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Dear Board Members:

The meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Storey Park Community Development District will
be held Tuesday, September 1, 2026 at 4:00 PM at the Offices of GMS-CF, 219 E. Livingston
Street, Orlando, Florida. Following is the advance agenda for the meeting:
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Roll Call
Public Comment Period
Approval of Minutes of the August 4, 2026 Meeting
Consideration of Proposal from Pape-Dawson for Theme Alley & Prologue Avenue
Intersection
Staff Reports
A. Attorney
B. Engineer
C. District Manager’s Report
i. Approval of Check Register
ii. Balance Sheet and Income Statement
D. Field Manager’s Report
Public Comment Period
Supervisor’s Requests
Other Business
Next Meeting Date - October 6, 2026

0. Adjournment

The balance of the agenda will be discussed at the meeting. In the meantime, if you should have
any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

S

Jason M. Showe
District Manager

CC:

Jan Carpenter, District Counsel
Christina Baxter, District Engineer

Enclosures
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MINUTES OF MEETING
STOREY PARK
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
The regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of the Storey Park Community

Development District was held on Tuesday, August 4, 2026 at 4:00 p.m. at the Offices of GMS-
CF, 219 E. Livingston Street, Orlando, Florida.

Present and constituting a quorum were:

Willem Boermans Chairman
Matthew Antolovich Vice Chairman
Travis Smith Assistant Secretary
Ricardo Garcia (via phone) Assistant Secretary
David Grimm Assistant Secretary

Also present were:

Jason Showe District Manager
Jan Carpenter District Counsel
Robert Petillo District Counsel
Christina Baxter District Engineer
Alan Scheerer Field Manager
FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS Roll Call

Mr. Showe called the meeting to order and called the roll. A quorum was present.

SECOND ORDER OF BUSINESS Public Comment Period
Mr. Showe: Next is the public comment period. We will note that we only have members

of the Board and staff present.

THIRD ORDER OF BUSINESS Approval of Minutes of the July 7, 2026
Meeting
Mr. Showe: The next item is approval of minutes of the July 7, 2026 meeting. Those

minutes were included as part of your agenda package. We can take any corrections or changes

at this time or a motion to approve.

On MOTION by Mr. Boermans seconded by Mr. Smith with all in
favor the Minutes of the July 7, 2026 Meeting were approved, as
amended.
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FOURTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Public Hearing
Mr. Showe: Next is our public hearing on the budget. We would look for a motion from

the Board to open the public hearing.

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Grimm with all
in favor the public hearing to Adopt the Fiscal Year 2027 Budget
and Impose Special Assessments and Certify an Assessment Roll
was, opened.

A. Consideration of Resolution 2026-06 Adopting the Fiscal Year 2027 Budget
and Relating to the Annual Appropriations
Mr. Showe: The first item is Resolution 2026-06, which adopts your Fiscal Year 2027

budget. I will note that there are several blanks in the appropriation section, which we will fill in,
once the budget is actually adopted. We do that just in case there are any slight changes. We'll
note for the record, we did not increase any assessments on the General Fund side. It's pretty
much what you've seen for your Proposed Budget. The admin side is very close to what we were
currently. The field side is actually very close too, as well. We've just included some inflationary
increases for potential in both the utilities, as well as contracts, but there is no assessment
increase proposed within the budget. In your budget, starting on Page 5, we provide a line-item
detail. We try to describe all of those account lines and where we have contracts or where we can
spell those out. We try to spell those out, so they're a little more transparent for you and your
residents, as to where those numbers come from. Behind that, on Page 12, you'll note that we
have the Capital Reserve Fund. We expect that at the end of Fiscal Year 2027, with just some
minimal expenses, we will have about $500,000 in the Capital Reserve Fund. Then the
remaining items are just the debt service. The Board doesn't have any flexibility on the debt
service side, since those bonds are already issued. So, with that, again, we'll note for our
recording, this is a public hearing and there are no members of the public to make any
comments. So, we'll return it to the Board for any questions or a motion to approve the budget.

Mr. Smith: Just one. Just remind me, because I'm looking at the Proposed Budget for
2027, that line for the Cost Share Agreement, what does that cover?

Mr. Showe: That's the cost share with the apartment complex. They pay a portion every
year to cover the road.

Mr. Smith: Okay.
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Mr. Showe: We have a note on our calendar once a year, to go ahead and send that
invoice out to them for them to pay, in accordance with the agreement that the Board approved.

Mr. Grimm: What page is that?

Mr. Showe: It's on Page 1 under the revenues.

Mr. Smith: I’m just trying to see what that was for, because it wasn't there in other years.

Mr. Showe: Yeah. It didn't take effect until they were actually built and operating. We
found out that they received their CO. So, we'll start working through that shortly.

Mr. Antolovich: When does that Cost Share Agreement end?

Mr. Showe: I'll have to look. I think it goes for a while.

Mr. Antolovich: A while is a good enough answer.

Mr. Showe: Well, it's not short term, but let me check.

Ms. Carpenter: It was negotiated four or five or six years ago, when they first bought the
property. There were some concerns about the noise from the road.

Mr. Grimm: That's just the internal road. Right? Not Dowden Road.

Mr. Scheerer: Biography is the road. Right?

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: We signed that agreement in 2023.

Ms. Carpenter: It wasn’t that long ago.

Mr. Showe: The parties agree that this agreement may not be terminated for the first five
years. That's if they don't construct. If they have not obtained a building permit within five years,
it will invalidate. So, there's not really a termination on it. It's continual.

Mr. Antolovich: Okay.

Mr. Showe: Yeah, it's $15,000 per year, plus a 3% annual increase up to $20,000. Then it
just continues. There are provisions for it to carry on if they change ownership.

Mr. Antolovich: So, if it has a 3% increase per year, shouldn't the Cost Sharing
Agreement be more than $15,000?

Mr. Showe: Well, this is the first year. They've just started. We wanted to enter into it
before they even started construction. So, now that they're done and they're ready to operate, we
expect to have it this year, the first payment on that.

Mr. Antolovich: Will it cap at $20,000?

Mr. Showe: Yeah, $20,000.
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Mr. Smith: Then one other question. I know that the HOA is considering a new landscape
company. When is ours up?

Mr. Scheerer: Next year.

Mr. Showe: Yeah, I believe it goes through the end of 2027.

Mr. Scheerer: Next year.

Mr. Showe: But you have termination provisions at any time, so it can be bid out.

Mr. Grimm: That will be discussed under Supervisor's Requests.

Mr. Antolovich: The last time, I was asking about the improvements to the dog park and
fitting those into the budget.

Mr. Boermans: It's in there.

Mr. Antolovich: Because we have $7,500 in there for dog park maintenance.

Mr. Boermans: $12,000, if you look on Page 12.

Mr. Scheerer: That's for a water fountain at the one on Introduction Way. But we also
provided numbers for outdoor doggy equipment and shade structures, which would come out of
your Capital Reserve Fund.

Mr. Antolovich: Okay.

Mr. Showe: We put a placeholder in there for now, based on the things that the Board had
talked about wanting to do. But certainly, that would be a spot where you could accommodate
much more projects. We just didn't really know what else to put in there, based on Board
discussions.

Mr. Scheerer: We had three dog park improvements and that outdoor fitness center that's
off of History Avenue, that has the rubber matting. That was going to get re-poured.

Mr. Showe: Are there any other questions or comments on the budget? Then just as a
reminder, this doesn't lock you into any of these expenses in any account lines. You have the
ability to move things around throughout the year. It's more just a financial plan. So, if there are

no other questions, we would look for a motion of the Board to approve.

On MOTION by Mr. Boermans seconded by Mr. Antolovich with
all in favor Resolution 2026-06 Adopting the Fiscal Year 2027
Budget and Relating to the Annual Appropriations, was approved.

B. Consideration of Resolution 2026-07 Imposing Special Assessments and
Certifying an Assessment Roll
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Mr. Showe: The next item is really the second part of your budget process. Resolution
2026-07 actually imposes the special assessments. So, attached to this resolution will be the
adopted budget that you just approved, along with an Assessment Roll, which we provided a
sample of. That Assessment Roll is just a large Excel spreadsheet. It translates what you
approved in the budget, to what goes to the Tax Collector for each of the individual properties
within the District. Again, for our recording, we'll note that there are no members of the audience
to provide any comments, so we’ll return it to the Board for any questions or comments or a
motion to approve.

Mr. Smith: Just one question. With this adopted budget, we're keeping the amount the
same?

Mr. Showe: Correct. The assessments are the same. It will be the same as you had last
year.

Mr. Grimm: We better hope so. We just approved it.

Mr. Showe: Well, I'll let you know. If we had proposed an increase, we send out a letter
21 days in advance to every resident and we would expect that we would not be able to
accommodate meeting here.

Mr. Grimm: We're under budget right now.

Mr. Showe: Correct.

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Smith with all
in favor Resolution 2026-07 Imposing Special Assessments and
Certifying an Assessment Roll, was approved.

Mr. Showe: Then we would look for a motion to close the public hearing.

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Grimm with all
in favor the public hearing to adopt the Fiscal Year 2027 Budget
and Impose Special Assessments and Certify an Assessment Roll,

was closed.
FIFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS District Goals and Objectives
A. Adoption of Fiscal Year 2027 District Goals and Objectives
B. Presentation of Fiscal Year 2026 Goals and Objectives and Authorization to

Chairman to Execute Final Form
Mr. Showe: The next section is just one of our annual obligations. A couple of years ago,

the Florida legislator made us go through a rulemaking process. So, we prepared the same rules
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as you had for the prior year. We call them kind of minimal compliance rules. They're things
you're going to achieve anyway. All they really do, is get posted on your website, in accordance
with the rule that was passed. So, what we would like to do, if the Board is amenable, is to have
a motion to adopt the Fiscal Year 2027 goals and then once Fiscal Year 2026 is over, we would
have the Chair execute the 2026 goals for posting on the website.

Ms. Carpenter: The goals are generally the statutory obligations for noticing meetings.

Mr. Showe: Correct.

Mr. Grimm: We haven't fallen short on any?

Mr. Showe: No. We've kind of designed these to be things that almost all of our Districts

meet, on a pretty regular basis.

On MOTION by Mr. Grimm seconded by Mr. Boermans with all
in favor adoption of the Fiscal Year 2027 Goals and Objectives,
posting on the District’s website and authorization for the Chair to
execute the 2026 Goals and Objectives, was approved.

SIXTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of Renewal Agreement
with Applied Aquatic Management, Inc.
Mr. Showe: The other item that we wanted to include, and this is already included in your

budget, but we want to go ahead and get the Applied Aquatics Agreement approved for next
fiscal year. Certainly, we'll have Counsel draft up the front-end document that goes with that.
But Alan can attest to the level of service.

Mr. Scheerer: There are 17 ponds in the community. They come out monthly to treat for
any invasive nuisance and exotic weeds along the shoreline. Any retreats, they typically can do
at no cost within 14 days. They have to wait based on the EPA guidelines for whatever product
they are using and then they can retreat. I've really not seen but maybe some sporadic algae and a
little bit of torpedo, but that's happening in pretty much in all my communities right now. They're
doing a good job. It's budgeted for next year as well.

Mr. Grimm: Could I make a request to Applied Aquatic, that maybe if this is something
feasible, just based upon questions or requests from residents regarding fountains and implying
that the lack of a fountain causes insect issues, mosquitoes, all things that might be insinuated
that a lack of fountains would cause, could you have them maybe write something up?

Mr. Scheerer: They don't do fountains per se.

Mr. Grimm: Moreso the fact that not having one is causing turbidity.
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Ms. Carpenter: This is a question that we get in all our CDDs. As you were saying, the
cost of fountains is prohibitive and there doesn't seem to be a good reason.

Mr. Scheerer: You have to remember; the fountain is only controlling the water within
the radius of the fountain. What typically people will do, if they really think they have a problem,
is place aerators around the entire fountain, because you're trying to move a large body of water.
These are more decorative than they are anything else. As we talked about earlier, they're very
expensive initially. The ongoing monthly electrical bill for these, are typically $500 a month and
that doesn't include maintenance.

Mr. Antolovich: I think to David’s point was more, we've had some residents express
concerns.

Mr. Scheerer: I'll get you something.

Mr. Antolovich: So, we have something from a third party.

Mr. Scheerer: Of course.

Mr. Antolovich: That we could send out for educational purposes.

Mr. Scheerer: I would be happy to do that.

Mr. Smith: Yeah and if can we get an estimate for doing a fountain.

Mr. Showe: Alan has numbers that he can throw at you.

Mr. Scheerer: I can give you a number.

Mr. Smith: Yeah, just so we have a cost.

Mr. Grimm: There was one in Random Park in the back. There were some quotes for that
one.

Mr. Scheerer: Give me one second.

Mr. Showe: Alan has fresh quotes. I think they are $30,000 to $40,000.

Ms. Carpenter: We just installed one in another District in Osceola County and it was
about $30,000. In addition, I think the District spent another $12,000 so far in the first four
months with repairs and miscellaneous items.

Mr. Scheerer: So, I have one that was going to be considered for another Board meeting
in two more weeks. It is a seven and a half horsepower fountain, as we discussed. The quote was
provided by Lake Fountain and Aeration. That quote, based on location to pull power, was
$32,255.50. Now, mind you, that's with no power. So, you have to go find a transformer

somewhere. There are all kinds of things that factor into that. We try to go through stormwater
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easements, which the District typically owns, but sometimes we have to go between somebody's
yard to get through it. So, there are some legal documents that need to be agreed to, to allow us
to run that circuit through their yard. But for the most part, we try to stay within the stormwater
easement. This one, like I said, was $32,000. This is going to be talked about in two weeks.

Mr. Grimm: These are all retention ponds that are connected in some way, shape or form.
Right?

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: So, the water does move.

Mr. Showe: Oh, it moves throughout the system. Absolutely.

Mr. Grimm: Yeah, so to say the water is stagnant, is not necessarily an accurate
statement. Wouldn't that be correct?

Mr. Scheerer: Well unless you're getting rainfall and stuff, the water is typically just
going to level.

Mr. Showe: It levels out.

Mr. Scheerer: I'll let the Engineer speak to that.

Ms. Baxter: So, every time it rains, the water collects in your inlets, your pipe system
flows into the pond, it elevates and then it discharges through the control structure. There is a
small orifice pipe that's usually below the water surface. It's wet. That allows basically a slow
recovery of the water level, so there is water moving, as long as it's been raining. Then there's a
larger outflow when stages get high, where more water will go out. But really only in the dry
season, is there nothing flowing out of the pond. Typically, in your wet season, with each rain
event, you have water in and water out.

Mr. Smith: So again, just my rough estimate, if I take $35,000, we have 17 of these
ponds. Before power and aeration, we're talking about $600,000 or more. So, I just want to be on
the record, that our treatments are already handling the bugs.

Mr. Showe: Well, they are not handling the bugs.

Mr. Scheerer: It is for aquatic weed control.

Mr. Smith: Okay.

Mr. Scheerer: Typically, what Boards will consider and I'm not saying you shouldn't
consider one, is they will find a pond that everybody benefits from its view. Like where they did

the fireworks this last year. That's a nice corner pond. That's something to consider for the future.
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But typically, our Boards that I've dealt with, don't like to do them where it only benefits those
that surround the fountain.

Mr. Boermans: I concur.

Mr. Scheerer: It's a benefit for the whole community.

Mr. Antolovich: I think Bristol helps us out with that.

