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I. SUMMARY:

HB 139 provides, with respect to any changes made to any state or local comprehensive plan
after July 1, 2000, that all 67 counties must have in place a comprehensive plan for growth
management.  The bill provides, with respect to any changes made to any state or local
comprehensive plans after July 1, 2000, that any future modifications to the plans must be
made by the county rather than the Department of Community Affairs.  

The bill provides that it is the intent of the Legislature that there be a systematic review of the
developments-of-regional-impact (DRI) process and the Florida Quality Developments (FQD)
program process in order to greatly simplify and streamline the processes and address the
current threshold issues that govern the processes.
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II. SUBSTANTIVE ANALYSIS:

A. DOES THE BILL SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PRINCIPLES:

1. Less Government Yes [] No [] N/a [X]

2. Lower Taxes Yes [] No [] N/a [X]

3. Individual Freedom Yes [] No [] N/a [X]

4. Personal Responsibility Yes [] No [] N/a [X]

5. Family Empowerment Yes [] No [] N/a [X]

For any principle that received a "no" above, please explain:

B. PRESENT SITUATION:

Florida has a system of growth management that includes: the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act of 1985; ss. 163.3161-
163.3244, F.S.; chapter 380, F.S., Land and Water Management, which includes the
Development of Regional Impact and Areas of Critical State Concern programs; chapter
186, F.S., establishing regional planning councils and requiring the development of state
and regional plans; and chapter 187, F.S., the State Comprehensive Plan.

Local Comprehensive Plan

The Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act of
1985, (“Act”)  sections 163.3161-163.3244,  Florida Statutes, (F.S.), establishes a growth
management system in Florida which requires each local government (or combination of
local governments) to adopt a comprehensive land use plan that includes certain required
elements, such as: a future land use  plan; capital improvements element; and an
intergovernmental coordination element. The local government comprehensive plan is
intended to be the policy document guiding local governments in their land use decision-
making. Under the Act, the department was required to adopt by rule minimum criteria for
the review and determination of compliance of the local government comprehensive plan
elements with the requirements of the Act. Such minimum criteria must require that the
elements of the plan are consistent with each other and with the state comprehensive plan
and the regional policy plan; that the elements include policies to guide future decisions
and programs to ensure the plans would be implemented; that the elements include
processes for intergovernmental coordination; and that the elements  identify procedures
for evaluating the implementation of the plan. The original minimum criteria rule for
reviewing local comprehensive plans and plan amendments was adopted by the
department on March 6, 1986 as Rule 9J-5, Florida Administrative Code, (F.A.C.).  In 1999,
the department reviewed 12,000 local comprehensive plan amendments.

After a comprehensive plan has been adopted, subsequent changes are made through
amendments to the plans. There are generally two types of amendments: 1) amendments
to the future land use map that change the land use category designation of a particular
parcel of property or area; and 2) text amendments that change the goals, objectives or
policies of a particular element of the plan. In addition, every seven years a local
government must adopt an evaluation and appraisal report (EAR) assessing the progress
of the local government in implementing its comprehensive plan. The local government is
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required, pursuant to s. 163.3191(10), F.S., to amend its comprehensive plan based on the
recommendations in the report.
Comprehensive Plan Amendment Process

Under chapter 163, the process for the adoption of a comprehensive plan and
comprehensive plan amendments is essentially the same. A local government or property
owner initiates the process by  proposing an amendment to the designated local planning
agency (LPA). After holding at least one public hearing, the LPA makes recommendations
to the governing body regarding the amendments. Next, the  governing body holds a
transmittal public hearing at which the proposed amendment must be voted on affirmatively
by a majority of the members of the governing body of the local government. Following the
public hearing, the local government must “transmit” the amendment to the department, the
appropriate regional planning council and water management district, the Department of
Environmental Protection, the Department of Transportation and any other local
government or state agency that has requested a copy of the amendment.

 
Next, the decision is made whether to review the proposed amendment.  If the local
government does not request a review, the department requests that the appropriate water
management districts, Department of Transportation and Department of Environmental
Protection advise the DCA as to whether the amendment should be reviewed, within 21
days after transmittal of the amendment by the local government.  Based on this
information, the department decides whether to review the amendment. The department
must review the  proposed amendment if the local government transmitting the amendment,
a regional planning council or an “affected person” requests review within 30 days after
transmittal of the amendment. Finally, even if a request by one of the above parties is not
made, the department may elect to review the amendment by giving the local government
notice of its intention to review the amendment within 30 days of receipt of the amendment.

