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I Dorothy Menasco 

From: stefanie@trialwork.net 
Sent: 

To: Filings@psc.state.fl.us 
Subject: Electronic Filing 
Attachments: Teco PSC complete package0001 .pdf 
Please see attached documents requested to  be filed. 

Tuesday, June 05,2012 2:55 PM 

Stefanie 

Stefanie Neuman 
Assistant to 
1. Benton Stewart, 11, Esq. 

11705 Boyette Road 
Suite 205 
Riverview FL 33569 

STEWART LAW P.L.L.C. 

P: 813-354-6446 
F: 813-354-5574 

"The minute you settle for less than you deserve, you get even less than you settled for." - 
Maureen Dowd 

6/5/2012 



The Stewart Law, P.L.L.C. 
11705 Boyette Road Suite 205 

Riverview, Florida 33569 
bstewa@trislworknet 

31 May2012 
Public Service Commission 
Filing Clerk 

Re: Evans property 7207 Alafia Ridge Road Riverview, Florida 33569 

Dear Clerk, 

I am submitting the enclosed package for the benefit of Robert D. Evans. The subject matter 
for this complaint was originally brought before the county court for the thirteenth judicial circuit in 
and for Hillsborough County Florida case number 201 1-4041 1 Division H, Robert D. Evans 
(Plaintif0 v. Tampa Electric Company (Defendant). In that action Tampa Electric brought motion 
to dismiss based on their contention that Mr. Evans was required to bring the gravamen of this 
complaint before the Public Service Commission. Mr. Evans contented that the gravamen of his 
complaint rested outside the jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission. In an effort to amicably 
resolve the differences between the parties I contacted the Public Service Commission and was 
informed that the Commission would not hear Mr. Evans complaint while it was pending in a state 
court. Upon agreed motion between the Plaintiffs and the Defendant's in the state court action the 
judge entered the order attached in the package, stating that he would suspend the action in state 
court to allow the Public Service Commission to make a determination of whether Mr. Evans 
complaint was within their jurisdiction to hear and determine whether or not they could reach a final 
resolution to this matter. 

Based on the order of the court Mr. Evans is now submitting his petition to the honorable 
counsel for their determination on whether they have jurisdiction to hear this matter and whether 
they can rule as to a finalization to the claims included. 

In the underlying action Tampa Electric company was represented by Mr. Tim Connelly. 
(100 S Ashley Dr Ste 1700 Tampa, Florida 33602 Phone:813.229.2121) 

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me. 

cc: Robert D. Evans 

Telephone: (813) 3544446 Fax: (813) 3.34-SS74 



7207 Alafia Ridge Road 
Riverview, Florida 33569 

Teco Underground Utilities 

Critical Dates 

July 27,1988 
property depicting two (2) Proposed Residences and a Proposed Storage & Bath House. 

January 26,1989 
Removal Permit to commence construction on one (1) of the two Proposed Residences as 
shown on site plan dated July 27, 1988. 

March 10,1989 
to Tampa Electric Company, to facilitate the installation of “underground lines and 
conduit ...” 

Site plan prepared by Gene Copeland Surveying of subject 

Site plan provided to Hillsborough County EPC to obtain Tree 

Underground Easement executed by then owner, Dennis R. Burke, 

March 22,1989 
General Telephone Company of Florida for underground service as depicted on Exhibit 
“A” attached. 

Telephone Distribution Easement executed by Dennis R. Burke, to 

April 11,2006 
Layout 705238. 

October 4,2010 
procedure in obtaining power for irrigation well to subject property. Greg said that Teco 
had no record of any conduits on the property and denied ownership of the existing 
underground conduits. He said that Teco would not expend the capital expense to extend 
electrical service to the property just for irrigation well as it did not generate adequate 
revenue to Teco from a usage standpoint. He cited that he owned stock in Teco and could 
not financially justify to expenditure. 

John Grygiel filed application of Electrical Permit citing TECO 

Spoke with Greg Kieninger of Teco to inquire about timeframe and 

October 13,2010 Closed of the subject property. 

February2011 
utility subcontractors for Teco) confirmed that they had not installed the existing 
underground conduits, but believed that Teco had installed them as they were to Teco 
standards. 