Mr. Boermans: That's a nice fountain, right in front of the apartments.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Antolovich: Are there additional things like mosquito control that normally gets done
that we should be doing? I don't know anything about retention ponds.

Mr. Showe: Most of our Districts don't do specific mosquito control. We have some that
do.

Mr. Scheerer: Midge control.

Mr. Showe: It is for midge control. Typically, your county or city will provide a service
where they go around and they will spray.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: We typically can do midge control. Again, the effectiveness of that, is kind
of up to your standards. They say kind of everything you do for that is about 25% effective and
they have about four different solutions. So, you kind of have to do all of them, if you want a
significant reduction.

Mr. Scheerer: I have numbers on that too, if you want to know what those are.

Mr. Showe: But we can certainly get you some numbers.

Mr. Smith: Yeah, I would just say just bring back a number. Just so we have it on record.

Mr. Scheerer: Is that for all ponds or just a specific pond?

Mr. Smith: If you have to do them all.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah, the midges tend to be in certain ponds, at least in my experience.
There are certain ponds where it gets bad and it gets up on everybody's screen porches and all. It
is usually not for all of the ponds.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah. And it's typically cyclical, too. They're not here 24/7, 365 days a
year. They are only here three weeks maybe out of the year and then they die off and a few
months later they show back up again. But if you want some average numbers, I'll be happy to

get some. I have a company that we use. I'd probably hate to have her provide numbers for 17
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ponds, knowing that we just should probably get an average of maybe a couple of the biggest
ponds.

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Smith: Yeah.

Mr. Scheerer: 1 know the K1 pond or maybe a couple of the bigger ones that are
surrounded by homes, would be good ones to start with, I think.

Mr. Antolovich: That way, at least when homeowners are coming with questions about it,
we can be like, “Yeah, ” It is just more for them.

Ms. Carpenter: Just as background, the County handles mosquito control.

Mr. Showe: Correct.

Ms. Carpenter: That's a specialized power that we would have to get, if we were going to
do that. So, tell people to call the county.

Mr. Boermans: Sometimes at night they go through with their little sprayer.

Mr. Scheerer: Yes, absolutely.

Ms. Carpenter: But if enough people call, they might come out.

Mr. Boermans: Yeah, that's a good one. Thank you.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, I was trying to see if by chance, I requested that in the past, but I
guess not. It never came up.

Ms. Carpenter: They can only do so many times a year, but they can do more if there are
enough requests.

Mr. Scheerer: I’ll get that information.

Mr. Antolovich: We can have a water fountain show like the Bellagio. Is that out of the
question?

Mr. Scheerer: That's up to you.

Mr. Showe: You guys can have everything you want.

Mr. Scheerer: You can have the Bellagio if you want.

Mr. Showe: Raise assessments for it.

Mr. Scheerer: You’re going to need to do an assessment increase next year.

Mr. Showe: Is there a motion to approve the Applied Aquatics Agreement?

10
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On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Boermans with
all in favor the Renewal Agreement with Applied Aquatic
Management, Inc., was approved.

SEVENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of Agreement with Grau &
Associates to Provide Auditing Services

for Fiscal Year 2026
Mr. Showe: The other thing that we added, just to go ahead and get them going when the

fiscal year is over, is the Audit Agreement for Fiscal Year 2026. This is in accordance with the
bid that Grau & Associates did several years ago. It's already included as part of your budget. So,

we would just look for a motion of the Board to approve that Auditing Agreement.

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Boermans with
all in favor the Agreement with Grau & Associates to Provide
Auditing Services for Fiscal Year 2026, was approved.

FIFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Staff Reports
A. Attorney
Mr. Showe: With that, we'll go to Staff Reports and we'll start with Counsel.

Mr. Petillo: We had no updates this week for you guys, but if you have any questions, let

us know.

B. Engineer
Mr. Showe: We can go to the Engineer’s Report. We have Ms. Christina Baxter here. We

also handed you out a memo that I received from Cameron yesterday. So, that's there too, with
some options on the walkway. We have Christina here.

Ms. Baxter: I’'m happy to answer any questions. We did look at some options regarding
the trail near Pond K1 and some high-level cost order magnitude for you to consider, in terms of
the discussions there. Then I believe Cameron was working on providing a markup to address the
ponding on Theology Way, I believe. There is some pavement and ponding on Theology Way.

Mr. Scheerer: It was on Prologue Avenue. I looked at that yesterday. It needs some help.

Ms. Baxter: I'm happy to answer any questions that you may have.

Mr. Grimm: So, I would assume you're privy to the conversation that has taken place
about the K1 pond issues.

Ms. Baxter: Yes. Cameron brought me up to speed. I've been aware of the conversations.

11
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Mr. Grimm: Then the conversation that was had last week on the phone. He was on the
phone and then we had a conversation here at our last Board meeting. I'm just trying to
understand. I'll go ahead and start talking, because I was the one that brought it up. I'm over in
Phase K, so I understand what's going on when it rains and how it's a little frustrating. It doesn't
really make sense that something that was working as designed, but is not designed in a way that
works, if that makes sense. So, after asking some questions like whether your Engineering firm
was the firm that was in charge or was the one that was approving the original design. I assume
that when Lennar was developing, which would have been probably, I would imagine, if not a
majority or a 5-0 Board, all represented by Lennar, it could have been a 3 to 2 majority with
Lennar and getting that approved. It's just a frustrating situation, I guess you could say, because
one would hope that something is designed and engineered, created, finalized and approved, as
designed. But when you see the design, it's not working and then you find out the person that
said it was created as designed, were the same Engineers that are now supposed to be
representing the residents of the Storey Park CDD. It is just almost like it's like a big conflict of
interest, because you have on one end, somebody that approved the design before the residents
took over the CDD and then you had the same company saying it is working as designed, but
now you're representing the residents of the CDD. Then you get three quotes, actually now just
two, where one is $95,000 and another one is $180,000, which to me don't seem cost effective.
There is a minimal cost benefit to the residents of the CDD and almost like, “Well, I guess you
guys are just gonna have to deal with it, because even though it is working as designed, it's a
poor design.” So, I guess if y'all can maybe shed some light on the whole process from start to
finish, for the benefit of the Board to understand. Then maybe that gives us an idea of what
direction to take.

Mr. Antolovich: To piggyback on that real quick, it's working as designed. Who designed
it? Because the design was bad.

Ms. Carpenter: So, I'll just give you background in general on how it all works. There's
an Engineering Report that gives basic improvements that the District is going to finance and
acquire. Lennar developed it. So, Lennar, through one of their Engineers or landscape designers,
designed that. It got permitted through the city and whoever else is doing the permitting for it.
Then once it's completed and once the bonds are issued, then a package comes and the District

Engineer reviews it, to make sure that the design that the city approved was properly done and

12
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everything is in good shape to acquire. Then the Board agrees to accept it. That's the process that
we go through. We run into this as developments age, quite often.

Mr. Grimm: It's not aged. It's the newest part of our community. That area is less than
three years old. It actually might be less than two.

Ms. Carpenter: What we run into often, is if the city approves this as part of landscape
design or part of the improvement design, then you get into an argument of whether it is a design
or permitting flaw?

Mr. Grimm: Well, we were told last week or last month, excuse me, that the Engineers
approved the original design. Your firm.

Ms. Baxter: Sure, yeah. I'm happy to answer. There's a lot in that statement, so I'll try to
do my best to kind of step through that for you. So, yes, my firm was responsible for the design,
engineering, and permitting. We were under contract with Lennar Homes and we progressed
through that process with Lennar. The design decisions and some of the why and how and
amenities in that phase, were part of the evolution of design and some decisions made together
between our firm and Lennar, in terms of where that trail goes, the elevations it's placed at and
the overall function of some of the stormwater components with the wetland, the pond and where
that trail sits. So, that's kind of originally how that transpired. Yes, we also represent the CDD.
You've hired us as your CDD Engineer. Yes, the design Engineer permitted the project and we
function as your CDD Engineer. We do our best to wear both hats.

Mr. Grimm: Are you saying at that time that you were representing both?

Ms. Baxter: We have from the beginning. Lennar hired us as the design Engineer and
functioning as the CDD Engineer. It's fairly common for that role to be served by the same firm.
There are some advantages to it, because we're aware of the projects, the history, the construction
and also, we come in with a knowledge base as the CDD Engineer, because we've been involved
since the beginning. Yes, I can see your concern in terms of CDD versus design. We do our best
to answer questions from an engineering standpoint and rely on our code standards and
experience in that realm. But I do hear your concern.

Mr. Antolovich: What Cameron was saying was that it's designed to overflow the
wetlands. Designed to overflow across the trail and drain into the pond. Right? Pond K1.

Ms. Baxter: That is correct. I can shed a little bit of light on that.

13



August 4, 2026 Storey Park CDD

Mr. Antolovich: That sounds good. I think the issue comes down to, it doesn't overflow
and drain. It overflows and sits.

Ms. Baxter: Yes.

Mr. Grimm: It rises and sits.

Mr. Antolovich: Is that a design issue? It seems like it's supposed to overflow into the
pond. It doesn't. In fact, the root cause of that is it's a poor design.

Mr. Grimm: Why would you acknowledge that it's a design issue, when you were the
ones that designed it? Why would you say, “Oh yeah, it's our fault, we designed it wrong,” if it's
working as designed?

Ms. Baxter: Well, so let me maybe phrase that differently. I was not at the meeting, but I
did skim through the minutes. So, I can see where I think Cameron was trying to answer your
questions to the best of his ability.

Mr. Grimm: Absolutely.

Ms. Baxter: But sometimes when you're in a room with a lot of people asking you
questions, you sometimes tend to say things the same way trying to say them a different way. So,
the design of that system, I'll just kind of give you an overview from my perspective. I was
involved with it from the beginning. That system is designed such that when that wetland stage is
up, it is supposed to overtop the trail and the water will go into the pond. The pond is lower than
that wetland system. It basically goes from the wetland over top. Water will go into the pond and
then the water gets discharged through the control structure to the wetland to the west. Based on
review of the photos from the ponding you've got going on in the trail, it appears that through
that corridor, you do have some water trapped. Some areas are kind of sloped a little bit back this
way. Some are just low. It looks like some sod might be sitting higher than the trail. That's not
helping water to drain. As part of our city certification of completion process, we are not
required to get as-builts along those pathways, if you will. So, while a visual inspection was
probably done and walked, we don't have an as-built of the grade and the trail through there. So,
likely some of these low areas were not picked up on during that process. I think some of your
ponding is due to some of those conditions. While yes, that wetland will stage up and over top
100%, we were very well aware that was the design and the intent and that was discussed with
Lennar as the developer. During certain times of the year, yes, that will have water on it, over it

and it may be unusable for portions of the year.
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Mr. Smith: Maybe just on that point, because you mentioned that it wasn't maybe picked
up in the handover process or it didn't have an as-built, is that part of what would have been done
when we get it handed over to the CDD from Lennar or when is that usually done?

Ms. Carpenter: It’s usually done by the city when they sign off and it's completed.

Mr. Smith: Okay.

Ms. Carpenter: If the city doesn't require it, it's not done. The city gives permits without
as-builts. They base the design on what they see, but they are not measuring to see if the
contractor actually built it exactly to the specs that were designed.

Mr. Smith: I'm just trying to understand the CDD. We were relying on maybe meeting
that kind of standard or meeting the design. If it's not, do we have any recourse or is it just tough
luck you took it over? Was it caught or the city permitted it?

Ms. Carpenter: No, I understand. As I said, it seems to be coming up a lot. We have no
recourse against the city. If you say to the city that they issued a permit and said it was
completed, the city is going to say, “Yeah.”

Mr. Smith: Not necessarily the city, but Lennar.

Ms. Carpenter: To try to go after a developer, we would have to prove a construction
defect. When you start looking into construction and an actual defect, if it was designed so it
would go down, you have to prove that it was designed that way. We would have to go out and
do surveys to make sure that it was actually built as designed. Issues as you brought up with
landscaping, has the sod built up enough that it's holding more water than anyone could have
reasonably anticipated? There's a lot of other things that would go towards whether it is
contributory negligence. Kind of like you have to look at, okay, maybe they designed it wrong or
maybe they designed it perfectly and the Engineer did it right. Again, I don't know the specifics.
This is the first that I’'m hearing this. But then you have to look at the landscaping, the
contractor, the design. Maybe it was built completely right, but people were using it for
construction. People were driving along it with machines to build houses. There's a whole lot of
factors that would have to go in, to be able to say, “Yes, this was designed improperly.” Lennar
should have done it and then we have a claim of some kind.

Mr. Smith: I'm just looking.
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Ms. Carpenter: I've had this come up in a couple of Districts in the last couple years.
Trying to establish that something was designed wrong, is a tough hurdle to jump through,
unfortunately.

Mr. Smith: I'm just trying to compare the cost. Again, I'm not saying go down that route,
but the minimal option is $100,000. How much would a review or if we're going to look into
that? Again, I just want to have an order of magnitude.

Ms. Carpenter: [ don't know. We would have to look at the designs and the permits.

Mr. Grimm: So, Christy has pointed out a couple of potential issues, such as low-lying
sod and things of that nature. I would imagine lifting that sod up, backfilling in some way to
have a more unified decline into the pond, could potentially avoid those issues.

Ms. Baxter: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: Therefore, I can't imagine those would be things that would cause us to
spend $95,000, $180,000, etc. But correct me if I'm wrong, landscapers are throwing the sod
down. Right? But would the Engineers be in charge of the grading from the wetland over the hill,
grading down into that area? Just based off of memory, there's a pretty steep incline from the hill.
But it isn't necessarily straight into the pond. It's more in a southward direction. Again, I'm going
off my memory. I have to go out there and look at it, to explain what I'm trying to say. So maybe
that angle is keeping it from going straight into the pond. It's bringing it over to this direction
towards more along a parallel path than perpendicular to the path.

Ms. Baxter: Yeah. Before we really start to pick it apart, I think Cameron was trying to
give you order of magnitude numbers, so maybe up first step, would be to go through and get
some survey from along the top of bank of the pond, at a decent grid where we can truly get a
topographic survey of what was built through there. Also, the elevation of the sod versus the
pavement, so we can get a better understanding. Because looking at the picture, certain sections
might be a different issue as you move along the trail. So, we may be able to fix certain sections
with a fairly minor fix. Then in some other sections, you may not have a great net improvement
in the end. It may just be the water from the wetland. From looking at the photos out there, I do
have the opinion that you may have a varied condition along that trail, because it's a decent
couple of hundred feet where you're seeing some issues through there.

Mr. Grimm: Which then goes back to the question at the very beginning. We've been

talking about this for a good six months at least, probably since I've been on the Board, maybe
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since December and even before that. It goes back to the question, you're saying hundreds, well
maybe not hundreds, but it’s a design flaw.

Mr. Antolovich: Back to their point, is it a design fault or is it an implementation flaw?

Mr. Smith: Yeah, that's what I mean.

Mr. Antolovich: It could have been designed perfectly when they did it, but they didn't do
it according to design.

Mr. Smith: Because it was a visual inspection.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah, we've just redone some trails very similar. There have been
washouts. It turned out the kind of soil under the base wasn't done right.

Mr. Antolovich: So, this goes back to Lennar.

Ms. Carpenter: We just had to replace them in certain areas. It was washing out, because
apparently whatever was specked, it was decided to be a better choice. It's great in some places,
but in some places it's not working. But again, they weren't able to make a claim, because there
just wasn't enough information.

Mr. Boermans: That's so difficult.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah, it's really tough.

Mr. Antolovich: Cameron even noted that the existing trail is inconsistently graded,
leading to limited draining across the trail.