If review is not requested by the local government, the regional planning council, or any
affected person, and the department decides not to review it, the local government is
notified that it may proceed immediately to adopt the amendment. If, however, review of the
amendment is initiated, the department next transmits, pursuant to Rule 9J-1.009, F.A.C., a
copy of the amendment to: the Department of State; the Fish &  Wildlife Conservation 
Commission; the  Department of Agriculture and Consumer Affairs, Division of Forestry for
county amendments; and the appropriate land planning agency. In addition, the department
may circulate a copy of the amendment to other government agencies, as appropriate.
Commenting agencies have 30 days from receipt of the proposed amendment to provide its
written comments to the department and, in addition, written comments submitted by the
public within 30 days after notice of transmittal by the local government are considered by
the department as if they were submitted by governmental agencies. 

Upon receipt of the comments described above, the department has 30 days to send its
objections, recommendations and comments report to the local government body
(commonly referred to as the “ORC Report”). In its review, the department considers
whether the amendment is consistent with the requirements of the Act, Rule 9J-5, Florida
Administrative Code, the State Comprehensive Plan and the appropriate regional policy
plan. 

After receiving the ORC report from the department, the local government has 60 days (120
days for amendments based on Evaluation and Appraisal “EAR” Reports or compliance
agreements) to adopt the amendment, adopt the amendment with changes, or decide that it
will not adopt the amendment. The decision must be made at a public hearing. Within 10
days after adoption, the local government transmits the adopted plan amendment to the
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department, the commenting agencies, the regional planning council and anyone else who
has requested notice of the adoption.

Upon receipt of a local government’s adopted comprehensive plan amendment, the
department has 45 days (30 days for amendments based on compliance agreements) to
determine whether the plan or plan amendment is in compliance with the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act. This compliance
determination is also required when the department has not reviewed the amendment
under s. 163.3184(6), F.S.  During this time period, the department issues a notice of intent
to find the plan amendment in compliance or not in compliance with the requirements of the
Act. The notice of intent is mailed to the local government and the department is required to
publish such notice in a newspaper which has been designated by the local government. 

If the department finds the comprehensive plan amendment in compliance with the Act, any
affected person may file a petition for administrative hearing pursuant to ss. 120.569 and
120.57, F.S., within 21 days after publication of the notice of intent. An administrative
hearing is conducted by the Division of  Administrative Hearing where the legal standard of
review is that the plan amendment will be determined to be in compliance if the local
government’s determination of compliance is fairly debatable. The hearing officer submits a
recommended order to the department. If the department determines that the plan
amendment is in compliance, it issues a final order. If the department determines that the
amendment is not in compliance, it submits the recommended order to the Administration
Commission (the Governor and Cabinet) for final agency action.

If the department issues a notice of intent to find the comprehensive plan amendment not in
compliance, the notice of intent is forwarded directly  to the Division of Administrative
Hearing in order to hold a ss. 120.569 and 120.57, F.S., administrative proceeding. The
parties to the administrative proceeding include: the department;  the affected local
government; and any affected person who intervenes. In the administrative hearing, the
decision of the local government that the comprehensive plan amendment is in compliance
is presumed to be correct and must be sustained unless it is shown by a preponderance of
the evidence that the comprehensive plan amendment is not in compliance.  

The administrative law judge submits his decision directly to the Administration Commission
for final agency action. If the Administration Commission determines that the plan
amendment is not in compliance with the Act, it must specify remedial actions to bring the
plan amendment into compliance.  

Local governments are limited in the number of times per year they may adopt
comprehensive plan amendments. Section 163.3187, F.S., provides that local government
comprehensive plan amendments may only be made twice in a calendar year unless the
amendment falls under specific statutory exceptions which include, for example:
amendments directly related to developments of regional impact; small scale development
amendments; the designation of an urban infill and redevelopment area; and changes to
the schedule of the capital improvements element. 