Site inspections by Griffin Utilities and Team Fishel (underground 



May 25,2011 Letter to Mr. Harry Heuman, Hillsborough County Building 
Department, regarding request for Nonresidential Farm Building Exemption for the 
Maintenance Barn noting Teco’s refusal to provide power. 

October 7,2011 
to inform them that construction of the Maintenance Barn was now underway. Provided 
them copies of easements and showed them the two site plans referenced above. 

October 26,2011 Met with Greg Kieninger, Tom Jordan and Clinton Pinder at the 
subject property. Maintenance Barn was under construction and reinforced the need of 
power now that my demands would be greater than just irrigation well. They repeatedly 
denied that Teco owned the existing conduit or that Teco had any records of installing the 
underground conduit. They said that Teco would be willing to provide the requested 
underground service for a fee. 

When I asked who Teco sent onto the property to repair the underground conduit under 
the creek in February 201 1, they denied that Teco had any knowledge of such repair. 
Only when I stated that I had two witnesses did they change their story and admit that 
John Dye of Teco had conducted the inspected and subsequent repair. 

November 17,201 1 Received quote from Teco that providing power would be either 
$5,276.15 or $13,976.15, depending on usability of existing conduit. 

Met with Greg Kieninger and Karen Campbell at Teco main ofice 



IN THE COUNTY COURT OF THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND 
FOR HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, STATE OF FLORIDA 

CIVIL DlVlSlON 

ROBERT D. EVANS 

Plaintiff, 

CASE NO.: 20 I 1  404 1 1 

DIVISION: H 

V. 

TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. , 
ORDER 

THIS CAUSE having come before the Court upon Defendant, TAMPA ELECTRIC 

COMPANY'S, Motion to Dismiss the Plaintiffs First Complaint, it is hereby: 

ORDERED AND ADJIJDGED as follows: 

1. Defendant states, among other reasons, that the Plaintiff failed to exhaust his 

available administrative remedy by first seeking the intervention of the Florida Public Service 

Commission. Without addressing the merits of Defendant's motion, I hereby withhold ruling and 

order the parties to submit their claim to the Florida Public Service Commission for 

determination. I am staying this proceeding until after the entry of an opinion by the Florida 

Public Service Commission, at which time the parties may reset this matter before the Court and 

address any outstanding issues. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Tampa, Hillsborough Coum/&&t&,NED 

MAY 2 5 2012 day ofMay 2012. 

"aim Honorable Margaret T. Courtney 
Circuit Court Judge 

Copies to: 
J. Benton Stewart 11. Esquire, 11705 Boyette Rd Suite 205 Riverview FL 33569 
Timothy C. Conky, Esquire, Post Office Box 838, Tampa FL 33601-0838 



PETITION 
COMES NOW Robert D. Evans (hereinafter referred to as “Evans”), as owner of and for 

the benefit of a property known as 7207 Alafia Ridge Rd, Riverview, FL 33569 (hereinafter 

referred to as “Subject Property”), and brings this claim to Florida’s Public Service Commission 

(hereinafter referred to as “Commission”) against Tampa Electric Company (hereinafter referred 

to as “TECO) by through undersigned counsel, on this verified Petition and states in support 

thereof as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Evans is a resident in Hillsborough County Florida. 

At all times relevant hereto, Teco was a public services and utilities company 

located within and capably of providing services to the Subject Property in 

Hillsborough County, Florida. 

On or about July 27,1988, a site plan was prepared by Gene Copeland Surveying 

of Subject Property depicting two proposed residences and a proposed storage and 

bath house. Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” 

On or about January 26, 1989, said site plan was provided to Hillsborough County 

EPC to obtain tree removal permits to commence construction on one of the two 

proposed residences as depicted on the site plan of July 27, 1998. Exhibit “A” 

On or about March 10, 1989, Teco negotiated and executed an underground utility 

easement from the then property owner, Denise R. Burke, to facilitate the 

installation of the “underground lines and conduit.. .” in order to provide electrical 

service for the planned improvements. Said underground utility easement is 

recorded in the Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida, OR Book 5746, 

Page 870. Attached hereto as Exhibit “B” 



6. On or about March 22, 1989, a telephone distribution easement was negotiated 

and executed by the then property owner, Denise R. Burke, to the favor of 

General Telephone Company of Florida for underground services and the 

installation of underground communication wiring and conduit. Said telephone 

distribution easement is recorded in the Public Records of Hillsborough County, 

Florida, OR Book 55658, Page 625. Attached hereto as Exhibit “C” 

During the time frame material hereto, Subject Property has been and continues to 

be agricultural property operated for the furtherance of agricultural enterprise. 

