
notice provided by the CITY, which termination date shall be not less than 
thirty (30) days after the date of such written notice.  If this Agreement or 
Work Authorization was entered into on behalf of CITY by someone other 
than the Board, termination by CITY may be by action of the CITY 
Administrator or the CITY representative (including his or her successor) 
who entered in this Agreement on behalf of CITY. This Agreement may 
also be terminated by the City Manager upon such notice as the City 
Manager deems appropriate under the circumstances in the event the 
City Manager determines that termination is necessary to protect the 
public health or safety.  The parties agree that if the CITY erroneously, 
improperly or unjustifiably terminates for cause, such termination shall be 
deemed a termination for convenience, which shall be effective thirty (30) 
days after such notice of termination for cause is provided.          

 
 10.2.2 This Agreement may be terminated for cause for reasons including, but 

not limited to, CONSULTANT's repeated (whether negligent or intentional) 
submission for payment of false or incorrect bills or invoices, failure to 
suitably perform the work; or failure to continuously perform the work in a 
manner calculated to meet or accomplish the objectives as set forth in this 
Agreement or Work Authorization.  The Agreement may also be 
terminated for cause if the CONSULTANT is placed on the Scrutinized 
Companies with Activities in Sudan List or the Scrutinized Companies with 
Activities in the Iran Petroleum Energy Sector List created pursuant to 
Section 215.473, Florida Statutes, as amended or if the CONSULTANT 
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provides a false certification submitted pursuant to Section 287.135, 
Florida Statutes, as amended.  

 
 10.2.3 Notice of termination shall be provided in accordance with the “NOTICES" 

section of this Agreement except that notice of termination by the City 
Manager which the City Manager deems necessary to protect the public 
health, safety, or welfare may be verbal notice that shall be promptly 
confirmed in writing in accordance with the "NOTICES" section of this 
Agreement.   

 
 10.2.4 In the event this Agreement or a Work Authorization issued under this 

Agreement is terminated for convenience, CONSULTANT shall be paid for 
any services properly performed under the Agreement or Work 
Authorization through the termination date specified in the written notice of 
termination.  CONSULTANT acknowledges and agrees that it has 
received good, valuable and sufficient consideration from CITY, the 
receipt and adequacy of which are, hereby acknowledged by 
CONSULTANT, for CITY’s right to terminate this Agreement for 
convenience. 

 
 10.2.5 In the event this Agreement or a Work Authorization is terminated, for any 

reason, any amounts due CONSULTANT shall be withheld by CITY until 
all documents are provided to CITY pursuant to Section 10.1 of Article 10. 
 

10.3 AUDIT RIGHT AND RETENTION OF RECORDS 
 

10.3.1 CONSULTANT shall keep such books, records, and accounts as may be 
necessary in order to record complete and correct entries related to the 
Project, including, without limitation, complete and correct records of 
payments to each of its Subconsultants and subcontractors.  For each 
Subconsultant and subcontractor, the books, records, and accounts shall 
reflect each payment to the Subconsultant or subcontractor and the 
cumulative total of the payments made to the Subconsultant or 
subcontractor. CITY shall have the right to audit the books, records, and 
accounts of CONSULTANT and its Subconsultants and subcontractors 
that are related to this Project. All books, records, and accounts of 
CONSULTANT and its Subconsultants and subcontractors shall be kept in 
written form, or in a form capable of conversion into written form within a 
reasonable time, and upon request to do so, CONSULTANT or its 
Subconsultants and subcontractors, as applicable, shall make same 
available at no cost to CITY in written form. 

 
10.3.2 CONSULTANT and its Subconsultants and subcontractors shall preserve 

and make available, at reasonable times for examination and audit by 
CITY, all financial records, supporting documents, statistical records, and 
any other documents pertinent to this Agreement for the required retention 
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period of the Florida Public Records Act, Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, as 
may be amended from time to time, if applicable, or, if the Florida Public 
Records Act is not applicable, for a minimum period of three (3) years 
after termination of this Agreement.   If any audit has been initiated and 
audit findings have not been resolved at the end of the retention period or 
three (3) years, whichever is longer, the books, records, and accounts 
shall be retained until resolution of the audit findings.  If the Florida Public 
Records Act is determined by CITY to be applicable to CONSULTANT's 
and its Subconsultants and subcontractors’ records, CONSULTANT and 
its Subconsultants and subcontractors shall comply with all requirements 
thereof; however, no confidentiality or non-disclosure requirement of either 
federal or state law shall be violated by CONSULTANT or its 
Subconsultants and subcontractors.  Any incomplete or incorrect entry in 
such books, records, and accounts shall be a basis for CITY's 
disallowance and recovery of any payment upon such entry.  

 
10.3.3 CONSULTANT shall, by written contract, require its Subconsultants and 

subcontractors to agree to the requirements and obligations of this Section 
10.3. 

 
10.4 PUBLIC ENTITY CRIME ACT 
 

CONSULTANT represents that the execution of this Agreement will not violate 
Section 287.133, Florida Statutes, the Public Entity Crimes Act, which essentially 
provides that a person or affiliate who is a contractor, consultant or other provider 
and who has been placed on the convicted vendor list following a conviction for a 
Public Entity Crime may not submit a bid on a contract to provide any goods or 
services to CITY, may not submit a bid on a contract with CITY for the 
construction or repair of a public building or public work, may not submit bids on 
leases of real property to CITY, may not be awarded or perform work as a 
contractor, supplier, subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with CITY, and 
may not transact any business with CITY in excess of the threshold amount 
provided in Section 287.017, Florida Statutes, for category two purchases for a 
period of 36 months from the date of being placed on the convicted vendor list.  
Violation of this section shall result in termination of this Agreement and recovery 
of all monies paid hereto. 

 
In addition to the foregoing, CONSULTANT further represents that there has 
been no determination, based on an audit, that it committed an act defined by 
Section 287.133, Florida Statutes, as a “public entity crime” and that it has not 
been formally charged with committing an act defined as a “public entity crime” 
regardless of the amount of money involved or whether CONSULTANT has been 
placed on the convicted vendor list. 
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10.5 SUBCONSULTANTS 
 

CONSULTANT shall utilize the Subconsultants identified in the proposal that 
were a material part of the selection of CONSULTANT to provide the services for 
this Project.  CONSULTANT shall obtain written approval of Contract 
Administrator prior to changing or modifying the list of Subconsultants submitted 
by CONSULTANT.  The list of subconsultants is provided on Exhibit ___, 
Schedule of Subconsultants as attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

 
10.6 ASSIGNMENT AND PERFORMANCE 
 

Neither this Agreement nor any interest herein shall be assigned, transferred, or 
encumbered without the written consent of the other party and CONSULTANT 
shall not subcontract any portion of the work required by this Agreement except 
as authorized pursuant to Section 10.5. CITY shall have the right to terminate 
this Agreement, effective immediately, if there is an assignment, or attempted 
assignment, transfer, or encumbrance, of this Agreement or any right or interest 
herein by CONSULTANT without CITY's written consent. 

 
CONSULTANT represents that all persons delivering the services required by 
this Agreement have the knowledge and skills, either by training, experience, 
education, or a combination thereof, to adequately and competently perform the 
duties, obligations, and services set forth in the Scope of Services and to provide 
and perform such services to CITY's satisfaction for the agreed compensation. 

 
CONSULTANT shall perform its duties, obligations, and services under this 
Agreement in a skillful and respectable manner.  The quality of CONSULTANT’s 
performance and all interim and final product(s) provided to or on behalf of CITY 
shall be comparable to the best local and national standards. 

 
10.7 INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY 
 

CONSULTANT shall indemnify and hold harmless CITY, its officers and 
employees from liabilities, damages, losses, and costs, including, but not limited 
to, reasonable attorneys’ fees, to the extent caused by the negligence, 
recklessness or intentionally wrongful conduct of CONSULTANT, and other 
persons employed or utilized by CONSULTANT in the performance of this 
Agreement.  The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or earlier 
termination of this Agreement.  To the extent considered necessary by Contract 
Administrator and County Attorney, any sums due CONSULTANT under this 
Agreement may be retained by CITY until all of CITY’s claims for indemnification 
pursuant to this Agreement have been settled or otherwise resolved, and any 
amount withheld shall not be subject to payment of interest by CITY. 
 

10.8 REPRESENTATIVE OF CITY AND CONSULTANT 
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10.8.1 The parties recognize that questions in the day-to-day conduct of the 
Project will arise.  The Contract Administrator, upon CONSULTANT's 
request, shall advise CONSULTANT in writing of one (1) or more CITY 
employees to whom all communications pertaining to the day-to-day 
conduct of the Project shall be addressed.  

 
10.8.2 CONSULTANT shall inform the Contract Administrator in writing of 

CONSULTANT's representative to whom matters involving the conduct 
of the Project shall be addressed.  

 
10.9 ALL PRIOR AGREEMENTS SUPERSEDED  
 

This document incorporates and includes all prior negotiations, correspondence, 
conversations, agreements or understandings applicable to the matters 
contained herein; and the parties agree that there are no commitments, 
agreements or understandings concerning the subject matter of this Agreement 
that are not contained in this document.  Accordingly, the parties agree that no 
deviation from the terms hereof shall be predicated upon any prior 
representations or agreements whether oral or written.   

 
10.10 AMENDMENTS  
 

No modification, amendment or alteration in the terms or conditions contained 
herein shall be effective unless contained in a written document executed with 
the same formality and of equal dignity herewith.   
 