Mr. Grimm: Grading would be whose responsibility?

Ms. Carpenter: What would it take for you guys to do a survey?

Ms. Baxter: I can have our surveyor provide a proposal to survey at a fine enough grid,
that we can give you a little better input at least, as to at least how it was graded in the final
condition and then where that pavement sits versus the sod. I think that would be my first
recommendation to kind of making sure if you go forward with a solution, we have a better
confidence level of what fix is appropriate in what location. I would like to address the design
flaw question. There is not a code requirement to design pedestrian trails above a certain
elevation, related to either the wetland and/or the pond. This was discussed with Lennar. They
were provided different options in this area, in terms of what they wanted, as to kind of the
concern about this area being wet during the wet season. So, the design of an elevation of the
trail is not out of compliance with any code requirements. It's an amenity feature. Yes, for the

residents, you would love to walk on your path and have it high and dry all year long. However,
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it was a known element during design and permitting, that some portions of the year, it would
likely be wet.

Mr. Grimm: Jason, would that be something that was in the Sunshine or no?

Mr. Showe: I have to look through the records. I don’t know.

Mr. Grimm: My question would be, was that CDD discussion or Lennar?

Ms. Carpenter: I have no idea, but I would doubt that, because generally the developers
make their decisions on design and amenities, based on selling in their market and where they
have space and the nicest place to put a walking trail or whether there would be a slope.

Mr. Grimm: That wouldn’t be CDD property at that time?

Mr. Showe: It wouldn't have been at that time.

Mr. Smith: That's why I was asking about the exception process, if there was anything
there.

Mr. Boermans: Also in that case, let's say at that moment when the turnover is there, then
it becomes CDD property. Correct?

Ms. Carpenter: Yes.

Mr. Boermans: Okay.

Mr. Smith: So that's why I was asking at the turnover, was there anything that we could
go back to.

Mr. Antolovich: I think also on the design flaw thing, it was designed to overflow and it
doesn't. So, it was either a design flaw or Lennar chose a poor design decision.

Ms. Baxter: I hear you.

Mr. Antolovich: Or maybe the implementation was bad or it just is what Lennar wanted
and we're stuck with it. We're just trying to figure out if our residents are responsible for the
$95,000 that have to be spent or was there someone who really dropped the ball and messed it
up.

Ms. Baxter: Yeah. So, I would kind of just add to that context, sometimes during the
design process, which was not part of the CDD, this happened well before. Sometimes as we
implement requirements from the city to provide amenities that meet criteria, to provide some
trails or elements, we will add very commonly trails around these ponds. We will have what we
call a value engineering discussion about how we do it, where they sit and some of the

constraints as to when you put these in. We commonly will put them in along upland wetland
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buffers, which when wetlands stage up, it gets wet. So, this is not the first or last conversation
about a trail that's wet that I probably will ever have. Unfortunately, sometimes for the residents,
again, it's not usable for part of the year.

Mr. Antolovich: If it was designed not to be useable.

Mr. Smith: We wouldn't know that until after we have it turned over.

Mr. Antolovich: Then it was turned over as designed.

Mr. Boermans: So, if we do a survey, is there extra cost for the CDD?

Mr. Showe: There is a survey cost.

Ms. Baxter: We could just do the survey cost and then we can review that and give you a
little more context as to the elevations it's sitting at today, versus design elevations, versus if you
were to regrade that corridor, this is what we would recommend. Or if there are just certain areas
where sod is sitting six inches above on both sides, can we fix some sod for this section? It likely
will drain better than it does today. Again, we could probably come up with a hierarchy of
recommendations in different cost levels, if you will, to at least give you something a little better
to consider.

Mr. Smith: So, the first step would be to get that proposal of what that would cost us and
then we could take discuss it at the next meeting.

Ms. Baxter: Yes.

Mr. Boermans: Because now we're talking about it already for six or seven months, do
you all think we should allocate some money towards it and whenever it stays under that budget
for the survey cost, then at least perhaps we can get the survey during the next meeting?

Mr. Antolovich: We have a decent amount in capital.

Mr. Smith: My understanding is the survey would be paid out of the operating.

Mr. Showe: It's an operating cost.

Mr. Antolovich: For the survey, you mean?

Mr. Boermans: Yeah.

Mr. Antolovich: It depends on how much the survey costs. If its $100, then who cares,
but if it's $50,000 then...

Mr. Boermans: Or else we have to wait.

Mr. Showe: Do you have a ballpark?

Ms. Baxter: A couple thousand dollars.
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Mr. Showe: Okay.

Ms. Baxter: Again, I don't usually price the survey component in my office. It's far less
than the numbers on the email.

Mr. Boermans: At least we can approve, let's say $4,000 right now and maybe we can get
the survey during the next meeting or two months instead of just one month.

Mr. Smith: I don't know if it matters. I would rather see the breakdown of it.

Mr. Boermans: Okay.

Mr. Smith: Because I think any fix, we're going to take longer to discuss and get it
implemented.

Mr. Boermans: Yeah, of course.

Ms. Baxter: Another item you may want to consider, the cost for the boardwalk is a very
high level. We don't necessarily do those all of the time. Commonly the developer will contract
directly with a boardwalk individual. So, I don't know if you guys have a contractor that could
give you a little more refined per linear cost on that element, just to help.

Mr. Antolovich: But the boardwalks are also a huge pain to maintain.

Ms. Baxter: Yeah. I hear you. I was letting you know that we put a pretty decent swag on
that one. But that is not something that we review bids for on a regular basis.

Mr. Antolovich: Yeah. I mean, it sounds like we should have some sort of survey and
then that would give us more information of what we would actually need to do to improve it.
Also combining that with whether it was working as intended or did someone mess up along the
way?

Mr. Grimm: You understand that there's no one in this room or anywhere else that are
going to say that it's not working at this point.

Mr. Antolovich: Yes, but...

Mr. Smith: Which is the problem. We're trying to represent our residents, the members of
the CDD.

Mr. Antolovich: Yes.

Mr. Grimm: With our fiduciary responsibility. But we're basically being told...

Mr. Antolovich: If we have a survey that says, “Oh look this is actually 10 inches lower
than it was supposed to and there's no way that's natural,” then that looks like it would be more

implementation fault. Right?
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Mr. Grimm: But it still goes back to Lennar knew that that was potentially going to
happen.

Mr. Antolovich: Well, I mean unless it is supposed to be 10 inches higher and the
construction did it incorrectly. I mean it would all boil down to, if that was the case, then it's
trying to do a lawsuit or whatever. But without knowing those specifics, it seems like for
remediation or finding out if there was poor implementation, result in a survey. That’s what it
sounds like to me. Because how do we say it was implemented incorrectly?

Mr. Grimm: You're going to have to get some sort of support for it anyway.

Mr. Antolovich: Yeah. I mean I'm with you. It seems like if it's supposed to drain in the
pond, if it doesn't, somewhere that is not correct. However, I'm also not in the world of being a
developer and maybe that's good enough or maybe it’s somewhere in between. I don't know. But
without an actual matrix to go off of; it just goes back and forth.

Mr. Grimm: It could be blamed on the city. It could be blamed on the county. It could be
blamed on the state.

Mr. Antolovich: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: That's when you make calls to commissioners, mayors, legislators.

Mr. Showe: This issue comes up a lot. Especially when resident Boards take over from a
developer, they find things that weren't where they were supposed to be. Yes, there's an ideal
way to build something, but that doesn't necessarily mean that's what the developer did that met
minimum code.

Mr. Grimm: There almost needs to be a new construction resident Bill of Rights.

Mr. Antolovich: I know.

Mr. Grimm: You all laugh.

Mr. Antolovich: I agree.

Mr. Grimm: But there's a teacher Bill of Rights. There's a student Bill of Rights. There's a
parent Bill of Rights. Now there's a school Board Member Bill of Rights. I'm just speaking on
education, because I'm a teacher. So, as we explore this, maybe just like Take All Root Rot,
where the CDD brings change to some of these things.

Mr. Antolovich: Probably not.

Mr. Grimm: So, we need to make a motion not-to-exceed?
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Mr. Showe: I think the direction is to have the District Engineer come back with a
proposal for surveying.

Mr. Boermans: I think we should do what Travis said, let's wait until at least we have a
breakdown of the cost.

Mr. Grimm: Don't we want to do the survey first?

Mr. Antolovich: Next month we’ll more information on how much surveying will cost
and all of that stuftf?

Mr. Grimm: That's why we're doing the not-to-exceed, so she can go ahead and get the
survey done between now and then. Then maybe there's some guidance on recommended
solutions, if they're different than this. So, then we know the cost of those projects and now we're
not waiting a month to have the survey proposal or waiting another month to have the results of
the survey, which then has the recommendations.

Mr. Smith: Without knowing a base price of what it's going to cost, I always set a budget.
I just usually am against that. Like, if I say, “If we go with 34,000 and it comes back $3,500,
maybe it would still be $2,000.” So, that's why I'm well against that.

Mr. Grimm: Not holding her to the fire, but she mentioned a couple of thousand dollars
for the survey. I would imagine then, based upon the hourly rates that I've seen in the contract,
it's probably two to four hours after that. I'm just spit balling numbers here, so I would say we
should approve a not-to-exceed of $4,000. But again, if you guys want to wait.

Mr. Showe: You can certainly do a not-to-exceed. What you can also do is delegate
authority to the Chair or to someone to execute when she has the proposal.

Mr. Grimm: I think Travis' concern, is that if we say a not-to-exceed of $4,000, then
they're coming back with a cost of $3,999.

Mr. Antolovich: But I also don't want it to be normally at $6,000, but we will just do part
of it for $4,000.

Mr. Scheerer: That’s not the way it works.

Ms. Carpenter: Well, maybe just wait till next month. At the same time, you guys can be
thinking about it over the months, so perhaps you can have some ideas as well as the proposal.

Mr. Grimm: Can we grant authority to Willem?

Mr. Showe: Yes.
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Mr. Grimm: As the Chair that says, “Based upon the quote for the survey that we get, if it
is a not-to-exceed of $2,500.”

Mr. Showe: Yeah, you can certainly make that motion.

Mr. Grimm: Then we grant him the authority to approve the survey to happen, so when
we come back, the survey's done and we have the recommendation. If it exceeds $2,500, then we
wait until the next meeting.

Mr. Boermans: Okay. Sounds good.

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Smith with all
in favor approving a not-to-exceed of $2,500 for the survey work
for the trail and authorization for the Chair to execute the proposal
was approved.

Mr. Showe: Is there anything else on the engineering side? Okay.

C. District Manager’s Report
i. Approval of Check Register
Mr. Showe: Then we can proceed to the District Manager’s Report. We’ll go to the

Check Register. In your General Fund, we have Checks #1707 through #1721, as well as July
payroll, for a total of $84,826.50. There is a summary of those invoices that follow. I will note
that many of them are just transfers from your General Fund to your debt service. Alan and I can

take any questions, or we can take a motion to approve.

On MOTION by Mr. Grimm seconded by Mr. Smith with all in
favor the June 30, 2026 through July 29, 2024 Check Register in
the amount of $84,826.50 was approved.

ii. Balance Sheet and Income Statement
Mr. Showe: Behind that, is your Balance Sheet and Income Statement. No action is

required by the Board. In your General Fund, we are performing about $60,000 better than
budget to actual. So, we're in great shape there. As far as your assessments, we are at 100%
collected. So, we're in great shape on your assessments as well.

Mr. Grimm: I apologize. Since there's no action on this, just going back to Engineer, the
contract is from 2015 originally. Is that the most recent one that we have?

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: So, nothing's changed on fees or anything?
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Mr. Showe: Well, they may change their fees, and I think that's kind of spelled out in the
contract.

Mr. Scheerer: The Board would approve that.

Mr. Showe: Typically, sometimes they'll bring back a fee schedule, if there's a significant

change in the fee schedule.

iii. Approval of Fiscal Year 2027 Meeting Schedule
Mr. Showe: Then the next item that we have, just for compliance purposes, is the

approval of the Fiscal Year 2027 meeting schedule. We've kept the same schedule at the same
location at 4:00 p.m. Again, we are required to advertise an annual meeting schedule. So, we can
take any questions or comments from the Board or a motion to approve.

Mr. Smith stated just one question. How long in advance do we want to maybe have one
meeting during the year in Storey Park?

Mr. Showe: We are required to advertise meetings seven days in advance in the
newspaper. So, what you can do, is say you wanted to have the March meeting in Storey Park. If
you let us know at that February meeting that we want to move our March meeting to that
location, that's fine. We'll have plenty of time to advertise.

Mr. Smith: Okay.

Mr. Showe: Again, we would like to have it done this way. You can make changes to
this. We can cancel meetings. You can add meetings, but this sets up for the year, a schedule

which is required by the Statute.

On MOTION by Mr. Boermans seconded by Mr. Antolovich with
all in favor the meeting schedule for Fiscal Year 2027 as presented,
was approved.

iv. Presentation of Series 2021 Arbitrage Rebate Calculation Report -
ADDED
Mr. Showe: Finally, just for presentation, we have your Arbitrage Rebate Calculation

Report for the bond Series 2021. This is a required notice of the bonds. It's a test that we have to
perform annually, to make sure we're not making more in interest than we're legally allowed.
Basically, at the bottom of the third paragraph on the first page, it says that there's no amount

that must be on deposit. So, that means we're in compliance.
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D. Field Manager’s Report
Mr. Showe: We’ll roll on to Alan’s report.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah. Before we get on to the next agenda item, I just have a couple of
updates. I met with Fausnight Stripe & Line to finalize the sign location and did a complete
audit. I had an email that there were some signs removed. We've identified those locations. We
also have some signs that are fading. So, we're looking at getting those replaced, along with the
temporary parking over at the Clubhouse in Parcel K. Hopefully we're going to get that going as
quickly as possible. We also installed no motorized vehicle signs at the entrance of all the trail
heads. That was something that was requested. It took a little bit to get it done, but we got it
completed finally and added some more no fishing signs along Storey Park Boulevard. The
Stanza monument has been re-landscaped. If you haven't seen it, it has new mulch. It has some
new dwarf exoras. Hopefully the Board likes that. We have a resident that's sending us some
additional renderings. They would like to see a little bit more, which we can tackle at some point
in time. But as far as everything else, the place is looking pretty good. We're meeting with
OmegaScapes typically every Friday and we do our site visit and I review all the landscape and
irrigation inspections that they send me.

Mr. Grimm: What about the striping?

Mr. Scheerer: That's a good thing you brought that up. That will be all part of your 2027
budget. We already did the ones for this year. In 2026, we did everything west of Story Time
Drive. So, that was that phase. Now one of the things that I wanted to bring up and thank you for
bringing that to my attention, is I think we have allocated for 2027, all of the striping in the next
phase east of Story Time Drive. But in my opinion, the striping is much worse in Parcel K. So,
we may come back to the Board and say, “We would like to do Parcel K next,” because it's about
$30,000 per location.

Mr. Smith: I have lived on Imaginary Way for seven years this month and nothing has
been done on that side. It looks pretty bad and I want to make sure that that gets done.

Mr. Scheerer: You're talking about the pedestrian striping.

Mr. Smith: No, no, just along the road.

Mr. Scheerer: All we're doing with the striping, is what we did on the west side, which
was stop bars and pedestrian striping and alleyways.

Mr. Smith: Are we not doing the curves?

25



August 4, 2026 Storey Park CDD

Mr. Scheerer: We’re doing the curve lines.