Small Scale Development Amendments 

There are two major exceptions to the process for the department’s review of
comprehensive plan amendments. The first exception applies to a category of
comprehensive plan amendments designated by a local government as small-scale
amendments.  A small scale development amendment is defined by section 
163.3187(1)(c), F.S., as a proposed amendment involving a use of 10 acres or less and



STORAGE NAME: h0139z.ca
DATE: May 15, 2000
PAGE 5

where the cumulative acreage proposed for small scale amendments within a year must not
exceed: a) 120 acres in a local government that contains areas designated in its
comprehensive plan for urban infill, urban redevelopment or downtown revitalization,
transportation concurrency exception areas, or regional activity centers and urban central
business districts approved pursuant to s. 380.06(2)(e), F.S.;  b) 80 acres in a local
government that does not include the designated areas described in (a); and c) 120 acres
in consolidated Jacksonville/Duval County.

In addition to the above acreage limitations, amendments involving a residential land use
must have a density of 10 units per acre or less unless located in an urban infill and
redevelopment area.

The major advantage of a small scale amendment is that the adoption of the amendment by
the local government only requires one public hearing before the governing board, and
does not require compliance review by the department. The public notice procedure for
local governments is also more streamlined so that the notice required by a local
government for small scale amendments is that of a general newspaper notice of the
meeting and notice by mail to each real property owner whose land would be redesignated
by the proposed amendment.

While the department does not review or issue a notice of intent regarding the proposed
amendment, small-scale amendments can be challenged by affected persons. Any affected
person may file a petition for administrative hearing to challenge the compliance of the
small scale development amendment with the act, within 30 days of the local government’s
adoption of the amendment. The administrative hearing must be held not less than 30 nor
more than 60 days following the filing of the petition and the assignment of the
administrative law judge. The parties to the proceeding are the petitioner, the local
government and any intervenor. 

The local government’s determination that the small scale development agreement is in
compliance is presumed to be correct and will be sustained unless, by a preponderance of
the evidence, the petitioner shows that the amendment is not in compliance with the act. 
Small scale amendments do not become effective until 31 days after adoption by a local
government. If a small-scale amendment is challenged following the procedure described
above, the amendments do not become effective until a final order is issued finding the
amendment in compliance with the act.

Developments of Regional Impact

Chapter 380, F.S., includes the Development of Regional Impact (DRI) program, enacted
as part of the Florida Environmental Land and Water Management Act of 1972. The DRI
Program is a vehicle that provides state and regional review of local land use decisions
regarding large developments that, because of their character, magnitude, or location,
would have a substantial effect on the health, safety, or welfare of the citizens of more than
one county.  For those land uses that are subject to review, numerical thresholds are
identified in s. 380.0651, F.S., and Rule 28-24, F.A.C.

Under s. 380.06(19), F.S., any proposed change to a previously approved DRI which
creates a substantial likelihood of additional regional impact, or any type of regional impact
constitutes a “substantial deviation” which requires further DRI review and requires a new
or amended local development order. The statute sets out criteria for determining when
certain changes are to be considered substantial deviations without need for a hearing, and
provides that all such changes are considered cumulatively.
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Florida Quality Developments (FQD) program
The Florida Quality Developments (FQD) program, as contained in s. 380.061, F.S., was
created to encourage development which has been thoughtfully planned to take into
consideration protection of Florida's natural amenities, the cost to local government of
providing services to a growing community and the high quality of life Floridians desire. 
The FQD process is intended to provide, through a cooperative and coordinated effort,  the
developer an expeditious and timely review by all agencies with jurisdiction over the project
of his or her proposed development.

Regional Planning Councils

The State of Florida's 67 counties are divided into eleven planning regions, each of which
is represented by a Regional Planning Council (RPC).   Chapter 186, F.S., provides for the
creation of 11 regional planning councils (RPCs) and for the adoption of strategic regional
policy plans by the RPCs.  The Strategic Regional Policy Plan, as required by Section
186.507, Florida Statutes, is a long range guide for physical, economic, and social
development of a planning district through the identification of regional goals and policies. 

The SRPP must contain regional goals and policies for developing a coordinated program
of regional actions directed at resolving identified problems and needs. As specified in Rule
27E-5, F.A.C., each SRPP must address, at a minimum, the following areas: Affordable
Housing; Economic Development; Emergency Preparedness; Natural Resources of
Regional Significance; and Regional Transportation.  These strategic regional policy plans
must be consistent with the state comprehensive plan.