10.11 NOTICES 
 

Whenever either party desires to give notice to the other, such notice must be in 
writing, sent by certified United States Mail, postage prepaid, return receipt 
requested, or sent by commercial express carrier with acknowledgement of 
delivery, or by hand delivery with a request for a written receipt of 
acknowledgment of delivery, addressed to the party for whom it is intended at the 
place last specified.  The place for giving notice shall remain the same as set 
forth herein until changed in writing in the manner provided in this section.  For 
the present, the parties designate the following as the respective places for 
giving of notice:  

 
FOR CITY:  
 
_____________________, Contract Administrator 
________________________________________ 
________________________________________ 
________________________________________ 
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FOR CONSULTANT:  
 

________________________________________ 
________________________________________ 
________________________________________ 

 
10.12 TRUTH-IN-NEGOTIATION CERTIFICATE 
 

Signature of this Agreement by CONSULTANT shall act as the execution of a 
truth-in-negotiation certificate stating that wage rates and other factual unit costs 
supporting the compensation of this Agreement are accurate, complete, and 
current at the time of contracting.  The original contract price and any additions 
thereto shall be adjusted to exclude any significant sums by which CITY 
determines the contract price was increased due to inaccurate, incomplete, or 
noncurrent wage rates and other factual unit costs.  All such contract 
adjustments shall be made within one (1) year following the end of this 
Agreement. 

 
10.13 INTERPRETATION   

 
The language of this Agreement has been agreed to by both parties to express 
their mutual intent and no rule of strict construction shall be applied against either 
party hereto.  The headings contained in this Agreement are for reference 
purposes only and shall not affect in any way the meaning or interpretation of this 
Agreement.  All personal pronouns used in this Agreement shall include the other 
gender, and the singular shall include the plural, and vice versa, unless the 
context otherwise requires.  Terms such as "herein," "hereof," "hereunder," and 
"hereinafter" refer to this Agreement as a whole and not to any particular 
sentence, paragraph, or section where they appear, unless the context otherwise 
requires.  Whenever reference is made to a Section or Article of this Agreement, 
such reference is to the Section or Article as a whole, including all of the 
subsections of such Section, unless the reference is made to a particular 
subsection or subparagraph of such Section or Article. 

 
10.14 CONSULTANT'S STAFF 
 

CONSULTANT will provide the key staff identified in their proposal for Project as 
long as said key staff are in CONSULTANT's employment.  

 
CONSULTANT will obtain prior written approval of Contract Administrator to 
change key staff.  CONSULTANT shall provide Contract Administrator with such 
information as necessary to determine the suitability of proposed new key staff.  
Contract Administrator will be reasonable in evaluating key staff qualifications. 
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If Contract Administrator desires to request removal of any of CONSULTANT's 
staff, Contract Administrator shall first meet with CONSULTANT and provide 
reasonable justification for said removal. 

 
10.15 INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 
 

CONSULTANT is an independent contractor under this Agreement.  Services 
provided by CONSULTANT shall be subject to the supervision of CONSULTANT.  
In providing the services, CONSULTANT or its agents shall not be acting and 
shall not be deemed as acting as officers, employees, or agents of CITY.  

 
 
10.16 THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES 
 

Neither CONSULTANT nor CITY intend to directly or substantially benefit a third 
party by this Agreement. The parties expressly acknowledge that it is not their 
intent to create any rights or obligations in any third person or entity under this 
Agreement. Therefore, the parties agree that there are no third party 
beneficiaries to this Agreement and that no third party shall be entitled to assert a 
claim against either of them based upon this Agreement. 
 
 
 
 

10.17 CONFLICTS 
 

Neither CONSULTANT nor its employees shall have or hold any continuing or 
frequently recurring employment or contractual relationship that is substantially 
antagonistic or incompatible with CONSULTANT’s loyal and conscientious 
exercise of judgment related to its performance under this Agreement. 

 
CONSULTANT agrees that none of its officers or employees shall, during the 
term of this Agreement, serve as an expert witness against CITY in any legal or 
administrative proceeding in which he or she is not a party, unless compelled by 
court process, nor shall such persons give sworn testimony or issue a report or 
writing, as an expression of his or her expert opinion, which is adverse or 
prejudicial to the interests of CITY or in connection with any such pending or 
threatened legal or administrative proceeding.  The limitations of this section 
shall not preclude such persons from representing themselves in any action or in 
any administrative or legal proceeding. 

 
In the event CONSULTANT is permitted to utilize subcontractors to perform any 
services required by this Agreement, CONSULTANT agrees to prohibit such 
subcontractors, by written contract, from having any conflicts as within the 
meaning of this section. 
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10.18 CONTINGENCY FEE 
 

CONSULTANT warrants that it has not employed or retained any company or 
person, other than a bona fide employee working solely for CONSULTANT, to 
solicit or secure this Agreement and that it has not paid or agreed to pay any 
person, company, corporation, individual or firm, other than a bona fide employee 
working solely for CONSULTANT, any fee, commission, percentage, gift, or other 
consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this 
Agreement.  For a breach or violation of this provision, CITY shall have the right 
to terminate this Agreement without liability at its discretion, or to deduct from the 
Agreement price or otherwise recover the full amount of such fee, commission, 
percentage, gift or consideration. 

 
10.19 MATERIALITY AND WAIVER OF BREACH  
 

CITY and CONSULTANT agree that each requirement, duty, and obligation set 
forth herein was bargained for at arms-length and is agreed to by the parties in 
exchange for quid pro quo, that each is substantial and important to the formation 
of this Agreement and that each is, therefore, a material term hereof. 
 
CITY’s failure to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not be deemed a 
waiver of such provision or modification of this Agreement.  A waiver of any 
breach of a provision of this Agreement shall not be deemed a waiver of any 
subsequent breach and shall not be construed to be a modification of the terms 
of this Agreement. 

 
10.20 COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS 
 

CONSULTANT shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, codes, 
ordinances, rules, and regulations in performing its duties, responsibilities, and 
obligations related to this Agreement. 

 
10.23 SEVERANCE 
 

In the event this Agreement or a portion of this Agreement is found by a court of 
competent jurisdiction to be invalid, the remaining provisions shall continue to be 
effective unless CITY or CONSULTANT elects to terminate this Agreement.  The 
election to terminate this Agreement based upon this provision shall be made 
within seven (7) days after the finding by the court becomes final. 

 
10.24 JOINT PREPARATION 
 

Preparation of this Agreement has been a joint effort of CITY and CONSULTANT 
and the resulting document shall not, solely as a matter of judicial construction, 
be construed more severely against one of the parties than any other. 
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10.25 PRIORITY OF PROVISIONS 
 

If there is a conflict or inconsistency between any term, statement, requirement, 
or provision of any exhibit attached hereto, any document or events referred to 
herein, or any document incorporated into this Agreement by reference and a 
term, statement, requirement, or provision of this Agreement, the term, 
statement, requirement, or provision contained in Articles 1 through 10 of this 
Agreement shall prevail and be given effect. 

 
10.26 LAW, JURISDICTION, VENUE, WAIVER OF JURY TRIAL 
 

This Agreement shall be interpreted and construed in accordance with and 
governed by the laws of the state of Florida.  All parties agree and accept that 
jurisdiction of any controversies or legal problems arising out of this Agreement, 
and any action involving the enforcement or interpretation of any rights 
hereunder, shall be exclusively in the state courts of the Seventeenth Judicial 
Circuit in Broward County, Florida, and venue for litigation arising out of this 
Agreement shall be exclusively in such state courts, forsaking any other 
jurisdiction which either party may claim by virtue of its residency or other 
jurisdictional device.  BY ENTERING INTO THIS AGREEMENT, CONSULTANT 
AND CITY HEREBY EXPRESSLY WAIVE ANY RIGHTS EITHER PARTY MAY 
HAVE TO A TRIAL BY JURY OF ANY CIVIL LITIGATION RELATED TO THIS 
AGREEMENT. 
 

10.27 BACKGROUND CHECKS 
 

10.27.1 In accordance with Section 38-117 of the City of Deerfield Beach 
Code of Ordinances, any bid, contract or request for proposal which 
requires a Consultant or sub-consultant to perform work in or on 
city property, shall include a requirement for a criminal background 
check for any employee of the Consultant or subconsultant who will 
do the work in or on city property.  City property shall mean 
buildings or structures owned by the city. It shall also mean 
sidewalks and streets under the jurisdiction of the city which are 
adjacent to residential neighborhoods. Criminal background checks 
shall mean a certified response from the Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement Computerized Criminal History (CCH) data base. The 
Consultant shall, at its expense, obtain a criminal background 
check for each of its employees having access to city property prior 
to beginning the work, and depending on the contract's term, on an 
annual basis thereafter. The Consultant must ensure a similar 
background check has been done of its sub-consultants' employees 
who will have access to city property.  During the term of this 
agreement CONSULTANT must provide an updated Criminal 
Background Check Affidavit for any newly hired employees of 
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CONSULTANT or any sub-consultant who will do work in or on city 
property. 

 
10.27.2 The Consultant shall be required to submit an affidavit on the form 

provided certifying that background checks shall be completed for 
all employees who will perform work on city property. Such affidavit 
shall be submitted with the proposal package. The Consultant shall 
conduct the background checks prior to any work being performed. 
Consultant shall maintain such records during the contract period 
and for one year thereafter and shall make such records available 
for inspection and verification by city. 

 
10.27.3 If such a check reveals a conviction or a plea of nolo contendere, 

regardless of when the plea or conviction occurred, which includes 
a felony or misdemeanor involving terrorist behavior, violence, use 
of a dangerous weapon, crimes of moral turpitude or breach of 
trust/fiduciary responsibility or which raises concerns about 
building, system, or personal security or is otherwise a job-related 
crime, the awarded Proposer shall not assign the individual to any 
City property. If such a check reveals any of the foregoing after 
access has already been granted, any access privileges already 
granted shall be immediately revoked and shall not be reinstated 
without the City's express written authorization.  In the event that 
the Proposer intends to hire new personnel to perform the required 
services, the background checks should be initiated at the time of 
the hire. 