Mr. Smith: If you drive down Imaginary Way, it’s pretty faded.

Mr. Scheerer: Well, I have pricing to do both sections and it's rather pricey. It's like
$70,000. So, that'll be up to you guys, if you want to do both or if you want to hold off or you
would rather that I go through with the contractor and we can audit the worst areas. It would be
better if we did one whole section at one time. This way it's all done. I know that there were a
few pedestrian crosswalks in Parcel K that were brought to our attention. I think we can add
those without any direct impact to your General Fund budget or your capital and we can look at
those. I think there were three or four that were brought to Jason and my attention recently.

Mr. Smith: Yeah, I would also highly suggest looking at them.

Mr. Scheerer: Well, you'll do the whole thing. If we do it, it will be everything east of
Story Time Drive. Story Time connects Dowden Road to the middle school. So, we would do
that whole section.

Mr. Smith: Okay.

Mr. Scheerer: That includes Story Time Drive, Folklore Lane, Ballard Place, Satire
Street, Ampersand Drive and some of the other English names that they place for those signs.
But we can do that and then we can pick and choose whatever we got left in Parcel K, if that's
what the Board wants to do.

Mr. Smith: Would that be part of our capital or would it be operating?

Mr. Scheerer: Based on the dollar amount, that should be a capital expense.

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Smith: We have $500,000. If we don't need to do it...

Mr. Grimm: You can't see it in Parcel K.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: Especially with the new areas, the signs aren't going to do it.

Mr. Boermans: In the worst case, if we come to that point, can we take any monies out of
capital reserves?

Mr. Showe: Absolutely.

Mr. Scheerer: Absolutely.

Mr. Showe: It would just be a Board decision.

26



August 4, 2026 Storey Park CDD

Mr. Scheerer: You guys would just have to say yes or no. I already have the numbers.
I've got them for all three phases. Fausnight is honoring them, regardless of how old the proposal
is. Like I said, I just met with them yesterday. We reviewed everything related to signs, curbs

and striping. As soon as I get the sign in, then we can attention to detail on the striping, if you

want.

Mr. Smith: Okay.

Mr. Scheerer: But we've already done what was allocated for 2026. That was already
done.

Mr. Smith: I don't know if we should wait until the next meeting or the next fiscal year,
but can you bring back the proposal for both?

Mr. Showe: I think we can bring one to the next meeting.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, I can bring it back for you. Absolutely.

Mr. Showe: Again, you have money in capital. The fiscal year line in your capital, kind
of is just an arbitrary line. It is more for planning purposes. If you have funding in there and you
decide to move forward, it doesn't matter that it's this year or next year.

Mr. Scheerer: Right.

Mr. Boermans: What do you think?

Mr. Smith: If you want to just do an inspection just to see.

Mr. Scheerer: I think we do them all.

Mr. Showe: I agree.

Mr. Scheerer: Because the improvement that was made in that section, west of Story
Time Drive, was amazing. It's holding up really well so far.

Mr. Boermans: It looks very nice.

Mr. Scheerer: That's the difference between paint and thermoplastic.

Mr. Grimm: Is there not a guarantee on any of this stuff, especially with Phase K? I know
that it was developed before all of the houses were finished.

Mr. Scheerer: Everybody drove over it while they were constructing the community.

Mr. Showe: It wasn't thermoplastic. Typically, they'll go to minimum code standards.

Mr. Scheerer: That's paint.

Mr. Showe: It's just paint on the road.
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Mr. Boermans: It's the same with your home. You have to paint it within 3 or 4 years and
replace your appliances.

Mr. Scheerer: Don't remind him.

i Discussion of Hammock Park Turf
Mr. Scheerer: With that said, I know at the last couple of meetings, we've been talking

about Take All Root Rot.

Mr. Antolovich: We have?

Mr. Scheerer: We have. I know the attorney was tasked with reviewing the contract. I
don't know if they want to start the conversation, but in your agenda, is the same proposal that
was discussed last month. It's $56,700, with a credit of $20,000 being paid for by OmegaScapes
and a cost of $36,700 to the District, to replace the 37,800 square foot of sod with Bahia grass in
Hammock Beach Park off of Satire Street.

Mr. Showe: It wasn't clear with the last proposal, that they were giving the $20,000
credit. So, we just had them update it, so at least it was clear what the impact to the District
would be, if you chose to move forward with it.

Ms. Carpenter: You're looking at me. I guess I need to jump in.

Mr. Grimm: Can I share my comments that I sent to you?

Ms. Carpenter: Sure.

Mr. Grimm: So, the other Board Members know what I sent out. I just looked through the
70 pages of the contract with OmegaScapes and did not see anything that specifies what diseases
or fungi are covered or not covered. So, as I said before, the lack of specifics and details should
fall on OmegaScapes or the subcontractor. Additionally, I've attached some language that I'm
curious about. Have these things been done, i.e. reports, etc. background checks? Is there proof
of the background checks that are in the contract? Are fertilization certifications required per the
contract? Additionally, I don't see TruGreen listed as a subcontractor. I didn't know if they were
doing business as someone else.

Mr. Scheerer: They had a different company prior to when they started.

Mr. Grimm: Unless they're doing business as someone else.

Ms. Carpenter: Is that the correct contract? I thought there was a shorter contract that was

done after the 70-page contract. Isn't there a 2024 contract?
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Mr. Showe: Yeah, there was a subsequent contract. The one that he had, had the full
scope, which they bid on and then the subsequent contract was the renewal.

Ms. Carpenter: There was a summary of the full scope.

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: So, the things that I attached and highlighted said, “A/l personnel applying
fertilizers, insecticides, herbicides and fungicides, must be certified by the Florida Department of
Agricultural and Consumer Services. These individuals should be best management practices
certified and hold a limited certification for urban landscape commercial fertilizer or a certified
pest control operator or an employee with an ID card working under the supervision of a
CPCO.” In addition, it said, “The reduction of irrigation water during the Winter season, will
dramatically reduce the potential for fungus disease problems. The contractor will be
responsible to manage settings of irrigation timers,” which I know has been brought up. The
question is when was that brought up? Item C says, “The contractor is expected to staff the
property with trained personnel experienced in commercial landscape maintenance. The
contractor agrees to screen all crew members for criminal background, advise management and
non-employed persons for this contract, that have been convicted of or pled guilty to a felony,
crime or misdemeanor to which management objects. Also, the contractor agrees to follow all
INS guidelines for hiring and to maintain an 1I-9 and other required documents. It is the
contractor's full responsibility to ensure that the person inspecting the property is properly
trained in recognizing the symptoms of both insect infestations and plant pathogen damages, i.e.
funguses, bacteria. It is also the contractor's responsibility to treat these conditions in an
expedient manner.” You answered the question about triggering. “The contractors shall
coordinate the services of any subcontractors and remain fully responsible under the terms of
this agreement. The contractor shall be and remain responsible for the quality, timeliness and
coordinate all of the work furnished by the contractor or its subcontractors. In addition, we will
have an irrigation technician onsite for one week each month to inspect the system.” When they
say, “We,” that's them saying that they will have somebody one week each month, to inspect the
system as specified. “Incidental repairs will be made during this time. Larger repairs will be
estimated, approved and scheduled to be completed within the District's timeframe. Fertilization
and pest control services will be handled with monthly visits and applications to fulfill the
specifications of the RFP.” This is the part that I circled. “Reports for both services will be
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provided to the District as required. Soil shall be tested at a reliable testing facility once
annually, or more often if needed to monitor for pH and chemical makeup. The results will be
provided to management, along with the contractor's recommendation, as to any changes in the
turf care program based upon these results.” That's it. Counsel wouldn't have the answers to
those questions. Staff would have to provide those.

Mr. Antolovich: The other one was in Section 1.6, “Treatments of turf areas for
infestation or disease shall be the responsibility of the contractor.” If we have disease that needs
to be treated, that right there sounds like it's the responsibility of OmegaScapes.

Ms. Carpenter: Can [ jump in?

Mr. Grimm: Yeah, absolutely.

Ms. Carpenter: Okay. Yeah, we've looked through the contract and the newer contract
was more of a summary. In looking at our experience of landscaping, one of the biggest issues
you face, is the competing positions, the contributory negligence. One, they were responsible for
irrigation. Were they the only one that had access to the irrigation or could anyone else have
turned it on or off? We would have to show that there was no one else that could have been
responsible for the irrigation, changed the irrigation. There would be tests of reasonableness. A
lot of those things in the contract are great lawyer language. We love drafting contracts, but
when it comes to going to court to say you have a cause of action, you have to look at the
reasonableness. If they're there four and a half days a week, are they under a four and a half day a
week schedule? Is it reasonable for them to know exactly what days it rained or it didn't rain,
since unfortunately in Central Florida it can be pouring and then three blocks away it's not
raining? So, you have natural forces. Could they have been responsible for rain? Obviously,
everybody goes to Al to research root rot and sees that it is caused by over watering. But it is a
naturally occurring fungus in the south. So, do we prove that it was maybe there before they even
took over or it’s something new? We would have to be able to get consultants to be able to prove
that this is something that they could have spotted sooner than they spotted it and they were able
to adjust and treat it when they did or whether they did was reasonable. The reasonable man
standard is really the biggest standard that a court would look to. So, even if you spend all of the
time and pull all of the records, yes, I agree. You should go and say, “Okay, these are the things
that you're required to do by the contract and we want to make sure that we have everything and

you are abiding by the terms of the contract.” We have reports and everything else. But then in
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order to file a suit or make a claim, we would have to be able to be confident that we have the
information to support the position. Was it reasonable that when they saw it, they did it or would
somebody else who came out and inspected say, “No, absolutely not. No one could know root rot
at this point?”” You have to wait until it gets to a certain point to be able to recognize it. Same
with applying fertilizers, applying fungicides and all of that. There are certain requirements of
when they can apply and when they can't apply it. Were they licensed to do it? Were they able to
apply it, did they apply it in a reasonable time, a reasonable amount, all of that other good stuft?
Again, I'm not advocating, but I just want to make sure, because I hear your points on the
contract, but looking at it, is over watering the cause? Is the fungus the cause?

Mr. Grimm: I don’t believe that many of us have said over watering was the cause.

Mr. Antolovich: I guess my question though, in 1.6A it says, “Treatment of surf areas for
infection or disease shall be the responsibility of the contractor.”

Ms. Carpenter: They will come back and say that they treated for it. They weren't able to
save it, but they treated for it.

Mr. Grimm: No ma’am. They did not treat for it.

Mr. Antolovich: Well, they applied one round of treatment. Right?

Mr. Grimm: Well, that was after...

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah, again, I don't know all of the facts. I'm just giving you advice. If
you want to send a demand letter asking for more, we can do so. They've obviously agreed that
they have some responsibility, because they agreed to pay $20,000. Is it the Board from a
reasonableness, willing to pay the money to file a lawsuit and get all of the information, get a turf
consultant, get a landscaping consultant and get an irrigation guy? I don’t know whether they're
all the same or whether you need different people to be able to say whether it's reasonable or not.
Because you don't want to go and spend that kind of money, if you don't know that you have a
position.

Mr. Grimm: Yeah.

Ms. Carpenter: That's where you get something like this. $37,000 is a lot of money, but if
you're going to spend $25,000 to go after somebody, these small issues are insignificant.

Mr. Grimm: But it's not a small issue. It's almost a $500,000 contract.

Ms. Carpenter: The contract is $500,000, but the issue is $37,000.

Mr. Smith: It is the legal cost of going after them.
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Mr. Grimm: I understand what you're saying about the legal costs. What I'm saying, big
picture, this is a company that we pay, nearly off of the top of my head, almost $48,000 a month.
Does that sound right?

Mr. Antolovich: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: To provide a service. I sent Jason two pictures, as I was headed back to work
yesterday. I know that we hear about where they took over, who they took over from, as the
continuous reason that the conditions are what they are. But I sent him a picture of a small area
over near the dog park in Phase K. We're not getting our Return on Investment (ROI) on our
$500,000.

Ms. Carpenter: That's the business issue.

Mr. Grimm: Absolutely.

Ms. Carpenter: For the Board to make.

Mr. Grimm: So, if I can ask a question to staff, are there any reports that I highlighted in
my comments, based on what was is required by the contract?

Mr. Scheerer: Well, I get the regular Irrigation Report and meet with the contractor every
week, but as far as the internal workings of I-9s and vetting their employees...

Mr. Antolovich: Moreso the certifications.

Mr. Scheerer: The certifications were listed in the original RFP, at the time that they were
hired.

Ms. Carpenter: We could certainly make a demand that they provide all of the license
numbers for all of the people that they have onsite now and up to date licenses.

Mr. Scheerer: I don't have them handy, sir, but I know that every time we go out to bid
with other companies and they're part of that bid process, all of that information is included in
their bid document. But I have no doubt that they're all licensed, insured, be it best management
practices, certified pest control operators. We do have a knowledgeable person in Shane that's
onsite, with multiple years of experience. He works consistently with the landscape consultant
next door at the new apartments. He's got a ton of experience. I'm looking at Irrigation Reports
that I get on a monthly basis, so I know all of the irrigation stuff that is going on.

Mr. Grimm: Have any of you ever seen an Irrigation Report?

Mr. Scheerer: They don’t typically go to the Board, but if you want them.
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Mr. Showe: We have them. We can certainly include them with the agendas, if the Board
requests them. It's not a secret.

Mr. Scheerer: I get them through a smart link. I receive the Inspection Report, the
inspection proposal and then I have to respond to the proposal after I go through it. But these
aren't things that are shared with the Board. Most Boards don’t typically want this, but here's a
sample of what that looks like.

Mr. Boermans: I think what's important, especially to set a standard right now, is that this
is not one area, but how do we proceed with the next area? We don't really know if it can come
back in a different area. Are you all okay with this amount of money? Do you want to say, “Let's
go 50/50?” What will be fair?

Mr. Grimm: I mean, as she mentioned, this is a business thing. I can almost come back.
It's not negotiation thing.

Mr. Smith: It is.

Ms. Carpenter: It’s how you want to negotiate.

Mr. Grimm: Like I mentioned to him at the last meeting, we spent X amount of dollars of
Bahia grass. It's not saying it's going to prevent it from happening again.

Mr. Scheerer: They said that.

Mr. Grimm: It's simply saying that it's not as likely, because it doesn’t need to be
watered.

Mr. Scheerer: Bahia grass doesn't require that much water, as opposed to St. Augustine.

Mr. Grimm: We were told that it wasn't a water issue. We were told that it was a soil
issue.

Mr. Scheerer: Well, it is a soil condition.

Mr. Grimm: But the initial conversation, correct me guys, if I am wrong, but we were
handed a document from the University of Florida and they said that it was most likely due to the
poor soil that was used by Lennar. Who knows what was in the soil? It takes a substantial
amount of time to show its ugly head. Yet, two guys who have been in the industry for, I'm sure
30, 40 or 50 years combined, this is their second time that they ever experienced this.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, we've never had it. It doesn't happen all of the time. I can't speak to
that.

Mr. Showe: It’s not a frequent issue.
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Ms. Carpenter: 1 checked with one of our biggest employers in Central Florida,
somebody who was out doing that. They said that they had seen it before, but had been unable to
prevent it. These were the former Reedy Creek people that covered thousands of acres.

Mr. Grimm: Understood.

Ms. Carpenter: Just because I did ask around saying I have not seen this.

Mr. Grimm: But the document that they provided to us, at the very first meeting, was
from the University of Florida Agriculture Extension. It says in their own document, that they
provided to us, that it can be detected and it can be treated. So, that's where it was kind of like,
“Hold on a second. You're telling us it's undetectable, but in the document that you provided to
us, it says it's detectable.”