Evans acquired said Subject Property from Mr. John Grygiel for the purposes of 

expanding its agricultural production capacity and improving said property 

relying on Teco to provide electric service to aid in the improvement of the 

Subject Property, as the existing underground utility conduits were clearly visible. 

As a requirement to its more efficient and expanded agricultural use, the Subject 

Property requires irrigation and power to comply with the requisite standards of 

animal husbandry. 

Prior to Evans’ acquiring the Subject Property, underground utility conduits were 

installed by both TECO and General Telephone Company of Florida as set forth 

in the respective underground utility easements, as preparation for the full 

installation of “necessary appurtenances”, with terminal ends. 

TWO installed “pull wires” through the length of the underground conduit, 

commencing from the Teco utility pole, number 239046-30351, along Alafa 

Ridge Road right of way, through the Subject Property and to a terminus end on 

the Subject Property, to facilitate the installation of electrical service. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 



12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

On or about October 4,2010 Evans spoke with the actual and apparent agent of 

Teco, Mr. Greg Kieninger, to inquire about timeframe and procedure in obtaining 

power for irrigation well to Subject Property. 

During said conversation, Mr. Kieninger said that Teco had no record of any 

conduits on the Subject Property and denied ownership of the existing 

underground conduits or underground utility easement. 

Evans requested that Mr. Kieninger institute the requisite procedures to supply 

power to said Subject Property to aide in the agricultural use and maintenance of 

the necessary pasture improvements. 

Mr. Kieninger said that Teco would not expend the capital expense to extend 

electrical service to the Subject Property just for imgation well as it did not 

generate adequate revenue to Teco from a usage standpoint. He cited that he 

owned stock in Teco and could not financiallyjustify the expenditure as an 

employee or stock holder. 

On or about October 13,201 0, Evans closed on the purchase of the Subject 

Property and became the owner of record. Attached hereto as Exhibit “ D  

On or about February of 201 1, site inspections were conducted by Griffin Utilities 

and Team Fishel, both of whom are underground utility subcontractors for Teco. 

Both subcontractors independently confirmed that they were not the original 

installers of the existing underground conduits. 

Both subcontractors confirmed that based on their best knowledge and belief the 

conduits had been installed by Teco contractors and were installed to Teco 

standards. 



20. Teco does not commence the installation of underground conduits on private 

property unless ( I )  an underground utility easement over the property has been 

fully negotiated, executed and recorded, and (2) a service contract has been 

executed and prepayment has been made for the installation of the underground 

conduit, transmission lines and transformer. 

On or about May 25,201 1 Evans wrote to Mr. Harry Heuman, Hillsborough 

County Building Department, regarding request for an exemption to build a non 

residential farm building on the subjects property noting Teco’s refusal to provide 

power, including a site plan of the Subject Property and the location of the 

proposed maintenance barn. Attached hereto as Exhibit “ E  

On or about October 7,201 1, Evans met with actual and apparent agents of Teco, 

Ms. Greg Kieninger and Ms. Karen Campbell at Teco’s main office, Tampa, 

Florida to inform them that construction of the previously sited maintenance barn 

21. 

22. 

was underway. 

At that meeting, Evans showed said Teco agents the site plan referenced herein as 

Exhibit “A”; provided them with copies of the easement which Teco maintained 

referenced herein as Exhibit “ B ;  and showed them the Agricultural Exemption 

from Hillsborough County authorizing the construction of the maintenance barn, 

dated July 9,201 1. Attached hereto as Exhibit “F” 

On or about October 26,201 1, Evans met with actual and apparent agents of 

Teco, Mr. Greg Kieninger, Mr. Tom Jordan and Mr. Clinton Pinder, at the Subject 

Property. 

At the time of this meeting the agricultural maintenance barn was under 

23. 

24. 

25. 



construction and agents were given actual notice and physical evidence that the 

power demand would be greater than simply an irrigation well by demonstrating 

that a maintenance facilities and equipment were going to be in place. Evans also 

informed them that he had a reasonable belief that hture expansions may occur to 

the facilities 8s need dictated. 