State Comprehensive Plan

The state comprehensive plan, chapter 187, F.S., was enacted in 1985, to provide long-
range guidance for the orderly, social, economic, and physical growth of the state. The plan
includes twenty-six goals covering subjects that include: for example, land use; urban and
downtown revitalization; public facilities; transportation; water resources; and natural
systems and recreational lands. By October 1st of each odd-numbered year, the
Governor’s Office is required to prepare any proposed revisions to the state comprehensive
plan deemed necessary and present proposed revisions to the Administration Commission.
The Administration Commission is then required to review such recommendations and
forward to the Legislature any proposed amendments approved by the Commission. 

Chapter 98-176, Laws of Florida, required the Governor to appoint a committee to review
the comprehensive plan and advise him on changes that were appropriate to include in the
biannual review scheduled to occur in 1999. To date, this committee has not been
appointed or convened by the Governor.

C. EFFECT OF PROPOSED CHANGES:

HB 139 provides, with respect to any changes made to any state or local comprehensive
plan after July 1, 2000, that all 67 counties must have in place a comprehensive plan for
growth management.  The bill provides, with respect to any changes made to any state or
local comprehensive plans after July 1, 2000, that any future modifications to the plans
must be made by the county rather than the Department of Community Affairs.

The bill provides that it is the intent of the Legislature that there be a systematic review of
the developments-of-regional-impact (DRI) process and the Florida Quality Developments
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(FQD) program process in order to greatly simplify and streamline the processes and
address the current threshold issues that govern the processes.

D. SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS:

Section 1:  Adds subsection 186.008(7), F.S., providing legislative intent that all 67
counties must have in place a comprehensive plan for growth management, and that any
modifications of the state comprehensive plan or a local government comprehensive plan
made after July 1, 2000, must be made by the county rather than the Department of
Community Affairs.

Section 2:  Adds paragraph 380.06(2)(f), F.S., providing legislative intent for a systematic
review of the developments-of-regional-impact process and the Florida Quality
Developments program process to greatly simplify and streamline the processes and
address the current threshold issues that govern both.

Section 3:  Renumbers and adds paragraph 380.061(1)(b), F.S., providing legislative
intent for a systematic review of the developments-of-regional-impact process and the
Florida Quality Developments program process to greatly simplify and streamline the
processes and address the current threshold issues that govern both.

Section 4:  Provides an effective date of July 1, 2000.

III. FISCAL ANALYSIS & ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT:

A. FISCAL IMPACT ON STATE GOVERNMENT:

1. Revenues:

N/A

2. Expenditures:

With the department no longer reviewing comprehensive plan amendments, staffing
expenditures for the department should decrease.

B. FISCAL IMPACT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENTS:

1. Revenues:

N/A

2. Expenditures:

With counties being required to review its comprehensive plan amendments, there may
be a need to increase county employees.

C. DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACT ON PRIVATE SECTOR:

The development community may be positively impacted by this bill since having
comprehensive plan amendments reviewed by the county may decrease the time it takes to
have amendments approved, thus saving the development community not only time, but
money.
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D. FISCAL COMMENTS:

N/A

IV. CONSEQUENCES OF ARTICLE VII, SECTION 18 OF THE FLORIDA CONSTITUTION:

A. APPLICABILITY OF THE MANDATES PROVISION:

The bill does not require counties or municipalities to spend funds or to take an action
requiring the expenditure of funds.

B. REDUCTION OF REVENUE RAISING AUTHORITY:

The bill does not reduce the authority that counties or municipalities have to raise the
revenue in the aggregate.

C. REDUCTION OF STATE TAX SHARED WITH COUNTIES AND MUNICIPALITIES:

The bill does not reduce the tax authority that counties or municipalities have to raise
revenue in the aggregate.

V. COMMENTS:

A. CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES:

N/A

B. RULE-MAKING AUTHORITY:

N/A

C. OTHER COMMENTS:

The bill as it currently reads is not drafted properly.  Under current statutes, the revision of
the state comprehensive plan is a continuing process.  On or before October 1 of every
odd-numbered year, the EOG prepares and recommends to the Administration Commission
(the Governor and Cabinet sitting as the Administration Commission), any proposed
revisions to the state comprehensive plan.

Each section of the plan is required to be reviewed and analyzed biennially by the EOG in
conjunction with the planning offices of other state agencies significantly affected by the
provisions of the particular section under review. 