Ms. Carpenter: Taking the other side, when was it reasonable to detect it?

Mr. Grimm: That's not our job. That's their job.

Mr. Antolovich: Yeah, but I think it boils down to, let's say that we take that stance and
they say, “No,” what's the next step? Do we try to steer them to get them to cover it or do we try
to come up with something else?

Mr. Smith: I think we try to come up with something else, but as Willem was saying, we
need some baseline for these other areas.

Mr. Grimm: I figure while we're on this topic, we might as well stay on this topic the
whole time. In my opinion, if we have to pay for this, is this the best avenue to pay for it? Is this
the best usage of the funds or is there some other option that could be better? Because it might
come back. We have no guarantee that it won't. Because if it's a soil issue, do we need to dig it
all out? Like, at what depth is it okay? What else do we have to do to prevent this from
happening again? Because if we're saying, “Alright, it's on us, we're setting a precedent, we're
going to pay for it to get it repaired,” we can never go back and say, “Well, we paid you to fix
this or to repair the grass. You said this is the grass that's going to give us the smallest
percentage of this coming back.” Because if it comes back, we have no leg to stand on. Okay?
So, do we have a different plan? I don't know how big the park is. Is it something that would be
worthwhile to do something different in this area and we just pull all of the grass out and put
plants and rubber mulch down into that mulch? Is there some other idea that could be over a
longer period of time?

Mr. Antolovich: That's a good point.
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Mr. Boermans: I did send an email to Jason to suggest doing artificial grass.

Mr. Showe: We didn't even bring that to the Board.

Mr. Grimm: That's expensive.

Mr. Antolovich: We should do something different.

Mr. Grimm: Then just trying to replace it with turf grass.

Mr. Smith: When I look at how it's used, it's mainly people that are sometimes walking a
dog in the morning or kids playing catch. I live very close to Satire Street. It overlooks the two
retention ponds in the back of that trail. People use it. I've never really seen anyone use it when it
was like the Hammocks.

Mr. Scheerer: They use them as a trampoline.

Mr. Smith: So, you see people walking out there walking their dog.

Mr. Grimm: So, let me ask you this question, Alan. I just want your opinion. You don't
have to tell us what to do, obviously.

Mr. Scheerer: Don't make me make a decision for you.

Mr. Grimm: You said that they are giving us $20,000, so we're going to invest the
$36,700, because they're obviously going to have to rip out that grass.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: I would hope that's a part of this.

Mr. Scheerer: It is.

Mr. Grimm: It is the same strip.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: Then put the new grass in. At that point we're saying, “Alright, based upon
Counsel's advice, we’re doing as much research as we can.”

Mr. Boermans: It's pretty big.

Mr. Grimm: I'm going to recommend to the other Board Members, that if we go that
route, we do an RFP, to coincide with what the HOA is doing. I believe it is in our best interest
to at least explore soliciting RFPs for the CDD landscape contract. Because I believe it's an
expensive cost. It's probably the most expensive cost and therefore, it should have the most ROI
that the CDD residents have. Clearly that's not what's going on and I know you have so much

time to try to turn things around and if the HOA eventually makes a change, I think it would

35



August 4, 2026 Storey Park CDD

make the most sense to have the same company. I'm not saying that we have to have the same
company.

Mr. Scheerer: It isn't going to work that way, because we have to do a public bid. We
may not end up with the same company, is all I'm saying.

Mr. Grimm: We don't select one?

Mr. Scheerer: No.

Mr. Showe: Well, you rank them.

Mr. Scheerer: You rank them.

Mr. Showe: But you can't rank them based on what the HOA decides.

Mr. Grimm: [ understand. I got you.

Mr. Showe: It makes the process complicated.

Ms. Carpenter: You choose the lowest responsible, qualified bidder.

Mr. Showe: Some Boards that are looking at having the same vendor, will let the CDD go
through their process first. You guys select and then the HOA tries to negotiate a contract with
that same vendor. It makes it a little easier, because I think our process is a little more
cumbersome and challenging than the HOA's process.

Ms. Carpenter: Just to throw a little cautionary tale, landscaping now is getting very
expensive, because of the cost of petroleum and gasoline. So, you may not get a lower bid, if you
go out now. That's just what we're seeing.

Mr. Scheerer: You just adopted your budget, so that number may change.

Mr. Grimm: Is there a practice to have an RFP that might include paying for an expense
of a certain job, if awarded a contract?

Mr. Scheerer: Are you talking about a performance-based contract?

Mr. Showe: Or certain projects, I guess is what he is asking.

Mr. Antolovich: Does that include an NDR fee?

Mr. Grimm: A signing bonus?

Ms. Carpenter: No, we have to bid. It's a high enough contract. That's creative. It's good.

Mr. Scheerer: The contract is up next year. In September, we would typically bid out
anyway, because their time expired on the original agreement. So, if you want to do it now, that's
up to you. But like Jan said, you guys just adopted your budget. I can't tell you what these
contractors are going to come in at. We may be higher by $50,000. We may be higher by
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$100,000. I'm not trying to sway you. We'll do whatever you guys want to do. But that
agreement is up in 12 months, in September or October of next year.

Mr. Boermans: I think what's a good thing to say is, like now we're talking about just a
small area. Out of your experience, how do you think that OmegaScapes is performing with the
entire community?

Mr. Scheerer: Well, I think if we didn't have this root rot problem and notwithstanding
some of the other weather challenges, I think they're doing a good job. We have a lot of freeze
damage that's yet to be restored from our original freeze. So, once that freeze damage has been
corrected, I think you'll see a big change in that. Are they doing an outstanding job? No, I don't
have any that do outstanding jobs. It's a constant babysitting requirement.

Mr. Grimm: It depends on the grass.

Ms. Carpenter: If you want to negotiate with them as well, if they know they're being cut,
that takes away some of your negotiating.

Mr. Showe: As an option, just as a thought, I mean obviously with this particular project,
if the Board wants to put warranties or something in there, we can have Counsel draft up a front
end document specifically for this work that would say, “Hey, if we do this and it fails in the next
three years, we're going to hold you responsible for it” or some kind of reasonable timeframe.
Typically, landscaping is a year.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah

Mr. Showe: It is kind of an industry standard, but if you were inclined to approve it, you
could have Counsel put some language in there, that gives you a warranty, at least on that
particular piece.

Mr. Smith: I like that. But I was going back to the point Willem was making and the
point that David was also making, in terms of the standard. If you read the contract, there's
probably vague language and we can say, taking for example the dog parks in Phase K or some
other bigger areas that we have.

Mr. Scheerer: There’s a turf issue there.

Mr. Smith: Yeah, a turf issue.

Mr. Scheerer: It's the wrong turf.
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Mr. Smith: Is there something that we need to document, like getting the soil tested or
something else, so that we have a baseline? So, if it does show up somewhere else, we're going
to be having the same discussion again.

Mr. Scheerer: If I may, whichever way you choose to do an RFP, because we're going to
end up there eventually, that RFP will come to you guys.

Mr. Showe: Yes.

Mr. Scheerer: You guys are going to review the RFP. You're going to approve the form
of the document.

Mr. Showe: You’ll have the full scope, the full language. That will all come before the
Board. You can make the contract; however, you want.

Mr. Smith: No, I guess I'm meaning for like this current contract. Fast forward three
months or four months while we're still with OmegaScapes, if something else would continue or
something else comes up, I think you were making the comment on the precedents, if it comes
up, we've acknowledged that it's not covered in the contract.

Ms. Carpenter: We could certainly put something in the contract, that the District will pay
this much and they're contributing this much. We want a two-year warranty and we want testing
to assure it's not coming up anywhere, because the District is not taking the responsibility.

Mr. Smith: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: We can build the contract language that refers to that.

Ms. Carpenter: We can make it as firm and tight as we can.

Mr. Smith: Yeah.

Ms. Carpenter: We'll come back with what I said in the beginning, but we can make it as
firm and tight as you want.

Mr. Boermans: I think that's important, especially the next time when another area pops
up. We want to be sure that we're protecting everybody's investment.

Ms. Carpenter: Oh of course.

Mr. Smith: So, we’re going to get language. Do you want to try to negotiate, say 50/50 or
put that fourth as our option with the testing and some guarantee?

Mr. Grimm: If you do 50/50, they benefit, because $57,000 divided by 2 is $28,000.

Mr. Scheerer: $28,000. He’s a math teacher.
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Ms. Carpenter: Yeah. Maybe you want to spend the time for a lawyer letter and I can lay
out all of the things that you had to do for your contract or have Jason or Alan say, “Hey, the
Board has all of these legal issues. They could go after you. We don't want to do that.”

Mr. Grimm: Well, I was going to ask you, do you think if we can say, “We're not paying
for this, we need you to replace it per the contract based upon” and highlight those points?

Mr. Scheerer: I think that's unreasonable.

Mr. Grimm: I’'m just throwing it out there like that. I don't want to give them a scare
tactic, but give a tactic that we have.

Mr. Showe: You certainly have that option.

Mr. Smith: But, again, this is where I always come down to. This is a public meeting and
we have transcripts. Our strategies are laid out for the public. For me, we have a lot of concerns.
I think we have a lot of valid reasons.

Mr. Grimm: Whether it's in the Sunshine or not...

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah, there are things that I'm not saying, in case we get to litigation.

Mr. Grimm: I just have a hard time saying that we have no legal recourse. It's written out
in the contract, based upon the documents that they provided to us. I am doing my own research.

Mr. Showe: I think Jan is saying that you might have legal recourse. However, the cost of
getting to that point, might be more than just repairing it. That's kind of the challenge.

Mr. Grimm: Yes.

Mr. Showe: But we can certainly draft a strong worded letter.

Mr. Grimm: The fact that there is going to be an RFP, whether it's now or later and then
the rising costs, could be impactful to the residents. Maybe because we renew with them, it gives
us a little bit of a discount when an RFP comes, which it should, whether it will or not, I don't
know. Or a new company could be more expensive, because we're changing companies. So, it
could have an impact, because if they just said, “You know what, we'll take care of it
completely,” maybe we don't entertain an RFP. Maybe we are thankful for what they have
acknowledged. At the end of the day, if OmegaScapes pays for it, it's ultimately going to
probably go on to their subcontractor. I would imagine that's between them.

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: Of course, I'm assuming.
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Mr. Smith: Yeah. No, I think a big part of this, was they were giving some of it, like at
cost and not passing it along. I think there are different ways that they managed it down.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah. I hate being a lawyer, because I always throw out the negative. But
the alternative is we say, “We want you to pay” and they say, “We're not going to, come sue us”
and we cancel our contract. Then you're stuck having to go out and not knowing what your
future cost is, just as a pure business. Because we've seen that happen before, too, where
suddenly somebody gives 30 days and you have to quickly get somebody. Again. I don't know
these folks. I haven’t dealt with them before, so I don't know.

Mr. Grimm: If they don't pay, we don't necessarily cancel the contract.

Mr. Scheerer: They can.

Ms. Carpenter: They can.

Mr. Scheerer: They have 30 day out, just like we do.

Ms. Carpenter: We want to negotiate in good faith.

Mr. Grimm: [ would be surprised if they did that.

Mr. Showe: I will say that it's happened before.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: It's not an usual situation, but it has happened.

Mr. Smith: I guess I would go back with that 50/50, given that we do have our concerns.
We're not conceding anything.

Mr. Grimm: Are you saying 50/50 of $57,000 or $37,000?

Mr. Smith: Of the $57,000.

Mr. Scheerer: The $56,700. Cut it in half.

Mr. Smith: We have different opinions. We're not conceding anything on the points. We
don't agree with their position. But it is a partnership. We're working together on it.

Mr. Grimm: What if they come back and say, “The best we can do is the 320,000?”

Mr. Antolovich: Then we'll see.

Mr. Smith: We'll see.

Ms. Carpenter: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: We just have to bring it to the next meeting.

Ms. Carpenter: Yes. If I have to write them a letter or we get involved, then they're going

to be spending the $10,000 or $15,000 on the lawyers. So, there's probably a little room in there.
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Mr. Boermans: The only difficult part now, is the difference is $7,000, right?

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Boermans: A lot of the homeowners have not been able to really enjoy the park. Is it
really worth it to wait another month to do it? Yeah, because now the park has been like this for
a little bit and we're not using it. So, is it really worth it?

Ms. Carpenter: You do want to put the sod in during rainy season, before it gets too dry
in the Winter.

Mr. Scheerer: As long as we don't over water.

Mr. Boermans: So, my personal opinion...

Ms. Carpenter: Leave it to Alan.

Mr. Boermans: I think we should approve it, but with a three-year warranty. We're not
going to set this up for the future. This is a separate case and it doesn't say anything on future
cases. So, if there's a new case, it will be dealt with like a separate new case.

Mr. Smith: I'm okay with that part, but I still think there needs to be some testing. But
because you said the language in terms of, they are responsible for what's there and they're
arguing that it's not, because it's already in the soil, I think there's a fact base that's still missing.

Mr. Boermans: I would like more than a three-year warranty on this.

Mr. Scheerer: You're going to bid them out next year, too.

Mr. Grimm: Yeah. Do we have to go to bid next year?

Mr. Showe: With the contract expiring and given the size of your contract...

Mr. Scheerer: It's over $195,000.

Mr. Showe: You really don't have much of a choice.

Mr. Scheerer: They could be reselected maybe.

Mr. Antolovich: To them its, “Here's the service we need and here's how much we're
willing to help out and do it for. If you don't like it, it's your grass, you don’t have to do it.” Their
bid is up next year and they can say, “Sue us.”

Mr. Grimm: So, if they're the lowest bid, we have to?

Mr. Showe: No. You're going to have a score sheet. So, price will be typically 20% and
then you rank all of the other vendors on four other categories.

Ms. Carpenter: Qualifications and experience. You go through and approve a ranking

sheet when you approve your bids.
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Mr. Scheerer: We can share that with you. I just did one at Wellness Ridge in Claremont.
It's a rather exhausting process.

Mr. Showe: It's a cumbersome process. It will take a couple months to get through the
whole thing, between having you guys approve the scope, doing it and making sure that we have
a good map.

Mr. Scheerer: It has to be in the newspaper for 30 days.

Ms. Carpenter: We do a contract up ahead of time. So, you all have input in it and the
person who gets the bid knows what they have to sign.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, they get a sample contract. All of the forms are included.

Mr. Grimm: Is there such a thing as a cost share, similar to what the apartments do for the
road, but for landscape? It might impact the overall cost of a contract, when it comes to maybe
sharing with the HOA. Is that such a thing?

Mr. Showe: Well, we can't contract for HOA property.

Mr. Scheerer: We can only perform services on CDD owned property.

Ms. Carpenter: So, it may give the HOA a break, if they use who the CDD is using.

Mr. Scheerer: I think they're making a decision soon. Tomorrow is the Town Hall.

Ms. Carpenter: That's really soon.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, that's soon. I’'m interested in knowing who you have coming to the
meeting.

Mr. Grimm: There are five companies.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah. We just had one that had 10 companies.

Mr. Smith: So maybe in line with what you said Willem, I’'m fine with $7,000 with a
three-year warranty, but maybe give you flexibility.

Mr. Antolovich: If their contract is up in a year.

Mr. Showe: I would say any more than a year, is probably challenging, because if you do
change vendors, their warranty is not going to be worth the paper it's written on, because
somebody else is going to be taking care of it. As soon as there's an issue, they're going to say,
“Well, they're not maintaining it right, so a warranty is not applicable.”
Ms. Carpenter: | have not seen any warranties more than a year.