At the October 26,201 1 meeting, Teco’s agents denied that Teco owned the 

existing underground conduit or that Teco had any records of installing the 

underground conduit on Subject Property. 

At the October 26,201 1 meeting, Teco’s agents stated that they would be willing 

to provide the requested underground service to Subject Property for an additional 

fee from Evans. 

At the October 26,201 1 meeting, Evans inquired of Teco’s agents who Teco 

representative had authorized the entry on to the Subject Property without prior 

notice to Evans to effect the inspection and repair of the underground conduit 

which required jack and bore techniques during the month of February 201 1. 

Teco’s agents denied that Teco had any knowledge of such repair or entry. 

Evans stated that there were witnesses who had personally seen Teco employees 

or sub contractors enter onto Subject Property and effect said repairs. 

Upon Evans relating this information to Teco’s agents, the agents admitted that 

Mr. John Dye, an agent of Two, had conducted the inspection and subsequent 

repairs of the underground conduits. 

By entering Subject Property, Teco expressly acknowledged and exercised that an 

easement exists on the Subject Property for Teco’s benefit. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

3 1. 

32. 



33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

By exercising dominion and control over the underground conduit and effecting 

inspections and repairs without a request from Evans or prior notice to him, Teco 

expressly acknowledged that they own and maintain the existing conduit on 

Subject Property. 

On or about November 17,201 1 Teco provided Evans a quote which stated that 

they would be willing to supply power to the Subject Property for a range of 

$5,276.15 to $13,976.15, depending on usability ofthe existing underground 

conduit which Teco had previously inspected and repaired. Attached hereto as 

Exhibit “ G  

Hillsborough County issued an electrical permit for connection of electrical lines 

from the maintenance barn to the Teco transformer that is to be located on the 

Subject Property, in order to provide electrical service, which is currently in 

effect, permit number NEL31959. 

All conditions required precedent to the installation of a transformer and electrical 

service to Subject Property have been meet or waived by act, omission or deed. 

Subject Property through Evan’s suffered a monetary damage through a loss of 

agricultural assets due to Teco’s refusal to honor their pre-existing contract. 

Economic damages accrued as agricultural enterprises could not proceed in an 

efficient fashion with out the supply of power. 

Irrigation of improved pastoral land can not occur with out supply of electrical 

power. 

Evans has spent time, monies, and resources to improve the existing pastoral land 

which went to waste due to Teco’s refusal to supply adequate power. 



41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51. 

52. 

Evans has spent time efforts and money as a direct result of Teco’s actions 

In an attempt to mitigate economic harm Evans agreed to pay Teco’s demanded 

s u m  under protest with the agreement that he could contest payment and seek 

remittal of proffered sum through all avenues so available to him. 

Teco agreed to said conditions and accepted Evan’s offer of proffered funds. 

Teco received an easement of entry into the property by virtue of the contract. 

Teco received indeterminate valuable and good consideration at the time of entry 

into the contract. 

Teco installed and continues to maintain the underground utilities conduit through 

Subject Property. 

Upon accepting of easement and partial performance of installing subterranean 

chase Teco entered a valid and binding contract for the benefit of Subject 

Property. 

Said contract runs with the property and benefits the property. 

Teco refused to fulfill their obligation under the contract after partial performance 

by failing to finish the installation of the required infrastructure required for the 

delivery of electrical service. 

The parties to the original contract Teco and prior Subject Property owner entered 

into to directly benefit the value and use of Subject Property and subsequent 

owners. 

Teco has breached their contract by failing to fulfill their obligation under the 

prior entered into contract which runs with Subject Properly. 

Evans filed a claim with the Court in the 13Ih Judicial district seeking redress and 



Declaratory relief among other counts. See (compliant) Robert D. Evans v. 

Tampa Electric Company attached here to. 

The declaration requested a factual determination as to dominion control and 

ownership of underground conduit located on Subject Property owned by Evans. 

A privilege and right to utilities service is dependant upon the facts before the 

Commission as alleged herein. 

Teco has an actual present adverse and antagonistic interest in the subject matter 

contained herein and seeks to profit in an unjust legal and factual fashion as a 

result of the position which they have undertaken. 

Said antagonistic and adverse interests are before this Commission by process of 

the facts alleged and contained herein. 

