























































































































June 3, 2020 Baytree CDD

Ms. Sunter: I don’t think the speed humps are slowing people down. I think Artie’s
recommendation of doing a straight up survey is a good one. I think you will be surprised that
the vast majority of Baytree doesn’t want them. Whether that matters or not, I don’t know, but it
should. We are really affected every day by this and it’s difficult.

Mr. Scougall: Would the Board consider following through on Rich Bosseler’s
recommendation from the last meeting of just moving the speed bumps, so they align with the
golf course? That would seem to potentially move closer to everyone’s wish of maintaining the
speed humps and putting them in a place where according to Mr. Bosseler’s survey, the residents
are okay with it. It slows people down and adds a benefit of slowing people down by the golf
course. The primary negative is certainly financial. It costs $3,500, but it would be a middle
ground solution.

Mr. Mills: Greg, I don’t have the study in front of me anymore, but the original Atkins
engineering study recommended the one in front of Ms. Sunter’s house. The other one was, I
think if T remember correctly, right before you get to Bradwick. There was one there and then
there was another one further up Baytree Drive, before you get to the one that’s there now. So,
there were four strategically placed there to slow down traffic.

Mr. Geoffrey Studds (7971 Chatham Court): Great. So that coincides with that
recommendation. The golf cart crossing is right before Bradwick, as the survey recommended.

Mr. Mills: That is correct, but there was also one in front of Ms. Sunter’s house.

Ms. Sunter: I read a lot of discussion and saw that there were about five acceptable
locations. Mel, you were the one who made the final decision. The other options were the grassy
area by the gate, golf cart crossing and a couple of other places that had less impact on houses. I
know that you were the final person to make that decision based on what I read in the notes. So,
it seemed like there were alternatives that would not have an enormous impact on a single
homeowner as it is for me.

Mr. Brown: That was a Board decision, not a Mel decision, based upon the
recommendation of the engineering company we hired to do the study.

Mr. Studds: That differs with what Mel reported last week.

Ms. Sunter: I have a notice from that meeting.

Mr, Mills: The engineer said this is where it should go, which is relative to where it is

now. I said to her, “If we put it here is that going to be satisfactory?” She said yes.
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Mr. Darby: We couldn’t put it at the golf cart crossings because the engineer advised that
it would interfere with the flow of the water at the Miami curbs.

Mr. Malavé: That is correct.

Ms. Sunter: It’s interfering with my water. Mr. Darby said, “I think the Board gave Mel
authority at the last meeting to approve the speed humps and proceed.” Mr. Brown said, “We
did.” Mr. Darby said, “So it would operate under that premise. You and Mel will get together
and figure it out and then do it.” Anyway, there were other alternatives, such as the grassy area
by the gate. I said my piece and I appreciate your time. It’s just super disappointing to me and
my husband.

Mr. Showe: Are there any other audience comments at this time? Hearing none, are there

any other Board Member comments? If not, we need a motion to adjourn.

NINTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Adjournment

On MOTION by Mr. Darby seconded by Ms. Witcher to adjourn
the meeting by roll call vote:

Supervisor Witcher: Aye

Supervisor Mills: Aye

Supervisor Bosseler: Aye

Supervisor Darby: Aye

Supervisor Brown: Aye

Motion Passed 5-0.

Secr;x{r}-'/Assis(ant Secretary
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