Mr. Showe: For landscaping, a year is standard.
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Ms. Carpenter: A year is good, if you can get a year, in most cases. You could delegate to
the Chairman with some parameters to start with and get the best, which is higher than at least
something, which is hard to put on the record.

Mr. Grimm: I'm not overly thrilled.

Mr. Boermans: Same.

Mr. Scheerer: None of us are.

Mr. Antolovich: People are complaining, because it's been going on for a while. So,
there's a certain point of how much money we want to save versus the cost of not making it look
good.

Mr. Grimm: How many people know what's going on there?

Mr. Scheerer: We received a handful of calls.

Mr. Antolovich: Is there reason for it or the people who complain about it?

Mr. Showe: We did send out an email through the HOA.

Mr. Antolovich: The Board’s involvement, you know the conversations that most of them
probably didn’t happen, might not be done at all.

Mr. Grimm: But when it comes down to it, they want to use it.

Mr. Scheerer: With that area, I know David, you started to ask some questions about what
else you could do. You could repurpose some of that park. Add some pavers or some more
benches, maybe a few pergolas and minimize that footprint.

Mr. Grimm: That was the other question.

Mr. Scheerer: You could put in another dog park.

Mr. Grimm: That’s not going to change the cost.

Mr. Scheerer: No, it's not. But in the future if you want, because there's no guarantee it's
not going to come back. So, how do you minimize that? You change the footprint. Just some
ideas on that.

Mr. Grimm: Well, since I'm the one that started this whole friggin circus, I guess that I
would make a motion to ask that Counsel drafts a letter that requests the 50% cost share between
us and OmegaScapes at the $57,000 cost, which would basically be around $28,000.

Mr. Scheerer: $28,050, I think is what it is.

Mr. Grimm: She wants the exact number.

Ms. Carpenter: Sorry.

43



August 4, 2026 Storey Park CDD

Mr. Boermans: It was $56,700.

Ms. Carpenter: I'll draft a letter and they'll review it.

Mr. Scheerer: It is $28,350.

Ms. Carpenter: Okay, very good.

Mr. Grimm: Then as far as the RFP, I will table that. With a warranty of a year.

Mr. Showe: Yeah.

Mr. Grimm: Did we want testing?

Mr. Scheerer: Well, they need to continue to test.

Mr. Antolovich: Appropriate preventative testing.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah.

Mr. Showe: So, are you making that motion, David?

Mr. Grimm: Yes, 50% cost share. Do we need to put language in there that says they're
acknowledging responsibility for it?

Mr. Antolovich: I don't think anyone wants to acknowledge responsibility.

Ms. Carpenter: No.

Mr. Showe: I think what the acknowledgement would be, that I heard from the Board, is
that we are acknowledging that should this happen again, we're not agreeing to the split cost
again.

Mr. Smith: Yeah. We're doing this in the spirit of our partnership.

Mr. Showe: Correct.

Ms. Carpenter: Yes. Some of us have a spirit of partnership.

Mr. Smith: I mean, I do deals for a living.

Ms. Carpenter: To get this figured out for the best and the spirit of the partnership.

Mr. Grimm: I'm of the mindset, I pay for a service, I expect a result. Looking at the
community, we're not getting that.

Ms. Carpenter: Try to get a good result. Okay.

Mr. Showe: Also, I think Alan and I, on the back end, we're going to start doing the prep
work for the RFP, since we know it's coming. We'll have it probably in January.

Mr. Scheerer: We already have a basis for it, because we did it before.
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Mr. Showe: Knowing timing-wise, probably at your January meeting, we'll ballpark to
bring you back the start of that, so that you guys have sufficient time to review all of the
documents.

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah. Plus, we want numbers prior to going out for bids.

Mr. Grimm: [ mean, at the very least, it’s a residential request.

Mr. Boermans: Do you want to give me the RFP?

Mr. Antolovich: It’s a separate thing from the motion.

Ms. Carpenter: Okay.

Mr. Antolovich: So, let's finish this motion.

Ms. Carpenter: What are you going to table?

Mr. Antolovich: The RFP.

Ms. Carpenter: Okay. So, we need a second of the motion and then discussion.

Mr. Grimm MOVED to authorize District Counsel to draft a 50%
cost share 50% cost share with OmegaScapes on the $57,000 cost
and Mr. Antolovich seconded the motion.

Ms. Carpenter: The discussion was the question of if they agree to this, then we go ahead
and get a contract signed and get the work done and Willem is authorized to sign it.

Mr. Smith: Yes, but what happens if they reject it?

Mr. Antolovich: Then we talk about it next month.

Mr. Showe: Then we just bring it back.

On VOICE VOTE with all in favor authorization for District
Counsel to draft a 50% cost share 50% cost share with
OmegaScapes on the $57,000 proposal, was approved.

NINTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Public Comment Period

There being no comments, the next item followed.

TENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Supervisor’s Requests
Mr. Boermans: Just two questions for Alan.
Mr. Scheerer: Just two?

Mr. Boermans: Yeah. A parking sign was stolen.
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Mr. Scheerer: Yeah, we talked about that.

Mr. Boermans: Do we leave it how it is or do we go after the homeowner?

Mr. Showe: We have to have evidence.

Mr. Scheerer: We need to see physical evidence that they actually stole the sign. We're
going to replace the sign, because I don't know where the sign is.

Mr. Showe: Certainly, if whoever witnessed it, can send me an email saying, “Hey, [
witnessed this person,” we can send them a letter and ask them for it, but we have no real legal
recourse.

Mr. Boermans: I'll talk to the two people then.

Mr. Showe: Yeah. Just have them shoot me an email with the information. We can send
them a letter and ask for reimbursement.

Mr. Grimm: They took the parking sign out of the grass?

Mr. Scheerer: Yeah. They took it right out in front of the house.

Mr. Boermans: The last one is, at the History playground, the gate is broken.

Mr. Antolovich: Again?

Mr. Smith: Which one?

Mr. Scheerer: History Avenue.

Mr. Showe: Are there any other Supervisor’s Requests?

Mr. Antolovich: Last question, can residents call in for these meetings?

Mr. Showe: Residents can call in. We typically don't advertise the number, but they
certainly can. Brandon emailed me earlier and I gave him the number.

Mr. Antolovich: Okay, because I had some people ask me about that.

Ms. Carpenter: We don't put it out in a public thing, because we've actually had some
nasty things happen.

Mr. Antolovich: Okay.

Mr. Showe: It’s typically for staff and Board Members.

Mr. Boermans: It becomes a mess.

Ms. Carpenter: Yes.

ELEVENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Other Business

There being no comments, the next item followed.
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TWELFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Next Meeting Date — September 1, 2026
The next meeting is scheduled for September 1, 2026.

THIRTEENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Adjournment

On MOTION by Mr. Antolovich seconded by Mr. Smith with all
in favor the meeting was adjourned.

Secretary / Assistant Secretary Chairman / Vice Chairman
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PAPE—-DAWSON

August 25, 2026
Via Email

Storey Park Community Development District

c/o Jason M. Showe, District Manager

Governmental Management Services — Central Florida
219 East Livingston Street

Orlando, FL 32801

jshowe@gmscfl.com

Subject: Storey Park Community Development District
Theme Alley & Prologue Avenue Intersection
Project No. 20500006-012 | ASR 5

Dear Mr. Showe:

Pursuant to the original executed agreement dated April 7, 2015, Pape-Dawson Consulting
Engineers, LLC provides this proposal for additional services to the original agreement for the
additional services as outlined below. All services shall be accomplished in accordance with the
terms and conditions of the original Agreement.

Pape-Dawson Consulting Engineers LLC (Pape-Dawson) and Storey Park Community Development
District (Client) enter into this Proposal as follows:

SCOPE OF SERVICES

A. Surveying Services

Pape-Dawson will provide the following surveying services in accordance with the minimum
technical standards for surveys as set forth in Chapter 5J-17 Florida Administrative Code,
pursuant to Section 472.027, Florida Statues:

1. Topographic Survey (Task 105)

Prepare a Topographic Survey of the trail between Pond K-1 and the wetland, as shown
on Exhibit 1. The survey will include elevation spot shots at grade breaks, top of pond,
sod, trail, and wetland buffer elevations. Within the requested survey limits, cross
sections will be collected at approximately 5-foot intervals to document existing ground
elevations and the features described above. The project horizontal and vertical datum
will be referenced to State Plane Coordinates (NAD 83/2011) for the State of Florida) and
vertical datum (North American Vertical Datum of 1988, NAVD88).

|
2602 E. Livingston Street, Orlando, Florida 32803 407-487-2594 PAPE-DAWSON.COM
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Mr. Jason M. Showe
Storey Park Community Development District
August 25, 2026

Page 2 of 3
FEE SCHEDULE
Amount
NTastI)( Description Hourly Fee Estimates
umber Lump Sum in Accordance with
Exhibit B
105 Topographic Survey $6,500.00 -

Hourly services will be billed in accordance with the hourly rates listed in Exhibit B. Should the cost
of hourly services requested by the Client exceed the Estimated Hourly Fee budget in the table
above, Pape-Dawson will notify the Client and submit an Amendment to avoid interruption of
services.

These fees do not include required application fees made payable to the respective public agencies
through which permitting is required, reimbursable expenses as specified in this agreement or

illustrative plans that may be required for community/public meetings.

ASSUMPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS

1. Traffic control, maintenance of traffic, lane closures, law enforcement assistance, or
permitting associated with roadway access are excluded unless specifically authorized
under a separate agreement.

2. The survey does not include a Boundary Survey, determination of property ownership,
easement research, or title review.

3. Engineering design, drainage analysis, roadway design, permitting, construction
documents, or other professional engineering services are excluded.

SERVICES NOT INCLUDED

This scope of services does not include geotechnical services, environmental, landscape
architecture, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) permitting, transportation engineering/planning or site lighting design. It is
assumed that these consultants will contract directly with the Client.

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSE

Reimbursables will be charged on a direct cost basis times a multiple of 1.10. Reimbursables shall
include, but not be limited to, all print and reproduction costs associated with reports, prints and
reproducibles, postage and shipping, expenses to travel outside a thirty (30) mile radius of the office.

OTHER

The costs, fees, budget, and scope of work set out herein are valid for ninety (90) days from the date
of this Proposal. If Pape-Dawson does not receive an executed document from the Client within
ninety (90) days from the date of this Proposal, the costs, fees, budget, and scope of work are subject

PAPE—DAWSON
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Storey Park Community Development District
August 25, 2026

Page 30of 3

to revision at Pape-Dawson’s sole discretion. Pape-Dawson to provide a revised Proposal with the
modified costs, budget, and scope of work should revisions be made.

Should you have any questions regarding the information included in this Proposal please do not
hesitate to contact us. Please return a signed copy of this Proposal for our records.

We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on this project.

Sincerely,

Pape-Dawson Consulting Engineers, LLC

BBl

Steven E. Blankenship, P.S.M.
Associate Vice President - Survey

Attachments

ACKNOWLEDGED & ACCEPTED
STOREY PARK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

Signature:

Name:

Title:

Date:

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE CONTACT INFO

Name:

Address:

Phone:

Invoice Email:

- Exhibit “B” — Pape-Dawson 2026 Schedule of Representative Rates

- Exhibit 1 —Survey Limits

O:\Marketing\Proposals\Letters\2026\08\2600821 ASR 5 (20500006-012).docx PAF23046
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SCHEDULE OF REPRESENTATIVE RATES - FLORIDA
Effective: July 4, 2026

Exhibit "B"

Classification Hourly Rate
Administrative Assistant 100.00
Assistant Project Manager 225.00
Associate Vice President 280.00-380.00
Aviation Planner 120.00-150.00
CAD Manager 160.00 - 205.00
Client Services Manager 240.00 - 365.00
Construction Inspector 130.00-140.00
Construction Manager 185.00 - 255.00
Construction Operations Leader 340.00
Construction Representative 160.00-180.00
Construction Survey Manager 225.00

Data Analyst
Design Leader

145.00
250.00-325.00

Designer 160.00-170.00
Document Controls Specialist 210.00
Electrician 100.00
Environmental Scientist 120.00-165.00
Executive Officer 450.00
Executive Vice President 450.00

Field Coordinator 150.00

Field Manager 215.00
Geoscientist 160.00
Geospatial Manager 210.00
Geospatial Staff 135.00-175.00
GIS Analyst 135.00

GIS Manager 185.00 -200.00
GIS Specialist 155.00

Grad Eng/ EIT 140.00 - 185.00
Graphic Designer 75.00-120.00
1&C Specialist 145.00 -200.00
1&C Technician 105.00

Intern 75.00-95.00
Land Planner 140.00-160.00
Landscape Architect 200.00
Landscape Designer 125.00-175.00
Lead Aviation Planner 190.00
Managing Principal 400.00
Managing Vice President 390.00
National Practice Leader 400.00



Schedule of Representative Rates - Florida

Effective: July 4, 2026
Page 2 of 3

Classification

Permitting Manager
Permitting Specialist

Planner

Plat Coordinator

Platting Manager

Practice Leader

Principal

Principal Engineer

Principal Investigator
Principal Planner

Production Manager

Program Manager

Project Archaeologist

Project Controls Manager
Project Controls Specialist
Project Coordinator

Project Engineer

Project Manager

Project Specialist

Project Surveyor

S.I.T.