The relief sought in the form of declaratory judgment is not the seeking of legal 

advice or questions padded by curiosity, but rather a matter of finding of fact that 

is clear enough equitable. 

Evans respectfully requests this Commission to enter declaratory judgment stating 

that, 

a. A valid easement existed through subject’s property for Teco’s benefit. 

b. Teco exercised dominion and control over underground utility conduit 

installed on Subject Property. 

c. Teco has failed to perform their obligations pursuit to their easement and 

exercise of control over Subject Property 

d. Teco as a matter of law and fact had an obligation to finish their partial 

performance by completing the required infrastructure to allow the delivery of 

53. 

54. 

55.  

56. 

57. 

58 .  



59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

64. 

electrical service to Subject. 

Teco entered a contact whereby they were to provide the underground lines, 

conduit, including necessary appurtenances, to Subject Property as so required to 

supply electrical power to said Subject Property. 

Teco abandoned the intent at the root of the contract and through its failure to 

perform altered the rest of the contract contrary to what was intended and 

contracted at the time of entry. 

Teco’s breach was material in fact and law. 

Teco has willfully defaulted and willfully failed to perform. 

Evans and Subject Property have l l l y  performed all conditions, conveniences 

and promises that were required to be performed. 

Evans, as owner of Subject Property, has suffered damages caused by defendant’s 

breach. 

WHEREFORE, Subject Property through Evans respectfully requests this Commission to 

enter an order requiring the return of monies submitted by Evan’s in an effort to mitigated 

damage and statutory interest on said sum from the date of proffer to the date of this ruling along 

with reasonable attorney’s fees and cost. 

Dated: May 3/, 201 2 

Verified as True and Correct by: 

Robertb. Evans 



Respectfully submitted, 

L Bar No.: 0126969 
tcwart Law, P.L.L.C. 

Counsel for Plaintiffs 
1 1705 Boyette Road 
Suite 205 
Riverview FL 33569 
Telephone: (81 3) 354-6446 
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ItiOTR-4: 2010347726, -20139 PG: 280 pC8: 280 - 283 1+3/2010 at 
04:20:50 RI, DOC TAX PD(F.S.201.02) $2450.00 DEPUTY CLBRK:DLeDUC P8t 
FrMk,Clert  of the Cimuit Court Hillaborough County 

E%h'IBtT D 

1 of 4. 

This hrbuurlpwaml by wd rJtu recordation 
rr)rin lk' 

Stcphanic I Stcwact, 1:sq 
Stnwt 'I itlc (immiy Company 
3401 w. Cyplns S l l u l  
Tampa, F133607 

Ropucl lax Folia No 74HHO-OOO 

1fUS SI'LCIAL W I W M N I ' Y  NlU is msdc 08 of tho 13th day of Octobcl. 2010. by 
Ud bdwon .John t. (irygid and bslcy B (irygid, husband and wifc. whose mailing . d b  is 
311 ChWin Road, =a. U. 33584 (herckuftcr collectively icfwtrd IO as lhe 'Cnnter"), 
and Rnhi D. Evans. liustcc ofthe Kobat D. E v a  Revocable Irust udu Rcweclblc Inst 
rlLrmmont dald 44 5, 1999, 05 amcndcd Octcbcr 7. 2010, whose msilieg n d d m s  ia YLU 
Hubour Bay Lhivc, 'lampa, b L 33642 (kinaflcr 1cfcrrcd tu as t k  "Granted'). 

!IN E s s E_r H: 
The CirantoI, fnr and in conaidnation of the  sum ot Tcn and No/lOOUU JJoUlus (Sl0,OO) 

md Mhar guud md valuable wnsibaliuns. the receipl and numciency of which 810 hcioby 
mknuwledyul, hereby grants, bmguins, sella, convey%, mise# .  relwees and tmfm unla the 
Ciaanlee, it: aucescor8 arid UrigoB, sll that certain land rifuate in Itillsburuuyh County. Florida, 
moE hllly deoribed ad follows (thc "Property"): 

scc . - "  anachcd hcrcto and mdc a part hcrcof, which 
Propsly i n  auhject LO those W t e m  sct forth M Rxblbil "e 
anacbcd hucto and hercby made a pail hereof (tk "Permitted 
Uccptim"); pruvidcd, howcva, that rcfcrcnce ofthc Permitted 
lsccptiaa is not intcndcd to icirnpor the s a c .  