 
10.27.4 The City reserves the right to approve or disapprove whether the 

Consultant’s employees perform the services for the City. 
Disapproval would apply solely to this contract and shall have no 
bearing on the Proposer’s employment of an individual outside of 
this contract. 

 
10.28 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 
 

The attached Exhibits are incorporated into and made a part of this Agreement.  
 
10.29 RE-USE OF PROJECT 
 

CITY may, at its option, re-use (in whole or in part) the resulting end-product or 
deliverables resulting from CONSULTANT’s professional services (including, but 
not limited to, drawings, specifications, other documents, and services as 
described herein and in Exhibit A, Scope of Services); and CONSULTANT 
agrees to such re-use in accordance with this provision. 
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If the Contract Administrator elects to re-use the services, drawings, 
specifications, and other documents, in whole or in part, prepared for this Project 
for other projects on other sites, CONSULTANT will be paid a re-use fee to be 
negotiated between CONSULTANT and CITY if the re-use requires the services 
set forth below. 
 
Each re-use shall include all Basic Services and modifications to the drawings, 
specifications, and other documents normally required to adapt the design 
documents to a new site. This re-use may include preparation of reverse plans, 
changes to the program, provision for exceptional site conditions, preparation of 
documents for off-site improvements, provisions for revised solar orientation, 
provisions for revised vehicular and pedestrian access, and modifications to 
building elevations, ornament, or other aesthetic features. In all re-use 
assignments, the design documents shall be revised to comply with building 
codes and other jurisdictional requirements current at the time of re-use for the 
new site location. 
 
The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall remain in force for each re-use 
project, unless otherwise agreed by the parties in writing.  

 
10.30 PAYABLE INTEREST 
 

10.30.1 Payment of Interest.  CITY shall not be liable for interest for any 
reason, whether as prejudgment interest or for any other purpose, 
and in furtherance thereof CONSULTANT waives, rejects, 
disclaims and surrenders any and all entitlement it has or may have 
to receive interest in connection with a dispute or claim based on or 
related to this Agreement.  

 
10.30.2 Rate of Interest.  In any instance where the prohibition or limitations 

of Section 10.30.1 are determined to be invalid or unenforceable, 
the annual rate of interest payable by CITY under this Agreement, 
whether as prejudgment interest or for any other purpose, shall be 
.025 percent simple interest (uncompounded).  

 
10.31 REPRESENTATION OF AUTHORITY 
 

Each individual executing this Agreement on behalf of a party hereto hereby 
represents and warrants that he or she is, on the date he or she signs this 
Agreement, duly authorized by all necessary and appropriate action to execute 
this Agreement on behalf of such party and does so with full and legal authority. 

 
10.32 MULTIPLE ORIGINALS 
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Multiple copies of this Agreement may be executed by all parties, each of which, 
bearing original signatures, shall have the force and effect of an original 
document. 
 

 
 

(The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank.) 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this 
Agreement on the respective dates under each signature: CITY OF DEERFIELD 
BEACH, through its CITY COMMISSION, signing by and through its Mayor, authorized 
to execute same by Board action on the ______ day of ____________, 20____, and 
______________________________________________, signing by and through its 
_____________________, duly authorized to execute same.   
 
 

CITY 
 

Witnesses:      CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH 
 
__________________________  By: _________________________ ____ 
                  , MAYOR 
 
__________________________  Date: ________________________________ 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
ADA GRAHAM-JOHNSON, MMC, CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________________ 
ANDREW S. MAURODIS, CITY ATTORNEY 
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FOR INDIVIDUAL: 
 

CONSULTANT 
WITNESSES: 
 
__________________________  By_____________________________ 
Signature 
 
__________________________  _______________________________ 
Print/Type Name   (Please Type Name) 
 
__________________________  ___ day of ________________, 20___. 
Signature 
 
__________________________ 
Print/Type Name 
 
 
FOR CORPORATION: 
 

CONSULTANT 
 
 
   ________________________________ 
ATTEST:  (Please Type Name of Consultant/Firm) 
 
 
__________________________  By______________________________ 
 Secretary   President/Vice President 
 
__________________________  ________________________________  
(Please Type Name of Secretary)  (Please Type Name of President/Vice         

President 
 
CORPORATE SEAL  ___ day of ________________, 20___. 
 



EXHIBIT A 
SCOPE OF WORK 

 

 
  

 



 

  

EXHIBIT A 
SCOPE OF WORK 
Project Schedule 

 
Project No: Project Number 
Project Title: Project Title 
Facility Name: Facility Name 
 
The required project schedule milestones for this project are presented below.  Items marked 
undetermined require additional development and submittal of the Consultant’s Project 
Development Schedule as required by the Professional Services Agreement for this project. 
 



 

 

EXHIBIT B 
SALARY COSTS 

 
Project No: Project Number 
Project Title: Project Title 
Facility Name: Facility Name 

 



 

 

EXHIBIT C 
SCHEDULE OF SUBCONSULTANT PARTICIPATION 

 
Project No: Project Number 
Project Title: Project Title 
Facility Name: Facility Name 
 
No. Firm Name Discipline 

1. Firm Name Discipline 

2 Firm Name Discipline 

3 Firm Name Discipline 

4 Firm Name Discipline 

5.   

6.   

7   

8   

9.   

10.   

 
 
 



 

 

EXHIBIT D 
BACKGROUND CHECK AFFIDAVIT 

(Page 1 of 3) 

 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA  (  ) SS. 
COUNTY OF (__________________) 
 
 
I, the undersigned, being first duly sworn, do hereby state under oath and under penalty of 
perjury that the following facts are true: 
 
1. I am over the age of 18 and am a resident of the State of Florida. 

2. I am the ____________________ (title) of ______________________________ and I 
certify that I have the authority to make the representations set forth within this Affidavit. 

3. ________________________________________ intends to enter into a contract with 
the City of Deerfield Beach Restaurant Operations for contracted services. 

4. The fulfillment of the Background Check requirement has been conducted through The 
Florida Department of Law Enforcement's Computerized Criminal History (CCH) 
database (Level I). 

5. All criminal background checks must be conducted prior to any covered individual's initial 
access to city's property and, depending on the contract's term, on an annual basis 
thereafter. 

6. I hereby certify that in accordance with requirements of Section 38-117 of the Deerfield 
Beach Code of Ordinances, background checks have been completed for all person 
employed by or under contract with the contractor, subcontractor, consultant or sub-
consultant who is doing the work in or on city property and certify that no person who 
has been convicted or who has entered a plea of nolo contendere for any crime set forth 
within Section 38-117 shall perform work on city property. A list of such employees is set 
forth on Exhibit “A”, attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

5. I also certify that I shall maintain records of the criminal history checks for each person 
doing work on city property during the contract period and for one year thereafter and 
shall make such records available for inspection and verification by city. 



 

 

BACKGROUND CHECK AFFIDAVIT 
(Page 2 of 3) 

 

Executed this ________ day of _____________, 20___. 

 
      By_________________________________  
       (Signature) 
 
      By_________________________________ 
       (Name and Title) 

 
 
 

The foregoing was acknowledged before me this ________ day of 
__________________, 20__, by ______________________________________ who is 
personally known to me or who has produced ______________________ as identification and 
who did take an oath. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal, this ______ day of ___________, 20__. 

(NOTARY SEAL)          

      ________________________________ 

(Signature of person taking 
acknowledgment) 

________________________________ 

(Name of officer taking acknowledgment) 

typed, printed or stamped 

 

________________________________ 

(Title or rank) 

________________________________ 

My commission expires:     (Serial number, if any) 



 

 

BACKGROUND CHECK AFFIDAVIT 
(Page 3 of 3) 

List of Employees 

Name (First, Last) Result 

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

  Passed  Failed  

 

Note: Insert additional sheets if necessary. 
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east-west alleyway (#10 on the aerial) at the southern end of the site provides a route for service vehicles. 
The CRA also offers grants for façade improvements, and that program is beginning to be utilized by 
property and business owners.

Phase II – Like Phase I, Phase II proposes improvements related to connectivity and buffering and 
architecture. Connectivity would be enhanced by relocating the connection to Sullivan Park to begin 
just east of a parking structure proposed for Phase II, additional entryway features, and a pedestrian 
promenade along the marina. Architecture provisions include allowances for additional height on the 
north and west sides of the Cove and, for taller buildings, use of tropical design elements such as porches, 
metal roofs, and shutters. 

North of Hillsboro Boulevard: Sullivan Park and Surrounding Area

The Park and Surrounding Area 
Located at Riverview Road (#6 on the aerial) and the 
Intracoastal Waterway, the 2.5-acre Sullivan Park (#13 
on the aerial) has an excellent location. The Intracoastal 
Waterway forms it eastern boundary, and its main en-
tryway (#11 on the aerial) is marked by the traffic light 
where Riverview Road intersects Hillsboro Boulevard. 
Despite its good location, the park is underutilized, and 
few residents know it exists because of its low visibility 
from Hillsboro Boulevard. Park features include public 
restrooms, an outdated shuffleboard court, and several 
large trees that shade barbecue grills and benches.

Sites adjacent to or near the park include:

• �To its east, an historical site (#4 on the aerial) where 
Seminole Indians hunted deer (the origin of the city’s 
name). The site represents the largest single Indian 
capture during the second Seminole war.