Senior Associate

Senior Construction Inspector
Senior Construction Manager
Senior Construction Representative
Senior Designer

Senior Environmental Manager
Senior Environmental Scientist
Senior Field Coordinator
Senior Graphic Designer
Senior Land Acquisition Agent
Senior Landscape Architect
Senior Permitting Specialist
Senior Planner

Senior Plat Coordinator
Senior Project Coordinator
Senior Project Engineer
Senior Project Manager
Senior Project Surveyor
Senior Survey Project Manager
Senior Survey Technician

Hourly Rate

240.00
135.00-170.00
150.00-170.00
150.00-160.00
155.00-175.00
280.00-390.00
400.00
240.00
160.00
250.00-300.00
165.00
270.00-360.00
135.00
195.00-215.00
140.00
125.00-180.00
200.00-240.00
225.00-280.00
125.00
175.00-225.00
140.00
250.00-350.00
160.00
220.00-250.00
180.00
180.00-205.00
230.00
170.00
195.00
150.00
160.00
225.00
170.00
225.00
175.00
160.00
230.00-250.00
270.00-340.00
225.00-280.00
245.00-290.00
175.00-195.00
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Schedule of Representative Rates - Florida
Effective: July 4, 2026
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Classification

Senior Utility Coordinator
Senior Vice President
Shared Services

Staff Archaeologist

Survey Department Manager
Survey Field Crew Member
Survey Project Manager
Survey Technician
Technician

Utility Designer

Vice President
Technician, Planning
Technologist |

Survey Crew

1-Person Robotic Crew

2-Person Survey Field Crew/Senior Party Chief
3-Person Survey Field Crew/Senior Party Chief
Catamaran & Sonar

Drone & Licensed Pilot

Hourly Rate

230.00

400.00
100.00-200.00
90.00
280.00-325.00
150.00-195.00
225.00-265.00
130.00-155.00
135.00-180.00
160.00

390.00
120.00-145.00
100.00

195.00
195.00
235.00
275.00
295.00

PAPE—DAWSON
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Storey Park

Community Development District

Summary of Invoices

July 29, 2026 - August 25, 2026

| Fund Date Check No.'s Amount |
General Fund
7/29/26 1722-1724 19,847.67
8/5/26 1725 44,155.43
8/13/26 1726-1727 1,721.02
8/19/26 1728-1734 37,824.26
103,548.38
Payroll
August 2026
David Grimm 50143 184.70
Matthew Antolovich 50144 184.70
Ricardo Garcia 50145 184.70
Travis Smith 50146 80.08
Willem Boermans 50147 184.70
818.88

TOTAL

104,367.26
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*** CHECK DATES 07/29/2026 - 08/25/2026 ***

CHECK VEND#
DATE

7/ 29/ 26 00028

' 7/29/26 00043

7/29/26 00047

" 8/05/26 00028

" 8/13/26 00009

" 8/13/26 00005

" 7/30/26 9314

7/30/26 29968

YEAR- TO- DATE_ACCOUNTS PAYABLE PREPAI D/ COVPUTER CHECK REG STER
STOREY PARK - GENERAL FUND

BANK A GENERAL FUND

... EXPENSED TO.. .
DATE INVOCE YRMO DPT ACCT# SUB SUBCLASS

7/ 20/ 26 9299 202607 320- 53800- 46300
REPLACED DAMAGED SCD
OVEGASGAPES | NC

7/ 17/ 26 | N\/37697 202607 320 53800 48100
SECURI TY 7/ 06/ 26-7/08/ 26

7/ 21/ 26 1 NV37750 202607 320-53800- 48100
SECURI TY 7/ 14/ 26-7/ 15/ 26

7/ 28/ 26 1NV38027 202607 320-53800-48100
SECURI TY 7/ 20/ 26-7/ 23/ 26

VENDOR NAME

CFF DUTY I\/ANAGEI\/ENT INC

7/ 08/ 26 20500006 202607 310 51300 31100
TOPOGRAPHI C SURVEY

7/17/ 26 20500006 202606 310-51300-31100
CDD MIG REPORTS/ FI LES/ BGT

71171 26 20500006 202606 310- 51300 31100

EV/ UPDATE VEEI R&PONDI NG

7117/ 26 20500006 202606 310-51300-31100
FOLLOWN UPS W TH Nw

7/ 17/ 26 20500006 202606 310-51300-31100
WETLAND OVERTCPPI NG

7/ 17/ 26 20500006 202606 310-51300-31100
FY26 ENG NEER ANNUAL | NSP

PAPE- DAV\BO\I CO\ISULTI NG ENGI NEER LLC

202607 320 53800 47300
| RRI GATI ON ENHANCE JUL26
8/ 01/ 26 9322 202608 320-53800-46200
LANDSCAPE MAI NT AUG26
OVEC—ASCAPES | NC

202607 310 51300 31200
ARBI TRAGE REPCRT SER2021
GRAU & ASSCI:I ATES

_sililée_lggglé 202607 310- 51300- 31500

6 LEG SLATI VE UPDATES
8/ 11/ 26 156015 202607 310- 51300 31500
EV LANDSCAPE AGREEME

8/ 11/ 26 156015 202607 310- 51300 31500
TRU- GREEN SRVC AGRWNT

8/ 11/ 26 156015 202607 310-51300-31500
ROOT ROT | SSUE

8/ 11/ 26 156015 202607 310-51300- 31500
REV AGENDA/ ATTEND CDD MIG

STOR - STOREY PARK-

LATHAM LUNA EDEN AND BEAUDI NE LLP

TVI SCARRA

RUN 8/ 25/ 26 PAGE 1

AMOUNT ... CHECK. . ...

5, 600.

22.
451.
67.
213.
366.

996.
664.
664.

1, 895.
335.
3, 373.
80.
160.
6, 080.

647.
43, 507.

600.

00
5, 600. 00 001722
o
00

00

2,324.00 001723
oo
00

67

00

00

00

11,923, 67 001724

44,155. 43 001725

600. 00 001726
s
50

50
00

52

1,121.02 001727



AP300R

CHECK VEND#
DATE

8/ 19/ 26 00002

8/19/26 00015
8/19/26 00015
8/19/26 00015
8/19/26 00015
8/19/26 00015

8/19/26 00001

8/ 01/ 26
8/ 01/ 26

8/01/26 30
8/ 01/ 26 30
8/01/26 30

8/ 01/ 26

8/ 01/ 26

8/ 01/ 26

8/18/ 26

8/ 18/ 26

8/ 18/ 26

8/ 18/ 26

8/ 18/ 26

7/ 27/ 26

YEAR- TO- DATE_ACCOUNTS PAYABLE PREPAI D/ COVPUTER CHECK REG STER
*** CHECK DATES 07/29/2026 - 08/25/2026 ***

STOREY PARK - GENERAL FUND
BANK A GENERAL FUND

... EXPENSED TO.. . VENDOR NAME
YRMO DPT ACCT# SUB SUBCLASS

302 202608 320-53800-12000
FI ELD MANAGEMENT AUG26

303 202608 310-51300- 34000
MANAGEMENT FEES AUG26

3 202608 310-51300- 35200

VEBSI TE ADM N FEE AUG26

3 202608 310-51300- 35100

| NFORVATI ON TECH AUG26

3 202608 310-51300-31300
DI SSEM NATI ON FEE AUG26

303 202608 310-51300-51000
OFFI CE SUPPLI ES AUGR26

303 202608 310-51300-42000
POSTAGE AUG26

303 202608 310-51300-42500

COPI ES AUG26

C-lO\/ERNl\/ENTAL MANAGEI\/ENT SER\/I CES
08182026 202608 300 20700 10000
FY26 DEBT SERVI CE SER2015

STOQEY PARK CDD CY O REGI O\IS BANK
08182026 202608 300 20700 10100
FY26 DEBT SERVI CE SER2018

ST(]QEY PARK CDD C/ O REG| O\IS BANK
08182026 202608 300 20700 10200

FY26 DEBT SERVI CE SER2019

STOQEY PARK CDD CY O REG O\IS BANK
08182026 202608 300 20700 10500
FY26 DEBT SERVI CE SER2021

ST(]?EY PARK CDD CY O REG O\JS BANK
08182026 202608 300 20700 10600
FY26 DEBT SERVI CE SER2022

STO?EY PARK (JDD C/ O REG O\IS BANK

OSA99904 202607 310 51300 48000
NOT. OF CDD MI/ FY27 BUDGET

TRI BUNE PUBLI SHI NG COVPANY LLC DBA

TOTAL FOR BANK A

TOTAL FOR REG STER

STOR - STOREY PARK-  TVI SCARRA

1,
4,

1,

11,
a,
a,
6,

3,

103,
103,

RUN 8/ 25/ 26

AMOUNT

622.
055.
108.
162.
577.

.36
111.
.70
076.
460.
293.
0009.
657.

683.

548.
548.

25
67
17
25
17

29

_7,642.86
11,076. 94
_4,460. 36
4 293.83
_6,009.33
_3,657.48

683. 46

?0}7?8
90}7?9
90}7?0
90}7?1
90}7?2
?0}7?3

001734
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Storey Park
Community Development District
Balance Sheet
July 31, 2026

General Capital Reserve Debt Service Capital Projects Totals
Fund Fund Fund Fund Governmental Funds
Assets:
Cash - Truist $ 126,959 $ 24,147 $ - $ - $ 151,106
Investments:
Series 2015
Reserve - - 366,829 - 366,829
Revenue - - 690913 - 690913
Interest - - 19 - 19
Sinking Fund - - 72 - 72
General Redemption - - 1,618 - 1,618
Prepayment - - 2,233 - 2,233
Series 2018
Reserve - - 76,636 - 76,636
Revenue - - 177,844 - 177,844
Interest - - 0 - 0
Sinking Fund - - 0 - 0
General Redemption - - 74 - 74
Series 2019
Reserve - - 123,025 - 123,025
Revenue - - 186,907 - 186,907
Interest - - 0 - 0
Sinking Fund - - 0 - 0
Prepayment - - 1 - 1
Principal - - 40 - 40
Series 2021
Reserve - - 171,816 - 171,816
Revenue - - 192,071 - 192,071
Interest - - 0 - 0
Sinking Fund - - 64 - 64
Construction - - - 21,389 21,389
Series 2022
Reserve - - 104,570 - 104,570
Revenue - - 114,796 - 114,796
Interest - - 0 - 0
Sinking Fund - - 0 - 0
Construction - - - 15,177 15,177
SBA - Operating 562,468 - - - 562,468
SBA - Capital Reserve - 367,546 - - 367,546
SBA - OCPS - 32,175 - - 32,175
Prepaid Expenses - - - - -
Total Assets $ 689,427 $ 423,868 $ 2,209,529 $ 36,566 $ 3,359,389
Liabilities:
Accounts Payable $ 3,052 $ - $ - $ - $ 3,052
Total Liabilities $ 3,052 $ - $ = $ - $ 3,052
Fund Balances:
Assigned For Debt Service 2015 $ - $ - $ 1,061,684 $ - $ 1,061,684
Assigned For Debt Service 2018 - - 254,555 - 254,555
Assigned For Debt Service 2019 - - 309,973 - 309,973
Assigned For Debt Service 2021 - - 363,952 - 363,952
Assigned For Debt Service 2022 - - 219,366 - 219,366
Assigned For Capital Projects 2021 - - - 21,389 21,389
Assigned For Capital Projects 2022 - - - 15,177 15,177
Unassigned 686,375 423,868 - - 1,110,242
Total Fund Balances $ 686,375 $ 423,868 $ 2,209,529 $ 36,566 $ 3,356,337

Total Liabilities & Fund Equity 2,209,529 3,359,389



Storey Park

Community Development District

General Fund

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance

For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 1,191,240 $ 1,191,240 $ 1,199,237 7,997
Interest 18,000 15,000 18,613 3,613
Total Revenues $ 1,209,240 $ 1,206,240 $ 1,217,850 11,610
Expenditures:
Admini L
Supervisor Fees $ 12,000 $ 10,000 $ 8,200 1,800
FICA Expense 918 765 627 138
Engineering Fees 12,000 10,000 27,925 (17,925)
Attorney 25,000 20,833 9,158 11,676
Arbitrage 1,800 1,200 1,200 -
Dissemination Agent 18,926 15,772 15,872 (100)
Annual Audit 10,200 10,200 10,200 -
Trustee Fees 17,500 14,000 14,000 -
Assessment Administration 8,111 8,111 8,111 -
Management Fees 48,668 40,557 40,557 0)
Information Technology 1,947 1,623 1,623 -
Website Maintenance 1,298 1,082 1,082 0)
Telephone 100 83 - 83
Postage 750 625 655 (30)
Printing & Binding 750 625 109 516
Insurance 8,553 8,553 7,588 965
Legal Advertising 2,500 2,083 1,786 297
Other Current Charges 700 583 561 22
Office Supplies 100 83 4 79
Property Taxes - - 153 (153)
Dues, Licenses & Subscriptions 175 175 175 -
Total Administrative: $ 171,996 $ 146,953 $ 149,585 (2,632)




Storey Park

Community Development District
General Fund
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
0 ion & Mai
Field Management $ 19,467 $ 16,223 $ 16,223 -
Property Insurance 29,179 29,179 21,520 7,659
Electric 3,000 2,500 1,167 1,333
Streetlights 263,140 219,283 187,952 31,331
Water & Sewer 56,400 47,000 38,347 8,653
Landscape Maintenance - Contract 522,093 435,078 435,078 0)
Landscape - Contingency 20,000 16,667 8,375 8,292
Lake Maintenance 46,656 38,880 38,880 -
Mitigation Monitoring & Maintenance 13,750 11,458 - 11,458
Irrigation Repairs 25,000 20,833 25,588 (4,755)
Repairs & Maintenance 20,000 16,667 7,465 9,202
Roadways & Sidewalks 15,000 12,500 5,250 7,250
Trail & Boardwalk Maintenance 7,500 6,250 - 6,250
Dog Park Maintenance 5,000 4,167 8,790 (4,623)
Operating Supplies 1,500 1,250 - 1,250
Pressure Washing 7,500 6,250 7,500 (1,250)
Signage 8,619 7,183 12,943 (5,761)
Enhanced Traffic Enforcement 39,500 32,917 39,425 (6,508)
Contingency 1,977 1,648 - 1,648
Total Maintenance - Shared Expenses $ 1,105,281 $ 925,931 $ 854,502 71,428
Reserves
Capital Reserve Transfer $ 89,892 $ 89,892 $ 89,892 -
Total Reserves $ 89,892 $ 89,892 $ 89,892 -
Total Expenditures $ 1,367,169 $ 1,162,776 $ 1,093,980 68,796
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) (157,929) 123,870
Fund Balance - Beginning $ 157,929 $ 562,505
Fund Balance - Ending $ - $ 686,375




Storey Park
Community Development District

Month to Month

Oct Dec Jan Feb Mar pr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Total
Revenues;
Special Assessments $ - $ 51,488 § 110,328 § 76,100 $ 829,346 § 28,630 $ 33336 § 34,018 §$ 24,110 § 11,882 §$ - $ - $ 1,199,237
Interest 1,205 912 676 1,033 2,007 2,982 2,758 2,621 2,226 2,193 - - 18,613
Total Revenues $ 1,205 $ 52,400 $ 111,004 $ 77,134 $ 831,352 $ 31,612 $ 36,094 $ 36,638 $ 26,336 $ 14,075 $ © $ @ $ 1,217,850
Expenditures:
Admini S
Supervisor Fees $ 800 $ 1,200 $ - $ 1,000 $ 1,000 $ 600 $ 800 $ 800 $ 1,000 $ 1,000 $ - $ - $ 8,200
FICA Expense 61 92 - 77 77 46 61 61 77 77 - - 627
Engineering Fees 1,619 240 1,669 7,149 720 771 1,380 2,454 10,029 1,895 - - 27,925
Attorney 1,272 822 212 893 553 1,291 1,875 551 569 1,121 - - 9,158
Arbitrage 600 - - - - - - - - 600 - - 1,200
Dissemination Agent 1,577 1,577 1,577 1,577 1,577 1,577 1,677 1,577 1,577 1,577 - - 15,872
Annual Audit - - - - - 10,200 - - - - - - 10,200
Trustee Fees 3,500 - - - - - 10,500 - - - - - 14,000
Assessment Administration 8,111 - - - - - - - - - - - 8,111
Management Fees 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 4,056 - - 40,557
Information Technology 162 162 162 162 162 162 162 162 162 162 - - 1,623
Website Maintenance 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 - - 1,082
Telephone - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Postage 117 47 27 73 9 147 9 167 36 22 - - 655
Printing & Binding 1 3 3 - - 7 5 80 8 3 - - 109
Insurance 7,588 - - - - - - - - - - - 7,588
Legal Advertising - - - - - 896 - 207 - 683 - - 1,786
Other Current Charges 44 95 67 46 45 45 53 61 45 60 - - 561
Office Supplies 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 - - 4
Property Taxes - - - - - 153 - - - - - - 153
Dues, Licenses & Subscriptions 175 - - - - - - - - - - - 175
Total Administrative: $ 29793 $ 8,402 § 7,881 §$ 15,140 $ 8,307 $ 20,061 $ 20,686 $ 10,285 $ 17,667 $ 11,365 $ = $ o $ 149,585