T(KiP.IIIRR with all the h e m a h .  herrdimnents and ipptcnanccs lhcreto bcIon& 
ui in rmywivs vpnlaininp 

T O  HAVF. Ah3 TO HOl.TI the xime in kc rimplc fntcvcr 

THF, PROPFRTY IS NOT I€lE HOMESTF,AD OF THE GRANTOR 

The Orantor don k c b y  covenant that the Grantor. subject tu the Pnmi((rcl F.x~pliuns, 
(i) ia hwfhlly a c i d  ofthc Propcity in fbc simple. (ii) has good right and l a d  ndcuity tu scll 
aod convcy the Properly, and (ii) winuts and will dcfcnd rbc same a&sl the lawful claim of 
all  pmnnr whmnracvcr claiming by. through oi undn thc (irsntor but against none aher. 



s rArn OF FLORIDA 
COUNl Y 01. HILLSBOKOUOH 

The hiegoing insliumsnr was uckwwld@ htrfure ma this& day nl'Octoha, 2010, 
iwnally known lo ma oi have pmdvCee 

(Aftk Nomy Seal OI Stamp) 
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Primittod Exceptions 

TaxcsMd(~~t3~mcnbforthcycar2010aod subscqucntyclus 

Zoning ml uthu yovanmcntnl law, rules aud mgulations, 

Tclepbonc Disbibution Clswncnt mdcd in Official Rcco~b Book 56511. Pagc 625. of 
the Public Records of HiUsbaough Couniy. Flmida 

lmpa Ekcctic Campany F-cnl tecoidul in Ofkicial Rmds Book 5744 Page 870. 
orthe Puhlic Rcsonla of Hillaboro& County. Florida 
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Robert D. Evans 
920 Harbour Bay Drive 
Tampa, Florida 33602 

(813) 229-7777 

I OF 4- 

May 25,201 I 

Mr. Harry Heuman, Manager 
Building Services Division 
Hillsbornugh County Division of 

P. 0. Box 11 10 
Tampa, Florida 33601 

PlaMing and Growth Management 

RE: NONRESIDENTIAL FARM BUILDING EXEMPTION 
MAINTENANCE BARN 
7207 ALAFIA RIDGE ROAD 
RIVERVIEW, FLORIDA 33569 

Dear Mr. Heuman: 

On behalf of the Robert D. Evans Trust (Owner), I would like to request an exemption 
h m  construction permitting for a nonresidential farm building on the p r o m  located at 
7207 Alafia Ridge Road, Riverview, Florida The property already is classified as 
“greenbelt” and is also referenced as Folio # 074880-0000. This exemption is requested 
puRuant to the exemptions provisions of Chapter 553.73 and 604.50 of the Florida 
Statutes. The building will be used as a nonresidential farm building and consist of a 
woodcn h e d  Maintenance Barn to house and maintain various farming equipment 
used in the normal come of agricultural activities on the Propmy. 

To date, we have been unable to install a well lo irrigate our pastures to provide 
supplemental feeding for OUT goat herd as TECO has refused to provide electrical service 
merely to tllll a well pump. They cited the minimal electrical usage that the pump would 
generate versus the cost to install the distribution lines and transformer. As a result, we 
have been required to provide supplement feeding. 

This has prompted us to design the Maintenance Barn and irrigation system of sufficient 
sizc to satisfy TECO’s electrical load demands to install service. In addition, it will 
provide the necessary facilities to properly maintain the on-going agricultural operations. 



The Maintenance Barn will be centrally located on the Property and conforms to the 50 
foot rear setback per Section 6.01.01 as required for District ASC-I. The side setbacks far 
exceed the I5 foot minimum. No trees will be impacted. (See Plan SheetAl.l and 
Boundary Survey attached) 

The Maintenance Barn has a maximum length of 64 feet and a maximum width of 36 
feci. 

The Property is an active farming operation that involves raising goats. We understand 
that the grantlng of this exemption does not relieve us of any applicable obligations to 
comply with Hillsbornugh County Land Development Code requirements that may 
restrict or place conditions on the placement, size or usage of the structure. 

We also understand that though nomidenhal farm bruldlngs as exempt h m  Florida 
minimum building codes, Tampa Electric Company will not provide electrical service to 
the building unless an electrical permit is obtained from Hillsbornugh County’s Division 
of Planning and Growth Management and electrical inspections as satisfactorily passed 
to contirm proper installation. 