• �To its west, at the intersection of Riverview Road and 
Hillsboro Boulevard, the Deerfield Beach Chamber of 
Commerce (#15 on the aerial).

• �To the east, the Deerfield Island Boat Ramp (#5 on 
the aerial) that is located on a small sliver of land 
that provides the only access to the 56-acre Deerfield Park-owned and operated by Broward County and 
providing critical habitat for gopher tortoises.

• �To its northeast, the former Riverview Restaurant site (#14 on the aerial) that, because of a foreclosure, is 
now owned by Builder’s New York Holdings. Although recently planned for a small boutique hotel, the 
waterfront site is now vacant and is listed as one of the top five CRA acquisition priorities (potentially for 
an expanded Sullivan Park). 

Sullivan Park (above) presents an ideal gathering place for city 
residents to enjoy the benefits of its Intracoastal Waterway location 
(shown above during the Farmers’ Market). Its proximity to Deer-
field Island (image below) adds to its natural value.
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• �To the northwest, Hillsboro Landings (#12 on the aerial), a condominium development composed of 
four buildings. Residents complain of homeless people using the park and the lack of maintenance and 
are concerned about more traffic on Riverview Road if the park is developed more intensely. They would, 
however, like to see an expansion of the park and a safer, more pleasant environment. 

What Residents Say About the Park and the Park Master Plan 

Residents’ comments about Sullivan Park emphasize its waterfront location. They want a park where 
people like to spend time and take their children or grandchildren to play, fish, have a picnic, watch or rent 
boats, and have occasional community events (an art show, culinary event, and movies, for example). 

The 2004 plan for the park (illustrated above) features elements that emphasize those water connections 
that city residents value. They include a waterfront gazebo, lighting along the waterfront, a place to rent 
kayaks and small canoes, and a fishing pier and gazebo under the Hillsboro Boulevard bridge that crosses 
the Intracoastal. At the southern edge is a stair to access Hillsboro Boulevard.

TAP Focus 
The TAP was asked to focus on practical recommendations that can be implemented and financed and will 
provide the improvements that stakeholders and the public desire for the area. As described in more detail 
in Appendix B, the TAP specifically focused on:

• �How to maximize the redevelopment potential of the Cove Restaurant and former Pal’s restaurant sites 
so that they create a landmark anchor for the Cove Shopping Center and an economic generator that can 
help fund improvements at the Sullivan Park site while minimizing potential public concern about more 
intense development. 

Sullivan Park presents a rare opportunity in South Florida – a place to create a beautiful urban park that connects residents to and celebrates its water-
front location.
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• �The greatest impediments to redevelopment and 
how to mitigate them.

• �The expansion possibilities of the Sullivan Park 
area and the elements that should be included in 
a great urban park with a waterway location.

• �Parking needs and solutions for the study sites 
and nearby uses.

• �The CRA’s capacity to accomplish the TAP 
recommendations and the highest priorities for 
allocation of public resources.

The TAP’s Response to the CRA’s 
Questions 
TAP Chair Chuck Bohl began the panel’s report-
back session with a welcome and review of the 
TAP’s focus: the eastern part of the Cove Shopping Center and Sullivan Park (two opportunity areas with a 
prime waterfront location and proximity to the highly utilized Hillsboro Boulevard). The panel members, 
Bohl noted, were volunteers and their areas of expertise were aligned with the issues related to the TAP’s 
focus – urban design, landscape architecture/park 
design, planning, parking, traffic engineering, and 
real estate development, management, and finance. 
To develop their recommendations, the TAP 
members toured the study area, reviewed extensive 
background materials, and carefully listened to 
residents during a public comment session. 

TAP members organized their comments around 
four topics:

• Eastern edge of the Cove Shopping Center   
• Sullivan Park and its surrounding area 
• Impediments to redevelopment and parking  
• CRA implementation capacity and priorities

The eastern edge of the Cove Shopping 
Center 
The TAP’s comments on the eastern edge of the 
Cove Shopping Center focused on redeveloping 
the area as an anchor for the shopping center that 
would maximize economic returns and at the same 
time minimize public concerns about more intense 
development. The TAP organized its discussion 
around two topics: opportunities and issues that 
should be addressed and strategies to consider.

“The highly desirable location of the Cove Shopping Center 
makes it a strong candidate for developing a regional business 
center that will provide a higher economic return for the land-
owners and the community. Public benefits include a strength-
ened job base, higher tax revenues, and an enhanced quality 
of life for all residents.” (The ULI Technical Assistance Panel)

 The TAP focused its recommendations on how to enhance and strategi-
cally position two key areas (depicted above) that front the Intracoastal 
Waterway and border Hillsboro Boulevard – Sullivan Park to its north and 
the eastern edge of the Cove Shopping Center to its south.

 The TAP spent a day-and-a-half learning about the study area and 
developing responses to the areas that they had been asked to focus on and 
provide direction.
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Opportunities and Issues 
The eastern edge of the Cove Shopping Center, the TAP observed, has some real pluses and  
some challenges. 

Pluses: 
• �The properties have Intracoastal Waterway frontage 

(their most important marketable feature), direct 
access to Hillsboro Boulevard, and close proximity 
to the beach. 

• �The sites have the potential for connectivity to 
Sullivan Park (north of Hillsboro Boulevard)  
which is a scenic and historic city asset for the  
entire community.

• �The waterfront parcels are controlled by two owners 
who are interested in infill and redevelopment: 
(shown in the solid green and hatched red in 
the illustration to the right) along with the city-
controlled land area (the SE 3rd Court right-of-way 
between the two large privately-owned tracts).

• �The city is willing to use its resources to stimulate 
private redevelopment consistent with the 2006 
charrette and master plan. Redevelopment could 
include contributing a part of the city right-of-way 
between the two private tracts to gain desirable 
community outcomes (e.g., depth for space to 
line the parking garage with retail), provided that 
the property owners contribute a fair share of 
the investment. The city’s and CRA’s investments 
already include the current improvements to 
the Cove Shopping Center, the availability of 
a Commercial Façade Program to help businesses coordinate façade improvements, and the CRA’s 
convening of the TAP to look at the potential of this pivotal area.

The most frequently cited challenges involved problems with parking, particularly at peak times. Potential 
solutions such as structured parking are constrained by the multiple ownerships of the properties 
comprising the Cove Shopping Center. Other issues are the level of development intensity that will be 
acceptable to the center’s neighbors and economic and market conditions that are still in recovery mode 
for these particular real estate sectors. Maintaining views and public access to the water is also considered 
important. The views and public access to the water justify the use of public resources invested in support 
of redevelopment and also contribute to the value and desirability of properties throughout the Cove, 
not only those bordering the waterfront. Vistas to the water can be modest and should not preclude 
development, for example an attractive pedestrian passageway of sufficient height to frame a dramatic view 
to the water through a building. 

 TAP working sketch illustrating the development potential of consoli-
dated properties
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Strategies to Consider
The TAP explored a number 
of development scenarios (il-
lustrated below) that related to 
the development of a signature 
destination anchor for the 
Cove Shopping Center and 
related parking strategies. 

• �A single-story scenario  
that involved approximately 
60-65 percent of the site  
as surface parking and 35-40 
percent of the site  
as buildings.

• �The development potential achieved by consolidating the two privately-owned properties and a portion 
of the SE 3rd Court right-of-way. 

• �Several Cove Village/Marine Village scenarios and related parking estimates. 

Alternative Redevelopment Scenarios

Although the single-story scenario illustrated the 
lowest risk and lowest cost option given current market 
conditions, the TAP does not recommend that option 
as it is the least satisfying from both a highest and best 
use real estate scenario and from a public investment 
perspective. The single-story option would fail to tap the 
existing development potential of the properties, would 
not enhance the value of the overall Cove properties or the 
center’s attractiveness for prospective tenants, and would 
result in large amounts of surface parking that would defeat 
any effort to create a sense of place.

The TAP used the analysis from the above to prepare two 
alternative redevelopment scenarios (depicted in the image 
at the top of the next page). Both scenarios call for:

• �Commercial uses, including restaurants  
and a limited amount of additional cafe/lounge space 

• Marina wet slips

• Residential multi-family dwelling units

The difference in the two scenarios is the amount of 

Example of a dramatic vista to the harbor in Boston through the Rowes Wharf building that houses a 
hotel and other uses and provides public access. This concept could be adapted to the style and scale of 
development appropriate for the Cove in Deerfield Beach.

 A single-story scenario with surface parking

 A Cove Village/Marine Village scenario
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commercial space: 25,000 square feet in Development 
Scenario A and 16,400 square feet in Development 
Scenario B. That difference is reflected in the amount 
of parking spaces required under the city’s code: 346 
spaces for Development Scenario A and 317 spaces for 
Development Scenario B.