On or before December 15 of every odd-numbered year, the Administration Commission
must review the proposed revisions to the state comprehensive plan, adopt a resolution,
and after public notice and a reasonable opportunity for public comment, transmit the
proposed revisions to the state comprehensive plan to the Legislature, along with any
amendments approved by the Commission and any dissenting reports.  The Legislature
adopts revisions to the comprehensive plan.

The Department of Community Affairs recently administered a statewide survey regarding
growth management in the state.  There were 3,700 responses to the DCA Growth
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Management Survey.  The survey results are available at www.dca.state.fl.us.  In addition,
the department has recently finished holding regional growth forums throughout the state. 
The citizen comments from these forums will be available on the department’s webpage in
the near future.

VI. AMENDMENTS OR COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE CHANGES:

At a March 21, 2000 workshop held by the Committee on Community Affairs, Representative
Albright offered a strike-everything amendment for discussion purposes.  The substantive
amendment provided for the following:

C Intent language directing DCA to provide technical planning assistance to local
governments in the preparation of comprehensive plans, plan amendments, and
evaluation and appraisal reports (EARs).  (section 2)

C Defines “reviewing land planning agency” to mean the local reviewing council or DCA
as designated by the local government in its Notice of Election of Review filed with both
agencies.  In addition, the definition designates that for purposes of the local
government’s initial comprehensive plan, DCA is the reviewing land planning agency. 
(section 3)

C Allows local governments to “opt” out of having DCA review its comprehensive plan
amendments.  Rather, the local government’s comprehensive plan amendments may
be reviewed by its local reviewing council.  In addition, DCA still reviews initial
comprehensive plans. Currently, DCA reviews all comprehensive plans and plan
amendments.  (section 11)

C Local governments, counties and municipalities, must make a bi-annual election,
by December 1 of each even-numbered year, for review of its comprehensive plan
amendments by either DCA or its local reviewing council.  This Notice of Election of
Review must be submitted by certified mail, return receipt requested, to both DCA
and its local reviewing council.

C Provides that failure by a local government to properly elect DCA or local reviewing
council results in a default selection of DCA.  If a default selection occurs, it means
that a local government’s comprehensive plan amendments will be reviewed by
DCA for the next two years.

C Revises references to “state land planning agency” to “reviewing land planning
agency”.  This change was necessary due to the “opt” out provision and can be
seen throughout the amendment.

C Provides for the creation, membership, and duties of a local reviewing council in
each county.  A local reviewing council is created in each of the counties for the
purpose of reviewing comprehensive plan amendments, if a local government so
elects.  (section 6) 

C The council consists of members from the county and municipalities.  The county
appoints a representative to the council.  In addition, the county appoints an
additional representative for each of the municipality representatives on the
council.  Municipality appointments vary depending on the number of municipalities
within the county.  For counties with 12 or fewer municipalities, each municipality
appoints a member to the council.  For counties with 13 or more municipalities, 12
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representatives are appointed on an annual rotational basis that assures adequate
representation.  The county must establish the rotation schedule no later than
September 1, 2000.  Finally, the Governor appoints a representative, subject to
Senate confirmation, who lives in the county.  In addition to the above voting
members, there are non-voting members that the Governor appoints.  Those
members are representatives from DOT, DEP, OTTED, and the appropriate water
management district.  The Governor also has the discretion to appoint nonvoting
members representing MPO and regional water supply authorities.  A majority of
the council members must be elected officials.  Council members’ terms are for one
year and begin December 1 of each year.

C The local reviewing council is also granted powers and duties.  

C Requires the establishment of school concurrency by July 1, 2001.  Failure to establish
school concurrency results in a building moratorium in that district.  The concurrence
requirement is a growth management tool designed to accommodate development by
ensuring that adequate facilities are available as growth occurs. The “cornerstone” of
the concurrency requirement is the concept that development should be coordinated
with capital improvements planning to ensure that the necessary public facilities are
available with, or within a reasonable time of, the impacts of new development.
Presently, school concurrency is optional.  (section 9)

C Revises the definition of small scale amendment by increasing the threshold of a small
scale amendment from 10 acres or fewer to 99 acres or fewer and removing the
cumulative effect threshold.  Currently, DCA does not review small scale amendments
to the comprehensive plan.  A small scale amendment is a proposed amendment that
involves a use of 10 acres or less.  In addition to meeting the acreage requirement,
there is a cumulative annual effect restriction.  The cumulative annual effect for all
small scale amendments can not exceed certain maximum acreage.  This amendment
increases the total acreage allowed and removes the cumulative annual effect
restriction.  (section 12) 