With kindcst regards, 

#/- 
Robert D. Evans, Trustee 
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Mr. Robert Evans 
920 Hartour Bay Drive 

SUBIECT: AGIUCUL.TURAL EXEMPTION 
FOLIO NO. 74880.0000 

DwMr. Evans: 

The requsst for a propsed second non-residential farm building used p1 a Maintenance Barn for various 
farmiag equipment p1 depicted on the Site Plm you submitted May 3 1,201 1 for agriculnrrsl purposds is 
oxsmpr from the Florida Building Code on a parccl of land identified p1 folio number 74880.0000 is 
appmd. Any incrcarc and/or expansion of the proposal usea or square feet will rcquira an additional 
mview. A review of the submitted material suppow this approval to be exempt pursuant to FS 553.7 (9) 
(c) and FS 60450. 

As we p a  am aware the requlremenb of the Efllrborough County Land Development Code (LoC) 
are ap-6 indudlog but not Umlted to Flood Damage Control in Article ill and the Natunl 
Raoukw reguirrmecltr in Article IV. Aerial photography show trew in the p r o p o d  loation for 
the M0d.I.r Structure; thw, prior to the placement of the p r o p 4  Modular Slructurc, I 
rewmlwnd you c o m W  Christ. Hull, who Im the hvironmenhl Supervisor im the Natural 
Rdaoarra Sstiom, at 813-276-8356 or pull@billaborom&muntv.org to ensure LDC comptlrnec 
Wan.  

This lpprwal does not exempt the non-residential farm building from compliance wi!h requirements of 
dte Fbs Marshalk or ether applicable State or County rules imd raplatiom. If.elocbicity is to be pmvided 
tothis stfilO2ur0, an ele%‘icd pcfmit is required 08 this is a Tampa Elsctric Company requirwnent. 

Plsasecomsameat813.307.4503 o r a t w  m g  if you have questions 
rcgudingthis action. 

$& Planning md Growth Management Department 

Building Service Division 
601 East Kennedy Boulevard 
Tampa,FL 33601-1110 



November 17,2011 

Mr. Rotart D. Evans 
L o c h m  Devebpmed Gmup, Inc. 
920 Harbour Bay Dr. 
Tampa, FL 33802 

RE: Evans EleUtic S e ~ c a  at 7207Nafia Ridge Rd. Rwerview. FL 

Oear Mr. Evans: 

TECO ConstrudiMI Charges and Easement 

Tampa Ekdk Ccinpny (TECO) has canplated the underground cabie and padmounted transformer 
design' to serve your barn at the address stated above as discussed on sib with you. You will find two 
attaohments an lnvolce for the consbuction charges end e new easement document. 

Provided TECO can use the previously installed conduit the charge to install 750' of underground primaty 
cable and a padmounted t r ansher  is $5,276.15. Please see the attached invoice. 

TECO wiw need to verify that the axisting QIndUI  meets our standards which include a minimum of 3' of 
cover. Should the canduit not meat our requirements and require boring new 750' of conduit the charge is 
$1 3,076.16. 

With mgard to the easement document you provlded u8 WiM from a previous o w r  dated Mat& 10th of 
1889. TECO cannot determine If this easement covers this existing conduit route. TECO le asking you to 
sign the at$ched new blanket essetnent. We will in turn release this existing easement upon receiving 
this new signed BBM)ment. 

C f c u d h  to convert this new Manket aasement to a specific. TECO will hold the signed easement tori0 
days before filing it with the cwnly. During this timeframe you can have the newly installed equipment 
surveyed; send us the specifr easement desuiption and we will convert the blanket easwwt to. a 
SpSdRc easement. We will then release the Manket easement and file the signed specific with the county. 

Plums0 rand the payment mado out Tampa Electric Company to the address listed on me invoice and the 
signed eawmnt to the address l i e d  in me attedment. If you prefer; you can m d  both the pepant 
and eawment dimtly to me. O m  we have both payment and the signed easement we can 5chWdUle the 
wwk. 