Although the two redevelopment scenarios are very conceptual in nature and will require further 
definition and refinement based upon supporting economic, market, and construction cost analyses, some 
initial parameters (image below) for evaluating the alternative scenarios can be established. It is important 
to note, the TAP stressed, that the estimates for each scenario do not in any way represent a valuation of 

DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO A 

TYPE OF USE INVENTORY CODE REQUIREMENT

Café/Lounge 60 Linear Feet 30 Parking Spaces

Commercial 25,000 Square Feet 84 Parking Spaces

Hotel 0 Rooms  0 Parking Spaces

Marina 20 Wet Slips 7 Parking Spaces

Office 0 Square Feet 0 Parking Spaces

Restaurant 21,400 Square Feet 189 Parking Spaces

Multi-Family 18 Dwelling Units 36 Parking Spaces

  TOTAL  346 Parking Spaces

DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO B 

TYPE OF USE INVENTORY CODE REQUIREMENT

Café/Lounge 60 Linear Feet 30 Parking Spaces

Commercial 16,400 Square Feet 55 Parking Spaces

Hotel 0 Rooms  0 Parking Spaces

Marina 20 Wet Slips 7 Parking Spaces

Office 0 Square Feet 0 Parking Spaces

Restaurant 21,400 Square Feet 189 Parking Spaces

Multi-Family 18 Dwelling Units 36 Parking Spaces

  TOTAL  317 Parking Spaces

 A Cove Village/Marine Village scenario

 Parking estimates 

Scenario A Scenario B

 Low High Low High

Retail Sq.Ft. $/SF $150 $250 Sq.Ft. $/SF $150 $250

25,000 Value $3,750,000 $6,250,000 16,400 Value $2,460,000 $4,100,000

Restaurant Sq.Ft. Sq.Ft. $200 $300 Sq.Ft. Sq.Ft. $200 $300

2,400 Value $480,000 $720,000 2,400 Value $480,000 $720,000

Marina Slips Slips $25,000 $50,000 Slips Slips $25,000 $50,000

20 Value $500,000 $1,000,000 20 Value $500,000 $1,000,000

Residential Units Units $150,000 $300,000 Units Units $150,000 $300,000

18 Value $2,700,000 $5,400,000 18 Value $2,700,000 $5,400,000

Total $7,430,000 $13,370,000 $6,140,000 $11,220,000
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the subject site or the proposed redevelopment scenarios; rather, they serve as preliminary guidance to the 
CRA in its approach to the site’s redevelopment process. The TAP strongly recommended that the CRA 
and their development partners should undertake more comprehensive market and financial analyses 
to better define the alternative program options, especially before entering into any negotiation and/or 
contractual obligation between the CRA and landowners.

In consideration of the preliminary evaluation outlined above, the TAP offered the following 
recommendations for  redevelopment scenarios A  and B for the CRA consider:

• �Contributing some of the right-of-way to facilitate the development of scenarios A and B. The right-of-
way can enable configurations of buildings to provide for a variety of uses. That, in turn, will enhance 
the market potential of the properties and also help accommodate a retail-lined parking garage by 
providing the additional depth that might be needed. (Because of the FDOT right-of-way that restricts 
development along Hillsboro Boulevard, the current parcel might lack the lot depth necessary for a 
garage). In-kind contributions in the form of expedited plan review, approval, and permitting should also 
be considered to support redevelopment.

• �Funding the needed parking garage feasibility analysis to support redevelopment scenarios A and B and 
the Cove Shopping Center.

• �Negotiating with the primary property owner of the site for the proposed parking structure. That 
could include developing a contribution of land concept with the property owner for consideration of 
development related consideration. The CRA could also consider the trade of land for the retail square 
footage developed at the ground floor level of the proposed parking garage.

• �All scenarios should require public access to the waterfront that connects with the passageway to Sullivan 
Park and allows for waterfront cafes and restaurant seating on the waterfront side.

The Deerfield Beach  
Marine Village
The TAP used the information gathered 
through the analysis of the alternative 
development scenarios to develop a 
concept plan for a Deerfield Beach 
Marine Village. “The Marine Village is 
a key component for the redevelopment 
and economic prosperity of the 
Cove Shopping Center and the CRA 
redevelopment area as a whole,” the  
TAP concluded. 

Depicted in image to the right, the Marina 
Concept Plan includes the following 
elements. (Numbers on following page 
correspond to those on the concept plan.) The Marine Village Concept Plan maximizes a superlative waterfront location while 

creating a development style and form that will complement the surrounding area. 
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• �Located at the easternmost end of the Cove Shopping 
Center, the Marine Village is anchored by a retailed-lined 
garage (1). The garage will accommodate all parking 
necessary for the Village itself, as well as the additional 
parking needed to ease the current parking congestion 
and provide additional parking for beachgoers. 

• �A surface parking lot to the rear (1a) of the garage  
located over land leased from FDOT acts as overflow 
parking and allows for vehicles to loop around the 
garage. That loop provides easy drop-off to waterfront 
restaurants and residences, as well as efficient use of the 
vehicular circulation.

• �The liner retail (2) that wraps the ground floor of the 
garage seamlessly links the existing retail with the new 
proposed waterfront retail (3) and restaurants (4). The 
retail would contribute to the pedestrian environment 
and add to the existing mix of stores and restaurants. 

• �The master plan proposes a system of public, open 
waterfront plazas (5) that can house special events such 
as green markets or small weekend concerts (such as Jazz 
on the Waterfront in Stuart), while ensuring that access 
to the waterfront remains a public amenity. That is an 
important trade-off in view of the fact that, in order for 
the master plan to be executed as shown, the city will 
need to allow redevelopment to occur within currently 
designated public right-of-way and in excess of what 
zoning presently allows. The CRA may also need to 
commit resources to make the garage feasible and ensure 
that there are enough spaces to support  
parking needs above and beyond those required  
for the new development.

• �Live-work units and townhouses (6), or a small, marine-
oriented boutique hotel (6), are proposed to transition 
both with similar height, use, and intensity into the 
neighborhood to the south.

To create a level of development that is compatible with 
the surrounding area, smaller buildings in the Key West 
style of architecture identified in the 2006 master plan 
should be used. The façade, scale, and size of buildings 
should create the feel of a village and form small inviting 
places to discover. In plain terms, this means development 

The Palm Beach County Intracoastal Waterway Master Plan 
(above) depicts a Key West styled marina village.
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consisting of multiple buildings of moderate size 
with walkways and vistas in between rather than 
one or two large, monolithic buildings that might 
wall off the waterfront (see the building footprints 
in the illustrative conceptual plan). Larger, more 
contiguous buildings are possible if the design 
incorporates significant public passages and views, 
for example the Rowes Wharf building on Boston 
harbor, however it becomes increasingly difficult to 
realize the “Key West Village” character.

Equitable Sharing of Benefits 

The more intense development enabled by 
structured parking brings with it a number of equity 
factors. They include who pays for the land and the 
construction and how to fairly address the fact that 
one property (the former Pal’s/Charley’s restaurants) 
is far more suitable for a parking structure. “There 
must be equitable sharing of the costs and benefits 
of a garage to the redevelopment of the entire 
area,” the TAP stressed. That means an important 
next step is for all three property owners (the two 
private owners and the city) to sit down in a series 
of facilitated discussions that enable them to jointly 
work through the issues and agree on the scenario 
that creates maximum value for all parties, including 
the public. The small number of property owners 
and the potential to unlock increased development 
potential and deliver a high quality public waterfront 
that will enhance the value of the Cove as a whole 
make this a win-win scenario for all stakeholders. 

Sullivan Park and its surrounding area

Sullivan Park is currently an unrealized amenity, 
suffering from poor design, low maintenance, 
and sparse activity that encourages vagrants and 
potentially undesirable activities. The least safe parks 
are those with the least amount of activity. As a part 
of developing its recommendations, the TAP listened 
closely to residents of the high-rise condominium 
buildings adjacent to Sullivan Park who attended the 

In the image on the right, the Palm Beach County Intracoastal Water-
way Master Plan depicts a Key West styled marina village.

Sullivan Park is situated to be a great waterfront park for the commu-
nity. Pictured above, it is nestled between Hillsboro Boulevard, a major 
regional connector, and Riverview Road and terminates at its eastern 
edge at the Intracoastal Waterway, thus providing a rare and highly 
desirable waterfront location. To its immediate south is the popular 
Cove Shopping Center.
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workshop. The TAP also considered the park’s 
potential as a community-wide public space 
for all residents of Deerfield Beach. The TAP’s 
recommendations for Sullivan Park focused on 
how to make it a great urban park that celebrates 
and provides access to the water while balancing 
the wants and needs of the adjacent residents 
and all residents of the city. TAP member 
comments are organized around three main 
topics: learning from great parks, observations 
about Sullivan Park, and potential park features 
and options.

Learning from Great Parks

TAP comments about common features of 
great parks focused on the basic elements of 
a functional park and the features of great 
waterfront parks.

Basic Elements of Functional Parks

For parks to function well, they must have a 
combination of elements:

• Shade and sun
• Attractive views
• People
• Activities for all age groups
• Food and drink
• Restrooms
• Easy access by foot
• Convenient access for patrons
• Attractive lighting for aesthetics and safety
• Maintenance and upkeep

They also should provide three types of places:

• Places to be alone but not feel isolated 
• �Places to be with a small group without disturbing 

the privacy of people who want to be alone
• �Place(s) for occasional community gatherings 

during special events of limited duration (e.g., 
a 4th of July Celebration, a “Parade of Boats” 
type event, and community celebrations)

This partial view of Hillsboro Inlet Park shows several elements of what all 
parks need to be successful, including things to do for people of all ages such as 
to watch or access the water,  stroll, or picnic. Not shown are the playgrounds, 
historic markers, restrooms, showers, shade pavilions, fishing docks, and other 
amenities. Even with all those activities in a 1.5 acre park, there is still room 
for open lawn space that is not only useful for lawn games, but also serves as 
rainwater storage during major storm events and frames views into and out of 
the park, making the space “feel” larger than it really is. 

The riverwalk in Sanford, Florida, includes places to picnic, concession areas, 
and a broad pedestrian walk that is scaled to be comfortable for one or two 
people to use, but also works for thousands of visitors. 
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The rule of thumb used by the Project for Public Spaces, 
which has studied and helped created great parks since 
William H. Whyte’s work began in the 1960s, maintains that 
there must be at least ten different reasons to be, or things to 
do, in a park.   Having at least 10 things to do helps insure 
that a variety of people will use a park, thereby reducing  
the risk of any single group deterring or preventing others 
from enjoying it. 