Storey Park

Community Development District

Month to Month

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Total

0 ion & Mai

Field Management $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ 1,622 $ - $ - $ 16,223
Property Insurance 21,520 - - - - - - - - - - - 21,520
Electric 119 122 116 133 125 114 113 109 107 110 - - 1,167
Streetlights 20,792 16,755 22,457 15,232 18,851 20,346 18,415 16,484 20,313 18,307 - - 187,952
Water & Sewer 3,429 4,398 4,957 3,996 3,070 3,258 3,686 3,614 5300 2,638 - - 38,347
Landscape Maintenance - Contract 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 43,508 - - 435,078
Landscape - Contingency - 500 - 1,875 - - - - 400 5,600 - - 8,375
Lake Maintenance 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 3,888 - - 38,880
Mitigation Monitoring & Maintenance - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Irrigation Repairs 6,205 - 2,836 1,947 3,287 7,546 - 986 2,134 648 - - 25,588
Repairs & Maintenance - - 1,580 - - 200 - - 5,685 - - - 7,465
Roadways & Sidewalks 1,485 - 885 - 665 1,350 - 865 - - - - 5,250
Trail & Boardwalk Maintenance - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Dog Park Maintenance 685 465 2,785 1,405 - - - 3,290 - 160 - - 8,790
Operating Supplies - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Pressure Washing - - 7,500 - - - - - - - - - 7,500
Signage 725 - 375 3,602 5,853 - - - 963 1,425 - - 12,943
Enhanced Traffic Enforcement 3,984 3,652 4,648 3,984 3,984 4,316 4,316 3,569 4,316 2,656 - - 39,425
Contingency - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total - Shared Expenses $ 107,962 $ 74,911 $ 97,157 $ 81,192 §$ 84,853 $ 86,147 $ 75,548 $ 77,936 $ 88,235 $ 80,562 $ $ o $ 854,502
Reserves

Capital Reserve Transfer $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 89,892 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 89,892
Total Reserves $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 89,892 $§ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ $ - $ 89,892
Total Expenditures $ 137,754 $ 83,313 $ 105,038 $ 96,331 $ 183,053 $ 106,208 $ 96,234 $ 88,220 $ 105,902 $ 91,926 $ $ - $ 1,093,980

Excess Revenues (Expenditures)

(136,549)

(30,913)

648,300 (74,596)

(60,140) $

(51,582) $

(79,566) $

(77,851)

123,870




Storey Park

Community Development District
Capital Reserve Fund

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Transfer In $ 89,892 $ 89,892 $ 89,892 $ -
Interest 12,000 10,000 16,625 6,625
Total Revenues $ 101,892 $ 99,892 $ 106,517 $ 6,625
Expenditures:
Contingency $ 600 $ 500 $ 462 $ 38
Capital Outlay 161,796 134,830 220,176 (85,346)
Total Expenditures $ 162,396 $ 135,330 $ 220,638 $ (85,308)
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) (60,504) (114,120)
Fund Balance - Beginning $ 548,449 $ 537,988
Fund Balance - Ending $ 487,945 $ 423,868




Storey Park
Community Development District
Debt Service Fund - Series 2015

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 616,298 $ 616,298 $ 620,496 $ 4,198
Special Assessments - Prepayments - - 17,040 17,040
Interest 24,000 20,000 28,556 8,556
Total Revenues $ 640,298 $ 636,298 $ 666,092 $ 29,794
Expenditures:
Series 2015
Interest-11/01 $ 193,669 $ 193,669 $ 193,666 $ 3
Principal -11/01 215,000 215,000 215,000 -
Interest-05/01 188,831 188,831 188,828 3
Special Call - 05/01 - - 15,000 (15,000)
Total Expenditures $ 597,500 $ 597,500 $ 612,494 $ (14,994)
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) $ 42,798 $ 53,598
Fund Balance - Beginning $ 648,401 $ 1,008,086
Fund Balance - Ending $ 691,199 $ 1,061,684




Storey Park

Community Development District
Debt Service Fund - Series 2018

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 248,827 $ 248,827 $ 249,856 $ 1,029
Interest 6,000 5,000 8,825 3,825
Total Revenues $ 254,827 $ 253,827 $ 258,681 $ 4,854
Expenditures:
Series 2018
Interest-12/15 $ 82,838 $ 82,838 $ 82,838 $ -
Principal -06/15 80,000 80,000 80,000 -
Interest-06/15 82,838 82,838 82,838 -
Total Expenditures $ 245,675 $ 245,675 $ 245,675 $ -

Excess Revenues (Expenditures)

Fund Balance - Beginning $ 163,519 $ 241,549

Fund Balance - Ending $ 172,671 $ 254,555




Storey Park

Community Development District
Debt Service Fund - Series 2019
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 238,964 $ 238,964 $ 240,527 1,563
Interest 8,000 6,667 10,647 3,981
Total Revenues $ 246,964 $ 245,631 $ 251,174 5,544
Expenditures:

Series 2019

Interest-12/15 $ 75,275 $ 75,275 $ 75,275 -
Principal -06/15 90,000 90,000 90,000 -
Interest-06/15 75,275 75,275 75,275 -
Total Expenditures $ 240,550 $ 240,550 $ 240,550 -

Excess Revenues (Expenditures) 10,624

Fund Balance - Beginning $ 169,500 $ 299,348

Fund Balance - Ending $ 175,914 $ 309,973




Storey Park

Community Development District
Debt Service Fund - Series 2021

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance

For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 334,300 $ 334,300 $ 336,624 2,324
Interest 10,500 8,750 12,773 4,023
Total Revenues $ 344,800 $ 343,050 $ 349,397 6,347
Expenditures:
Series 2021
Interest-12/15 $ 98,334 $ 98,334 $ 98,334 -
Principal -06/15 135,000 135,000 135,000 -
Interest-06/15 98,334 98,334 98,334 -
Total Expenditures $ 331,669 $ 331,669 $ 331,669 -
Other Sources/(Uses)
Transfer In/(Out) $ (8,400) $ (7,000) $ - (7,000)
Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) $ (8,400) $ (7,000) $ - (7,000)
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) $ 4,731 $ 17,728
Fund Balance - Beginning $ 161,442 $ 346,224
Fund Balance - Ending $ 166,173 $ 363,952
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Storey Park

Community Development District
Debt Service Fund - Series 2022

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Special Assessments $ 203,549 $ 203,549 $ 204,881 1,332
Interest 5,500 4,583 7,529 2,946
Total Revenues $ 209,049 $ 208,132 $ 212,410 4,278
Expenditures:
Series 2022
Interest-12/15 $ 73,690 $ 73,690 $ 73,690 -
Principal -06/15 55,000 55,000 55,000 -
Interest-06/15 73,690 73,690 73,690 -
Total Expenditures $ 202,380 $ 202,380 $ 202,380 -
Other Sources/(Uses)
Transfer In/(Out) $ (5,000) $ (4,167) $ (4,094) (73)
Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) $ (5,000) $ (4,167) $ (4,094) (73)
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) $ 1,669 $ 5,936
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Storey Park

Community Development District
Capital Projects Fund - Series 2021
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Interest $ - $ - $ 645 $ 645
Total Revenues $ - $ = $ 645 $ 645
Expenditures:
Capital Outlay $ - $ - $ - $ -
Total Expenditures $ - $ - $ = $ -
Other Financing Sources/(Uses)
Transfer In/(Out) $ - $ - $ - $ -
Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) $ - $ - $ = $ =
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) $ - $ 645
Fund Balance - Beginning $ = $ 20,744
Fund Balance - Ending $ - $ 21,389
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Storey Park

Community Development District
Capital Projects Fund - Series 2022
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance
For The Period Ending July 31, 2026

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Revenues:
Interest $ - $ - $ 413 $ 413
Total Revenues $ = $ = $ 413 $ 413
Expenditures:
Capital Outlay $ - $ - $ - $
Total Expenditures $ - $ - $ = $ -
Other Financing Sources/(Uses)
Transfer In/(Out) $ - $ - $ 4,094 $ (4,094)
Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) $ - $ - $ 4,094 $ (4,094)
Excess Revenues (Expenditures) $ - $ 4,507
Fund Balance - Beginning $ = $ 10,670
Fund Balance - Ending $ - $ 15,177

13



Storey Park
Community Development District
Long Term Debt Report

SERIES 2015, SPECIAL TBONDS
(ASSESSMENT AREA ONE PROJECT)

INTEREST RATES: 4.000%, 4.500%, 5.000%, 5.125%
MATURITY DATE: 11/1/2045
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION 50% OF MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT $303,522
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $366,829
BONDS OUTSTANDING -9/30/15 $9,210,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 11/1/16 ($90,000)
LESS: PRINCIPALPAYMENT 11/1/17 ($155,000)
LESS: PRINCIPALPAYMENT 11/1/18 ($160,000)
LESS: PRINCIPALPAYMENT 11/1/19 (5170,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 11/1/20 ($175,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 11/1/21 ($180,000)
LESS: SPECIAL CALL 11/1/21 ($10,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 11/1/22 ($190,000)
LESS: PRINCIPALPAYMENT 11/1/23 (5200,000)
LESS: PRINCIPALPAYMENT 11/1/24 (5205,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 11/1/25 ($215,000)
LESS: SPECIAL CALL 05/1/26 ($15,000)
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $7,445,000
SERIES 2018, SPECIAL TBONDS
(ASSESSMENT AREA TWO PROJECT)
INTEREST RATES: 3.750%, 4.375%, 4.875%, 5.000%
MATURITY DATE: 6/15/2048
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION 25% OF MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT $62,200
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $76,636
BONDS OUTSTANDING - 5/22/18 $3,865,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/19 ($65,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/20 ($65,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/21 (865,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/22 ($70,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/23 (570,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/24 ($75,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/25 ($80,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/26 ($80,000)
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $3,295,000
SERIES 2019, SPECIAL TBONDS
(ASSESSMENT AREA THREE PROJECT)
INTEREST RATES: 3.500%, 3.750%, 4.250%, 4.400%
MATURITY DATE: 6/15/2049
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION 50% OF MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT $119,695
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $123,025
BONDS OUTSTANDING - 5/31/19 $3,995,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/20 ($70,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/21 (875,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/22 (875,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/23 (580,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/24 ($80,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/25 ($85,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/26 ($90,000)
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $3,440,000
SERIES 2021, SPECIAL TBONDS
(ASSESSMENT AREA FOUR PROJECT)
INTEREST RATES: 2.375%, 2.875%, 3.300%, 4.400%
MATURITY DATE: 6/15/2051
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION 50% OF MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT $167,150
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $171,816
BONDS OUTSTANDING - 6/15/21 $6,030,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/22 ($125,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/23 ($125,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/24 ($130,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/25 ($135,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/26 ($135,000)
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $5,380,000
SERIES 2022, SPECIAL ASSESSMENT BONDS
(ASSESSMENT AREA FIVE PROJECT)
INTEREST RATES: 4.250%, 4.500%, 5.000%, 5.150%
MATURITY DATE: 6/15/2052
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION 50% OF MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT $101,774
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $104,570
BONDS OUTSTANDING -9/15/22 $3,105,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/23 ($50,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/24 ($50,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/25 ($55,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 6/15/26 (855,000
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $2,895,000
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Storey Park
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

Special Assessment Receipts
Fiscal Year 2026

Gross Assessments  $ 1,267,495.00 $ 655813.00 $ 264,077.00 $ 254,217.00 $ 355784.00 $ 216,542.05 $ 3,013,928.05
NetAssessments  $ 1,191,44530 §$ 616,464.22 § 24823238 § 23896398 § 33443696 $ 203,549.53 §$ 2,833,092.37
ONROLL ASSESSMENTS
42.05% 21.76% 8.76% 843% 11.80% 7.18% 100.00%
2015 Debt 2018 Debt 2019 Debt 2021 Debt 2022 Debt
Date Distribution ~ Gross Amount  Commissions  Discount/Penalty Interest Net Receipts 0&M Portion Service Asmt Service Asmt Service Asmt Service Asmt Service Asmt
11/10/25 ACH $7,031.29 $369.14 $0.00 $0.00 $6,662.15 $2,801.74 $1,449.64 $583.73 $561.94 $786.44 $478.66 $6,662.15
11/20/25 ACH $14,198.00 $1,459.99 $567.92 $0.00 $12,170.09 $5,118.08 $2,648.14 $1,066.33 $1,026.52 $1,436.64 $874.39 $12,170.10
11/25/25 ACH $107,915.12 $0.00 $4,316.58 $0.00 $103,598.54 $43,567.94 $22,542.43 $9,077.19 $8,738.27 $12,229.46 $7,443.26 $103,598.55
12/05/25 ACH $136,596.26 $0.00 $5,463.84 $0.00 $131,132.42 $55,147.20 $28,533.64 $11,489.68 $11,060.68 $15,479.74 $9,421.49 $131,132.43
12/15/25 ACH $30,403.41 $0.00 $1,216.14 $0.00 $29,187.27 $12,274.59 $6,350.98 $2,557.36 $2,461.87 $3,445.46 $2,097.02 $29,187.28
12/22/25 ACH $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,500.99 $1,500.99 $631.24 $326.61 $131.52 $126.60 $177.19 $107.84 $1,501.00
12/22/25 ACH $104,711.52 $0.00 $4,188.45 $0.00 $100,523.07 $42,274.56 $21,873.23 $8,807.72 $8,478.86 $11,866.41 $7,222.29 $100,523.07
01/15/26 ACH $188,495.69 $0.00 $7,539.80 $0.00 $180,955.89 $76,100.25 $39,374.94 $15,855.15 $15,263.16 $21,361.23 $13,001.16 $180,955.89
02/13/26 ACH $2,054,238.90 $0.00 $82,169.60 $0.00 $1,972,069.30 $829,345.60 $429,110.67 $172,790.50 $166,338.92 $232,796.10 $141,687.50 $1,972,069.29
03/13/26 ACH $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,922.13 $4,922.13 $2,069.98 $1,071.03 $431.27 $415.17 $581.04 $353.64 $4,922.13
03/13/26 ACH $65,786.97 $0.00 $2,631.48 $0.00 $63,155.49 $26,559.78 $13,742.26 $5,533.61 $5,327.00 $7,455.29 $4,537.54 $63,155.48
04/15/26 ACH $82,288.45 $0.00 $3,019.92 $0.00 $79,268.53 $33,336.05 $17,248.37 $6,945.42 $6,686.09 $9,357.38 $5,695.22 $79,268.53
05/15/26 ACH $83,466.21 $0.00 $2,576.92 $0.00 $80,889.29 $34,017.66 $17,601.03 $7,087.43 $6,822.80 $9,548.71 $5,811.66 $80,889.29
06/15/26 ACH $55,121.84 $0.00 $894.09 $0.00 $54,227.75 $22,805.26 $11,799.64 $4,751.37 $4,573.97 $6,401.40 $3,896.11 $54,227.75
06/16/26 ACH $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,102.47 $3,102.47 $1,304.73 $675.08 $271.83 $261.69 $366.24 $222.90 $3,102.47
07/15/26 ACH $28,254.46 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $28,254.46 $11,882.30 $6,148.00 $2,475.62 $2,383.19 $3,335.34 $2,030.00 $28,254.45
08/14/26 ACH $50,990.28 $0.00 $83.85 $0.00 $50,906.43 $21,408.49 $11,076.94 $4,460.36 $4,293.83 $6,009.33 $3,657.48 $50,906.43
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL $3,00949840 $ 1,829.13 § 114,668.59 $ 9,525.59 $ 2,902,526.27 $ 1,220,645.45 631,572.63 $ 254,316.09 $ 244,820.56 $ 342,63340 $ 208,538.16 $ 2,902,526.29
102.45% Net Percent Collected

$  (69/433.90) Balance Remaining to Collect
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