If you h a n  any questions pkease contact me at 813-228-4231 or 

Sincerely, 

Greg Khninpr, P.E. 
New Construction 
Tampa Electno Co. 
702 N FmkHn St. 
Tampa, FI 33602 

Cc: T. Jordan: C. Pinder; S. Bail 
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From: 
M. 
To: 

CC: Jordan, Tam F 
Sub@% 
Attlcknwntr: Tampa Electnc Easement SH11-22 - Evans pdf 

Greg, Clinton: 

Attached is the moment prepared for the Robert Evans property on Ala& Ridge Road 

Pleaas pravidc W i  document to Mr. E v a  and request that he execute the document whew indicated. 
Cqi+mpdii purposes, the document must also be signed in the presence of two witnesses and a nomy 
wbljc. 

Upon complnion, pkue  h v e  him them retum the origlnal signed document to my attention at: Tampa 
Eleehio Company, Constnrction Services, COC - Bldg. C, 2200 E. Sligb Avenue, Tampa, FL 33610. 
Once I m i v e  the original signed casement, I will prepare a Release the previous olllcmont on tbe 
properly and reconl both dOCumenk concurrently 

Ball, Sharon L [slbdlQecoenergy corn] 
Thursday, November 10,2011 9 02 PM 
Kieniger, Greg F , Pinder, Clinton J 

Tampa Electm Easement SHll-22 -Evans 

, 

Sharon f. Baa 

COC - BUildlng c 

Tampa Electric Company 
ED CoMtnrctlOn SCNIQS 

fiU0 b s l  nigh Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 33610 
(813) 275-3076 (Office1 
(813) 309-3688 (cell) 
e-mall: rlbrll~tccoencrav.com 
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6 e F  k 
Invoice 

Description 
PROJECT TITLE: EVANS BARN 
LOCATION: 7207 ALAFIA RIDGE RD 

RIVERVIEW, FL 

INSTALL 750' OF UNDERGROUND PRIMARY CABLE IN 
JXISTING CONDUIT AND SINGLE PHASE PADMOUNTED 
TRANSFORMER. TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY WILL NEED 
TO W F Y  THAT THE EXISTING CONDUIT MEETS ITS 
REQUIRED STANDARDS WHICH INCLUDES A MINIMUM OF 
THREE FEET OF COVER 
IT IS UNDERSTOOD THAT CONSTRUCTION WILL NOT BE 
SCHEDULED UNTIL THE PAYMENT HAS BEEN RECEIVED 
AND TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY IS IN RECEIPT OF 
SIGNED AND EXECUTED EASEMENTS (WHEN REQUIRED). 

TAMPA LLCOTRlC 

Field Enginwr Amount 

CLINTON P m E R  5,276. I5 

t23FY 11/17/2011 20111240 

1 Blll To 1 Tamm Electric Comoanv . .  
P.O. Box 111 
do E.D. BilUng (TELECOM) 
Tampa, FL 33601 

ATIU: ROBERT D. EVANS 
920 HARBOUR BAY DRIVE 
TAMPA. FL 33Mn 

I 
. .  

LOCHMERE DEVELOPMENT GROUP. INC. P.O. Box 111 
ilUng (TELECOM) 
d 33601 

PaymeWCmdb $0.00 



*&y ' 7207 ALAFIA RIDGE RD 1 I RI\/!=R\/Ir\A/ Cl 

J A 3" EMPTY CONDUIT WIRES BY UTILITY 

2" PVC SCHE 80 W/(3) 4/0 AL AND 

A 4 0 0 A  1PH 120/240V N3R METER BASE 

A 1 5 0 A  120/240V N3R MB FEED THROUGH 



%I 3- LPJZ; 35 L.2 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY BUILDING SERVICES DIVISION 
ELECTRICAL PERMIT APPLICATION 

I t  u undenlood h I  any pmmt mwcd on Ihn applrawn w111 MI (1-1 the nghl ot pules w em1 my ~ r n l u m  or to use my p m u f l  W n b d  for my 
puqmssor m my mannu pmhhted by the m m p  ordmsne~ orbyoihcrordinars &.or m&l~~m of Hd)rbomugh County 

PERMlT # 

PROPERTY OWNER 

MH PARKNAME / LOT: I 

DATE 

501 C a A a i e  &An. Md u 
WP 33sr-9 

SECTION /TOWNSHIP/ RANGE I I 

TECO LAYOUT ff X0FmF-s  ' - ! O Q A h  I L O  -940 