Among the relevant factors:

• �People want to be around other people or at least want to 
know that others are nearby. 

• �People need to feel safe; empty parks are uninviting 
and make many people feel vulnerable.

• �Not enough people using a park lead to dead periods 
during the day when the park is, or is perceived as,  
empty. Loiterers gravitate to dead spaces and may deter 
potential park users. Crime also gravitates to dead  
spaces where there are not enough potential witnesses  
to discourage criminals from engaging in  
illegal activities

Features of a Great Waterfront Park

To take full advantage of the natural beauty of the  
location and focus attention on the water, great waterfront 
parks provide:

• �spectacular or carefully composed views from within the 
park to the water

• direct contact with the water
• close proximity to the water
• �activities and other park features on or near  

the water

They also integrate the park with its surroundings through:

• �working in harmony with the ecology of the region through 
features and spaces that “do no harm” to the environment 
or neighborhood

• �features and spaces in scale with the neighboring land uses 
and water bodies

• �incorporating materials, forms, and patterns that recall the 
history of the place

The waterfront park in Beaufort, South Carolina, (image 
above) combines natural beauty, food, and recreational 
activities into a world class facility that is tailored to the 
lifestyle of the city’s residents and visitors and celebrates and 
provides multiple ways to connect to the water. That is in 
stark contrast to Sullivan Park (image below), which has 
areas of disrepair and disuse and does not offer amenities  
on the water.
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Observations about Sullivan Park
The Park Today

The most salient feature of Sullivan Park is its 
extraordinary setting with nautical, urban, and 
natural views. Despite that setting, there are no 
well-designed places to sit, picnic, or stroll along 
the water’s edge.

In addition, the current facilities are in state of 
disrepair. The existing restrooms look uninviting, 
the shuffleboard courts are not usable, and the 
large, old trees are set in a sea of broken asphalt, 
gravel, and weedy grass that is not park-like. 
Another negative is the dead-end underpass that 
people avoid instead of using to walk over to the 
Cove Shopping Center, to fish, or to simply take 
pleasant, leisurely walks along the waterfront 
(which is a primary activity of all successful 
waterfronts). 

Unique Opportunities

Two opportunity assets are its proximity to the 
Intracoastal Waterway (upper image to the right) 
and two adjacent parcels that could be used to 
further the park experience.

The Intracoastal Waterway:  Sullivan Park’s 
location on the Intracoastal Waterway presents 
some limitations and an opportunity.

The principal limitation is the restriction on the 
amount of development (only non-permanent 
structures are allowed) that can occur on the 
west side of the waterway (the FIND easement 
area between the red and blue lines in the image 
to the upper right). Docks may be possible under 
the bridge (would first require dredging to allow boat access) and in the area protected by the wooden 
fender that would protect the dock from boats travelling in the channel. Those restrictions would also limit 
the amount of development that occurs on the east (upland) side of the park.

The opportunity is potential access to the resources of the Florida Inland Navigation District (FIND), 
the special taxing district that is responsible for the management and maintenance of the Atlantic 
Intracoastal Waterway in Florida. The district has a number of assistance programs including the Small-
Scale Spoil Island Restoration and Enhancement Program (used for Deerfield Island Park improvements), 

Opportunities to enhance Sullivan Park include potential access to funding 
from the Florida Inland Navigation District that manages and maintains the 
Intracoastal Waterway (image above) and the proximity of the two adjacent 
properties (shaded in red below) that could become part of a larger concept 
for the park.
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Cooperative Assistance Program, and Waterway 
Assistance Program. The Cooperative Assistance 
Program can be used, for example, for boat ramps, 
docking facilities, fishing and viewing piers, 
waterfront boardwalks and educational programs 
and facilities. The city’s chance to receive additional 
funds is enhanced by the fact that the district has 
already invested in the area.

Two Adjacent Properties: Another opportunity is 
the adjacency of two properties that could become 
part of a larger concept for the park. They are the 
Deerfield Beach Chamber Commerce building, 
located to the west of the park at the intersection of 
Riverview Road and Hillsboro Boulevard, and the 
former Riverview Restaurant site, to the northeast 
of the park, that is vacant, available and listed as 
one of the top five CRA acquisition priorities. The 
potential availability of that site is all the more 
important because of the development limitations 
placed on the east side of the park and the greater 
feasibility for a dock and upland structure because of 
fewer restrictions at this location. 

Potential Park Features and 
Circulation Options

As described below, the TAP outlined several 
potential park activities and uses. Three 
circulation options were also provided. Each 
option, which depicts the impact on the park 
space, accessibility, and visibility, can be used 
by the city in the future when it prepares a 
park master plan and decides on a mix of park 
activities tailored to the site and park user needs.

Potential Park Features

A revitalized Sullivan Park could offer  
a variety of activities and related  
facilities, including: 
• Day slip boat docks
• Shuttle to Deerfield Island
• Canoe and kayak launch
• Strolling paths

Key West-style tiki huts (above) provide a place for casual waterside lunches 
and views of the water. A sampling of signature and functional art for parks 
(images below).
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• �A waterfront promenade that follows the 
shoreline from Sullivan Park through the Cove

• Fishing and dock area
• Children’s play area
• Moveable seating
• Picnic tables
• Grills
• Great lawn area(s)

Special accent features could also be used to 
provide points of interest and additional activities. 
Examples include:

• �An interactive water feature – a water fountain 
that people can sit on, walk through, walk under 
or over, sometimes without getting wet, other 
times they may choose to be fully immersed. 
Shown in the image to the upper right from 
West Palm Beach, the fountain gives children 
a chance to play in water without the danger of 
drowning associated with swimming pools.

• �Signature art – a unique accent feature for park 
space that can be enjoyed on several different 
levels, such as through the symbolic messages 
of the artwork, humor, or aesthetic qualities 
of color and shape. They can be abstract large 
scale features or functional art at a human scale 
such as a custom benches, shade structures, play 
features, or ornate paving and wall surfaces. 

• �Interpretive and educational exhibits  
or installations

• Waterside access docks
• �An overlook/observation platform or modest 

observation tower/lighthouse building as a 
distinctive landmark

To provide more “eyes” on the park, several of the 
uses above could be combined in a small casual 
Key West-style place on the water that provides a 
place to rent kayaks and canoes, dock a boat, buy bait, and get something light to eat, or have a drink. This 
could incorporate a distinctive waterfront restaurant, reviving the popularity of the Riverview Restaurant 
that was lost. The facility could be owned by private operator or the city.

In Miami-Dade County, the Red Fish Grill (depicted above) is a distinctive landmark property in the 
Matheson Hammock Pavilion building located in the historic Matheson Hammock Park, a Miami-Dade 

Children playing in a fountain on Clematis Street in downtown West Palm 
Beach (above). The Red Fish Grill (below) is located in the historic Matheson 
Hammock Park, a Miami-Dade County Park and recreation area.
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County Park and Recreation area. The CRA, the 
TAP recommended, should consider working 
with the bank that owns the Riverview Restaurant 
site to develop or sell the land for such a facility 
(further economic and financial analysis should 
be undertaken to ensure optimal utilization of 
CRA funds).

Circulation Options

The TAP began its discussion of circulation 
options by reviewing a preliminary park road 
diagram (illustrated above). TAP members  
noted the following advantages and 
disadvantages of the options.

Advantages: 

• �Moving the park access drive south to the 
toe of the bridge embankment allows for a 
contiguous park space north of the drive,   
with parking for the park and a turnaround  
at the end

• �Providing a connection under the bridge 
dramatically improves surveillance capabilities 
in addition to pedestrian and vehicle 
(restricted to special events only) connectivity 
for the park and the Cove Shopping Center

• �Using a turnaround discourages  
cut-through traffic 

Disadvantages:

• �All existing park features must be replaced, 
including roads, restrooms, and parking

• �Residents to the northwest may perceive this as 
an encroachment of park users into their realm 

Building on the initial park circulation option, 
the TAP explored a series of options (A-C, with refinements) described below and illustrated in the images 
to the right and on the following page. 

Park Option A – Features:

• �Web of walkways leading to/from the water and to the Cove and Hillsboro Boulevard
• �Small concession buildings at the northwest corner offer food, canoe/kayak rentals, and a picnic plaza 

facing north to Deerfield Island

Preliminary park road diagram showing parking and the potential for a con-
nection under the bridge to the Cove Shopping Center (image above). Large 
turnaround and parking area just west of the existing restroom  
(image below).

Option A: Park road turnaround with parking at the east end and preserving 
existing trees in the middle.
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• �Small “tot lot” play area west of existing 
restrooms and parking (replace existing 
shuffleboard)

• Potential for bridge underpass connection

Park Option B – Features:

• Small concession building and shade pavilions 
radiate away from entry turnaround to water
• Coconut palm picnic grove along water 
• Chickee hut at “point” of the park; on axis with 
entry drive and in view from the underpass
• Potential for underpass road connection 

Park Option B Refinement – Features:

• Concession /restroom dining terrace
• HC parking
• Splash fountain
• Turnaround
• Sculptural play
• “Great lawn”
• Stairs – overlook
• Waterside seating

Park Option C – Features:

• �Play space between existing restroom  
and large tree

• �Interactive fountain in center of park, visible 
from the entry drive, play area, and water

• Chickee hut next to a “Great Lawn” area
• �Picnic grove with coconut palms and buffer 

plantings along west side of park
• �Simple, wide multi-purpose paths delineating 

the outdoor spaces 

Park Option C Refinement – Features:

• Chickee hut
• Play space 
• Splash fountain
• Restroom
• Coconut picnic grove
• “Great lawn”
• Stairs – overlook
• Waterside seating

Option B (image above): Small park road turnaround and accessible parking 
spaces at the east end; existing parking area expanded. 