C Revises provisions relating to standing to enforce local comprehensive plans through
development orders, including the elimination of the duplicative de novo review for
challenges and encouraging front-end participation by affected parties.  (section 14)

C Allows for only one full evidentiary hearing on a development order.  If a local
government provides notice and a point of entry into a quasi-judicial hearing, that
hearing must take place as required before the local government or its designee. 
In addition, the circuit court hearing will be by certioria which means that the
hearing is on the record that was made before the local government.  This
amendment is needed because the current law allows third party challengers to
receive a quasi-judicial hearing before local government and they are not limited in
seeking another evidentiary hearing in circuit court.  In effect, third party
challengers are able to have two evidentiary hearings, whereas developers are
only entitled to one hearing.

C Requires that, if a petition for review is filed, the local government and the applicant
must be named and receive notice.

C Does away with a requirement for a verified complaint because it is time
consuming, expensive and has turned out to be more of a bother than it is worth. 
In its place, the language instead provides that, upon filing of a petition for judicial
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review, the case is stayed for 30 days so that the dispute can be subject to
mandatory mediation.  The parties must notify the court of selection of an agreed
upon mediator within 10 days and the parties bear equally all costs of mediation. 
Time frames may be extended only if parties agree in writing.  This forces the
parties to discuss the dispute before tying up judicial and local government
resources.

C Revises requirements and procedures relating to sector plans due, in part, to the
elimination of developments of regional impact.  Sector plans are a demonstration
project for acres of 5,000 or more acres, which emphasize innovative and flexible
planning and development strategies.  Currently, the statute allows for five projects.
Sector plans, once approved, are adopted as amendments to the local comprehensive
plan (section 21)

C Combines the required conceptual long-term build out overlay, which typically
encompasses an area of 5,000 acres, and a specific area plan, which typically
encompasses an area of 1,000 acres or less, into one planning document.

C Eliminates the mandatory initial RPC scoping meeting.  This change does not
preclude the RPC from participating in the sector planning process, as the RPC still
reviews the plan when the plan is submitted as an amendment to the
comprehensive plan.

C Substitute a plan-based process for sector plans rather than DRI review.  Currently,
when sector plans are reviewed, DRI standards and criteria are used.  Since this is
a pilot program to study a plan-based alternative to DRI review, using DRI
standards defeats the purpose of the program.  Rather than relying on DRI
standards, this amendment provides that the sector plan should identify regional
transportation facilities and regional natural resources consistent with the strategic
regional policy.  In addition, established planning decisions by state, regional, and
local governments are relied on during review of the sector plan.  Finally, local
comprehensive plans and intergovernmental coordination measures should be
relied on to address mitigation for impacts to all facilities and resources, rather than
addressing mitigation pursuant to DRI rules.

C Remove DCA’s authority to enforce a sector plan through its DRI powers. 
Currently the statute authorizes DCA to use its DRI enforcement powers to enforce
a sector plan.  Since sector plans are supposed to be an alternative to DRIs, this
makes sector planning a reincarnation of the DRI program.  This amendment
provides that DCA should rely on the existing mechanisms for enforcement of local
plans to enforce sector plans.

C Eliminates developments of regional impacts process and related provisions, including
substantial deviations and the Florida Quality Developments program.  Developments
of regional impact (DRIs) refers to a development which, because of its character,
magnitude, or location, would have a substantial effect upon the health, safety, and
welfare of citizens of more than one county.  Under current law, there are numerical
criteria and guidelines which determine whether a development is a DRI. Some
developments which may be determined to be a DRI, are marinas, airports, hospital,
and office developments.  If a development is classified as a DRI, the development not
only has to go through the DRI process review, but if there are changes to a local
comprehensive plan, a development also has to go through the local comprehensive
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plan amendment review process.  In addition, if a development needs to change its
original development and if the proposed change meets a specified numerical
standard, then the change is considered to be a substantial deviation, and must be
reviewed.  This amendment eliminates developments of regional impact review. 
(section 22)

C Revises and removes references and provisions relating to developments of regional
impacts (throughout amendment)
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