Option C (top image): Small turnaround just after the condominium entrance 
and expanded paved parking area to the west. Option C Refinement 
(image below).
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A Great Park Example

Bryant Park, a green oasis in the heart of Manhattan 
behind the New York Public Library, is an example of 
the classic great park renaissance that incorporates many 
of the recommended park elements and illustrates the 
potential to maintain a variety of continuous, passive 
activities while also accommodating the occasional 
spectacular community event. Bryant Park is not a 
waterfront park; however, its transformation from an 
undesirable, threatening, and underused public space that 
attracted vagrants and drug dealers in the 1970s into the 
crown jewel of the city’s park system after its redesign was 
completed in 1992 is a case study in safety, flexibility, and 
beautiful park design. 

The park incorporates:

• �A great lawn lined with a variety of shade trees that form 
an arboretum, with species labeled using distinctive low-
to-the-ground iron post signs. 

• �Tree-lined walkways that wrap around the park and 
feature benches that attract a steady stream of people 
strolling, meeting and conversing. 

• �Two small kiosks at the fountain terrace entrance 
where sandwiches, soft drinks, and coffee are available 
and people can sit and have a light breakfast, lunch, or 
refreshments.

• �Moveable chairs so that people can position themselves 
in or out of the sun, off by themselves, or in pairs or 
larger groups.

• �An exceptionally clean and well-maintained public 
restroom on one side of the park, near the library, and 
an area where people can select and read books from 
bookstands at small café tables in the shade along the 
northern walkway closest to the library. 

• �At the rear of the library, a large open-air patio served 
by an outdoor café and an elegant, upscale indoor 
restaurant providing more substantial meals. The patio 
overlooks the great lawn, which is a simple green space 
where people can sit or lay on blankets to enjoy the sun, 
read, relax, or play with their children.

• �Wireless internet access provided by the library to  
park users.

The design for Bryant Park features a great lawn wrapped by 
tree-lined walkways (above). Depicted below, kiosks provide places 
to buy refreshments and movable chairs enable park visitors to 
arrange them to fit their needs.

The redesign of Manhattan’s Bryant Park converted it from a 
threatening place that attracted vagrants and drug dealers to the 
crown jewel of the city’s parks.
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For special occasions, Bryant Park is transformed into a dramatic entertainment space for outdoor movies, 
fashion shows, concerts, and events that attract major sponsors and provide funding to support the 
maintenance and upkeep of the park. Temporary stages and screens can be quickly set up for an event, and 
dismantled and removed to return the park to its passive character the next day. 

The renaissance of Bryant Park exerted an incredible “halo effect” on the adjacent properties, where 
leasing increased 60 percent and rental rates increased 40 percent in the 24 months after completion. 
An investment in Sullivan Park will have a similar effect on the nearby residential properties for existing 
residents and should have a positive effect on the Cove Shopping Center once an attractive waterfront 
promenade is realized. Bryant Park also provides an exceptional model that illustrates how Sullivan 
Park could balance the desire for a quiet public gathering place with modest food and refreshments and 
everyday year-around park and water activities that provide a beautiful waterfront venue for occasional 
community events and celebrations. Bryant Park also demonstrates how the maintenance of and support 
for a park can be subsidized by private funding for special events.

Impediments to redevelopment and parking

The TAP suggested a series of steps to address a major site impediment –parking. Concerns related to 
parking supply were discussed in two contexts: (1) in relation to zoning requirements and (2) in relation 
to actual demand, including future increases in demand resulting from more intense development on site. 
Recommendations focused on conducting a comprehensive parking demand study, establishing a parking 
waiver certificate or in-lieu of payment program, and establishing a new parking rate structure.

Comprehensive Parking Study

During the TAP process, panelists heard varying anecdotal accounts regarding the adequacy of the current 
parking supply to meet existing demand requirements. To better understand the existing baseline demand 
and how that demand fluctuates throughout hours of the day and days of the week, the TAP recommended 
that the CRA conduct a comprehensive parking demand study to understand the current utilization.

The study should include the following steps:

• Collect existing parking utilization/turnover data.
• Review code requirements.
• �Recommend parking ratio adjustments and allowances for shared parking. 
• Analyze surrounding parking inventory and options.
• Evaluate pros and cons of surface versus structured parking options.
• �Prepare projections of short term and long term parking supply needs for the Cove shopping center and 

other potential parking patrons (e.g., visitors to Sullivan Park).

The study results should be used to evaluate the parking requirements in the current zoning code. 
The current requirements, the TAP stressed, appear to be out of line with true demand for some uses. 
Applying the current parking standards to the new development would require additional parking 
spaces, which translates to higher costs for structured parking. For surface parking, that would create 
a significant increase in the amount of land dedicated for potentially unused parking. Changes to 
reduce the current code requirements could be implemented through a zoning overlay and/or shared 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2013/ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
OF THE CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING 
STAFF TO NEGOTIATE A CONTRACT WITH BERMELLO AJAMIL & 
PARTNERS, INC. FOR THE DESIGN OF THE SULLIVAN PARK 
EXPANSION PROJECT 
 

 WHEREAS, the CRA Plan identifies the Sullivan Park Expansion Project as a 
redevelopment project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Deerfield Beach issued a Request for Qualifications (RFQ #2012-
13/09) for architectural and engineering services for the Sullivan Park Expansion Project in 
accordance with the State of Florida and the City of Deerfield Beach CCNA requirements; and 
 

WHEREAS, on Friday, January 11, 2013, invitation letters were sent to the appropriate 
registered vendors via e-mail, facsimile or USPS; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on Wednesday, February 13, 2013, twelve (12) responses were received by 
the due date and time; and 
 
 WHEREAS, one (1) response was deemed non-responsive because the firm did not 
submit the required documents and the submittal did not conform to the RFQ requirements; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Evaluation Committee evaluated all responsive and responsible proposals 
and short listed the top five (5) ranked firms; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Evaluation Committee’s number one recommendation is Bermello Ajamil 

& Partners, Inc.; and 
 
WHEREAS, CRA staff is requesting authorization to negotiate with the first ranked firm 

Bermello Ajamil & Partners, Inc.; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CRA OF THE CITY OF 
DEERFIELD BEACH, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.

 

 The above referenced “Whereas” clauses are true and correct and made a part 
hereof. 

Section 2

 

.  The CRA does hereby authorize Staff to negotiate a contract for the Sullivan 
Park Expansion project with Bermello Ajamil & Partners, Inc. If a contract cannot be 
successfully negotiated with Bermello Ajamil & Partners, Inc., the CRA authorizes staff to 
negotiate with the second ranked firm.  

 Section 3
 

.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption. 
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 PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS _____ DAY OF ___________________, 2013. 
 
  
 
 
      __________________________________ 
      JEAN M. ROBB, CHAIR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
ADA GRAHAM-JOHNSON, MMC, CITY CLERK 
 
 Deerfield/CRA/Sullivan ParkRFQ 



 

DEERFIELD BEACH               Agenda Item 6 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY              Tuesday April 9, 2013 
 
 

  

 
REQUESTED ACTION: 

Request for direction regarding the continued implementation of the community policing program.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

At the January 22, 2013 CRA Meeting, staff provided the Board with a summary report 
highlighting the community policing program and notable outcomes.  The Board directed staff to 
provide raw data on detail deputies’ activities so that Board members could evaluate the program 
accomplishments independently and arrive at their own conclusions about the program.  A two 
month period of daily reports from BSO deputy detail officers who are patrolling the CRA District 
are attached to this item for the Board’s consideration.  Sergeant Valerie Devlin has been the 
CRA’s project liaison and she provided an explanation of some of the terms used by the deputies 
in their reports (attached).       

 
As discussed in January, if the Board directs staff to continue the program, CRA staff and BSO 
deputy detail officers will attend HOA meetings within the District to ensure wider awareness of 
the program among residents.  Also, if the Board agrees that the program should continue, staff 
will provide the Board with monthly community policing reports of patrol highlights and 
accomplishments in the CRA agenda packet.     
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
 

: 

Memorandum regarding BSO report language 
BSO Deputy Detail Daily Reports (January and February)   
 
 
 

 



From: Devlin, Valerie
To: Kris Mory
Subject: 10 codes
Date: Friday, April 05, 2013 10:48:10 AM

Good Morning Kris,

These are some general terms that are descriptions of the 10 codes. You will see these on the Deputies
daily report.

10-8 - available for duty, calls etc.

10-6 - this is a status to show the Deputy is busy in a particular place. For example 10-6 then you will
see locations, Bru's room, Sullivan Park, The Pier, etc.

10-50 - this is a traffic stop. Vehicle pulled over for various reasons. You will also see in that spot the
outcome of the stop, traffic citation issued, traffic warning, or arrest.

10-15 - person or persons under arrest,

13-(I) incident or 13-(P) person . This is a general term for a suspicious person or incident. Generally
that is something called in by 911 or if the Deputy on-views this on his own. The Deputy will run the
person thru our data base making sure they are not wanted for anything and determine what they are
doing in the area.

22- this is a general disturbance call. People being loud in the area, music playing loud, etc.

The term ALPHA is when the Deputy writes a report for something, for example a lost cellphone ,
missing bike, anything that needs a report.

The term BRAVO means the incident is documented on the daily but a physical report wasn't generated .

FI card is a field interview card. This is a short document that is created if a Deputy stops someone who
maybe doesn't live in the area, acting suspicious , or if the Deputy wants to Trespass them from the
area.

The last code you should see is 10-7. This is the code for shift complete.

This is just a general cheat sheet if you will for translation of the daily report the Deputy completes. I
don't want to make it really confusing because there are about a 100 codes. I will bring the complete
list of codes to the meeting in case there are more questions.

Sergeant Valerie Devlin
Deerfield Beach SET team
(954) 426-6888

Sent from my IPad

mailto:Valerie_Devlin@sheriff.org
mailto:KMory@deerfield-beach.com


























































 

DEERFIELD BEACH               Agenda Item 7 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY              Tuesday April 9, 2013 
 
 

  

 
REQUESTED ACTION: 

None.  This item is for informational purposes only.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND: 

At the January 22, 2013 CRA Board meeting, the Board voted unanimously to sponsor the 66th 
Annual Founders’ Days special event in an amount not to exceed $34,500.  The request for 
financial support arose when the Founders’ Days Committee dissolved with no plan for the 
continued management of the event that regularly attracts 80,000-100,000 attendees to the CRA 
District.  The CRA Board conditioned financial support on an understanding that this event funding 
would be a one-time request and a requirement that staff gather economic impact indicators on 
the event so that the Board can evaluate return on investment.   
 
Rain and high winds reduced event attendance on Thursday and most of Friday.  The inclement 
weather reduced the amount of event attendees to approximately 50,000, thereby also reducing 
typical event revenues and economic impact.   
 
A special events survey was e-mailed to thirty-five (35) businesses in the CRA and five responses 
were received (attached).  All respondents reported that special events have a positive impact on 
their business.  City Parks and Recreation Department staff administered in person surveys of 
event attendees.  On average, attendees that were surveyed spent $7.65 on fuel to travel to the 
event, $20.00 on hotel accommodations, and $57.68 on meals during event attendance.  The 
average group size is 3 people.  Vendors were surveyed as well with a low response and mixed 
feedback.  The overall estimated economic impact of this special event is $1,400,000.     
 
Event expenses exceeded revenues by $29,041.24.  This amount is less than the not to exceed 
sponsorship of $34,500 approved by the CRA Board.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTACHMENTS
Parks and Recreation Department Event Summary and Evaluation 

: 

Proposed and Actual Event Budget 
Vendor Survey Results 
Event Attendee Survey Results 
CRA Business Survey Results 
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Parks and Recreation Department  

 

 
M E M O R A N D U M 

TO: Kris Mory, Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) Director 
  
FROM: Kara Petty, Assistant  Director of Parks and Recreation  
  
DATE: March 15, 2013 
  
SUBJECT: 2013 66th Annual Deerfield Beach Founders’ Days Report  
 
The 2013 66th Annual Deerfield Beach Founders’ Days event was produced by the Parks and 
Recreation Department due to the decision by the Founders’ Days Committee not to coordinate 
the event this year.  Over sixty (60) parade participants and over ninety (90) vendors took part in 
the event.   According to the Broward Sheriff’s Office and the Coast Guard the event had over 
40,000 attendees.   
 
The net cost of the event was $29,041.24, with expenses totaling $76,103.10 and revenue 
totaling $47,061.86.  It should be noted that due to the limited amount of time to coordinate the 
event, sponsorships were not obtained. Additionally, poor weather forced the event to close on 
Thursday night, and limited attendance prior to 8:30pm on Friday. 
 
Below are the results of evaluations that staff received from attendees of the event:  
 

• Each group/party that attended the event averaged 2.86 persons 
• Average number of adults that travelled with group to the event 2.41 adults 
• The average person traveled 391.55 miles round-trip to attend the event   
• The average person spent $7.65 in fuel costs 
• The average person stayed .95 night in an area hotel  
• The average person spent $20 on lodging as part of their event attendance  
• The average person spent $57.68 on food/beverages as part of their event attendance  
• On a scale of 1-5 (with 5 being the highest) participants rated the event with an overall 

average of 4.75 
 
The results listed above are indicative of a positive event, especially in light of the limited time to 
plan such a large scale event.  If you should have any questions, please contact me.  
 
 



Founders' Day Proposed Budget

Vendor/Service Description Approximate Cost Actual Cost
Entertainment, sound, lighting, stage 25,000.00$                               19,050.00$                     
Fireworks 10,000.00$                               7,500.00$                       

Platinum Security 4,200.00$                                 1,991.00$                       
Vendor Inspections Gas, health 1,200.00$                                 765.00$                          
Sunbelt Rentals Light Towers 2,000.00$                                 2,202.25$                       
Tents and Events Tents, chairs, and tables 5,000.00$                                 3,995.00$                       
Starr Ice Ice 1,000.00$                                 830.00$                          
All Star Golf Car Golf Carts 1,000.00$                                 705.00$                          
Challenger RV RV - for entertainers 750.00$                                    -$                               
Highway Technologies Barricades 2,000.00$                                 2,480.00$                       
Fast Signs Signage 1,000.00$                                 1,196.18$                       
Advertising Flyers, Ads, etc. 2,000.00$                                 2,047.00$                       
Zephyr Hills Water - contract 800.00$                                    431.11$                          
BSO - Law Enforcement Free per contract -$                                         -$                               
BSO - Fire Rescue Free per contract -$                                         -$                               
Parks and Recreation/OT Shuttle, set-up, clean-up 12,500.00$                               10,521.53$                     
Electrical Team Fred Scott - generators 7,500.00$                                 6,148.97$                       
Parade Bands, Trophies, etc 11,000.00$                               1,105.06$                       
FMG Alcohol, vendors, parade, etc. 15,000.00$                               15,000.00$                     
VIP Tent 135.00$                          

TOTAL 101,950.00$                             76,103.10$                     

Revenue Source Description Estimated Revenue Actual Revenue
Carnival 25% of ticket sales 10,000.00$                               7,921.00$                       
Beer Sales 20% of alcohol sales 5,000.00$                                 4,576.86$                       
Sponsors 70% of sponsorships 4,000.00$                                 -$                               
Food Vendor Fees 20% of food sales 8,500.00$                                 6,021.00$                       
Art/Apparel Vendor Fees 100% of vendor fees 38,000.00$                               108.00$                          

28,435.00$                     
TOTAL 65,500.00$                               47,061.86$                     

CRA Funding Request Estimated CRA Sponsorship Actual CRA Sponsorship
$34,500 29,041.24$                         



City of Deerfield Beach, Florida  
Parks and Recreation Department  

Founder’s Days 
February 14-17, 2013 

 

1. How would you rate this event overall 
Vendor Survey (results)  

a. The average rate 18/4= 4.5 
 

2. Please rate the following aspects of the event: 

• Setup = 4.5 out of 4 
On average rating:  

• Breakdown = 4.6 out of 5 
• Layout = 4.6 out of 5 
• Communication = 4 out of 5 
• Parking = 4.2 out of 5 
• Booth Pricing = 3.2 out of 5 
• Entertainment = 3.25 out of 4 

 
3. Was this your first time attending? 

3/5 = .60 
60% of vendors have attended Founder’s Days before 
 

4. How likely are you to attend this event next year? 
5/5 = 1 
100% of the vendors say they are likely to attend this event next year 

 

1. I have participated for 6 years it was the worse I have ever done. 1/3 of what I am use to. 
I thought the layout was terrible for vendors as I always was by the firehouse/ bathrooms 
and the weather certainly did not help at all. Very disappointed in the event. Also no one 
paid attention to the type of vendors so there was way too much jewelry.  

Written Responses 

 
2. Loved the Founders Day Event as we do all Events on Deerfield Beach. 

 
3. I am a regular vendor at your shows I have my own line of dresses and my company is called 

beach boutique I normally do very well at your events but founders day was not that great for me I 
think possibly because it was the weather and obviously nobody was at the beach and also 
possibly because it was thrown together last minute and there was not much advertising because 
most people said they did not even know that this festival was happening. 
  

 
 



City of Deerfield Beach, Florida  
Parks and Recreation Department  

Founder’s Days 
February 14-17, 2013 

 

 
Economic Impact Survey (results)  

1. How many people came with you to this special event (ex: 1, 2, 3, etc.)?  
 
     176 total divided by 59 respondents = 2.98 average people 
 
2.  How many Adults came with you to this event? 
 
     148 total divided by 59 respondents = 2.51 average adults 
 
3. How many miles (round-trip) did you travel to get to this tournament/special event/activity? 
 
     23101.45 divided by 59 respondents= 391.55 
 
4. Estimate the total cost of your fuel/gas (and any persons traveling with you) to attend 

this tournament/special event/activity (ex: $50, $100, etc.). 
 
$451.10 total divided by 59 respondents = $7.65 on average  
 
5. How many nights (lodging) did you stay in Deerfield Beach?  
 
56 total divided by 59 respondents = .95 average hotel nights stayed  
 
6. What was the cost of lodging for you and persons traveling with you? 
 
 

           $1,180_____ 

$1,180 total divided by 59 respondents = $20 average per person spent on lodging  
 
7. What was the cost of ALL

 

 meals and beverages for you and spectators while attending 
this tournament/special event/activity?  

$3403 total divided by 59 respondents = $57.68 average per person  
 
8. How do you rate the parks, facilities and amenities in the City of Deerfield Beach Parks 

and Recreation Department that you dealt with as part of being a participant for this 
tournament/special event/activity? (with 1 being the lowest and 5 being the highest rating)  
 

1     2 3 4 5  
 

280 total divided by 63 respondents = 4.75 average rating per respondent  
 

 
 













Date Project Expenditure Description Amount

See attached.  

Deerfield Beach
Community Redevelopment Agency

Monthly Expenditure Report
4/9/2013

As per CRA Resolution 2011-011
Expenditures
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