BEFORE THE FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE CORPORATION

ST. MARTINS PL, LTD.,
Petitioner,
V. CASE NO.: 2012-034UC
FHFC Application No. 2011-069CH
FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE
CORPORATION,
Respondent.

/

AMENDED PETITION FOR INFORMAL ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEEDINGS

Pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57(2), Fla. Stat., and Rules 28-106.201 and 67-
48.005(5), Fla. Admin. Code, Petitioner ST. MARTINS PL, LTD. hereby amends its request for
an informal administrative proceeding on Florida Housing Finance Corporation’s (“FHFC” or
“Florida Housing™) proposed determination that St. Martins® application for federal low income
housing tax credits (“Housing Credits” or “HC”) and a HOME loan, Application No. 2011-
069CH, in the Year 2011 Universal Application cycle, is ineligible for funding, as reflected in the
final rankings issued by the Florida Housing on June 8, 2012 (received by St. Martins on June
11, 2012). St. Martins® original Petition in this regard was timely filed on June 29, 2012. In
support of this Amended Petition, St. Martins states as follows:

Parties

1. The agency affected is the Florida Housing Finance Corporation (“FHFC”), 227
North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1329. FHEC has assigned
Application No. 2011-069CH to this matter.

2. The Petitioner is ST. MARTINS PL, LTD. (“St. Martins”) whose business address

is 150 SE 2™ Avenue, Suite 1302, Miami, Florida 33131. For purposes of this proceeding, St.
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Martins’ address is that of its undersigned attorney, M. Christopher Bryant, Oertel, Fernandez,
Bryant & Atkinson, P.A., 301 S. Bronough Street, 5th Floor, Tallahassee, Florida 32301 (P. O.
Box 1110, Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1110), Telephone: (850) 521-0700, Facsimile: (850) 521-
0720.

Substantial Interests Affected

3. St. Martins has proposed the construction of a 94-unit homeless development in
Miami-Dade County, Florida to be known as St. Martins Place. St. Martins has proposed to set
aside 10% of the units for residents making 28% or less of Area Median Income (“AMI”) with
the remaining 90% of the units for residents making 60% or less of AMI. St. Martins has
projected its total development costs to be $27.8 million. St. Martins proposes to finance a
portion of these development costs with a HOME loan of $4.7 million; and with an annual
allocation of $2,561,000.00 in Housing Credits, which allocation is projected to generate over
$22.5 million in permanent financing. Both the HOME loan and the Housing Credits are
awarded by FHFC through a competitive process.

4. As explained more fully in this Petition, St. Martins’ substantial interests are
affected by FHFC’s apparent determination that St. Martins is ineligible for Housing Credits and
a HOME loan. Without the Housing Credits and HOME loan, St. Martins will be unable to
construct the proposed development and lease units to low income tenants. St. Martins’
application achieved the maximum score of 79 points, and received 6.0 Ability to Proceed Tie-
Breaker Points and 35.5 Proximity Tie-Breaker Points, and was the highest scoring Homeless
application, so it would have been funded but for the apparent determination of ineligibility. As

explained more fully in this Amended Petition, Florida Housing has also determined that a
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different Applicant, with a lower Proximity Tie-Breaker score, should be funded even if St.
Martins is eligible, but that determination is not supported by facts or law.
Background

5. FHFC allocates several forms of financing for affordable housing, including
federal low income housing tax credits (“Housing Credits”) and HOME Investment Partnerships
(“HOME”) loans. Applicants compete for the award of these forms of financing, which provide
more favorable financing terms than would be available through conventional financing sources.
In exchange for the receipt of such financing from FHFC, applicants enter into long-term
agreements to set aside all or a portion of the residential units within such developments to low
income residents, and, depending on the requirements of the particular program, may also be
required to limit the rents charged to such residents.

6. Both of the above-named forms of financing (Housing Credits and HOME loans)
were combined into a single “Universal Application Cycle” for 2011. Financing for these
programs is sought through the use of a joint Universal Application form. HOME and Housing
Credit applicants are subject to FHFC Rule Chapter 67-48, Fla. Admin. Code. The Universal
Application form is incorporated by reference into FHFC’s rules, as are exhibit forms to be used
with the applications, and a 154-page document entitled Universal Application Instructions,
designated UA1016 (revised 2-11).

7. Applicants in the Universal Application Cycle are scored on the various
components of their applications, such as development features and amenities, greater numbers
of units set aside, resident programs, and local government support. The maximum score that

can be assigned to a Universal Application is 79 points. Applicants must meet certain threshold
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requirements in order to be even potentially eligible to receive FHFC financing. There is,
technically, no minimum score that all applicants for Housing Credits and HOME must achieve
to be considered for funding, although a score of 72 is, for all practical purposes, a minimum
score below which no for-profit Applicant could receive funding.

8. FHFC has also established a series of “tie-breakers™ to be utilized in choosing
among applications meeting threshold which have equal scores. One of these tie-breakers is the
assignment of points for proximity of the proposed development to services that would be of
benefit to the development’s tenants, such as grocery stores, medical facilities, public schools,
and public transit services (rail or bus). A total of 37 Proximity Tie-Breaker Points are available,
and, generally, an Applicant must receive at least 20 such points to be considered for funding.

St. Martins Place Application

9. St. Martins timely submitted its 2011 Universal Cycle application to FHFC by
December 6, 2011. FHFC preliminarily reviewed and scored the 2011 Universal Application
Cycle applications, including St. Martins. On or about January 19, 2012, FHFC notified all
applicants of the preliminary threshold responsiveness, scoring, and tie-breaker score
determinations on their applications. FHFC informed St. Martins that its application did not
meet all of the required “threshold” responsiveness requirements; the threshold failure concerned
identifying all of the Principals involved in the development. FHFC also informed St. Martins
that its score would be 79 points, and that it would receive 6.0 “Ability to Proceed” tie-breaker
points and 35.5 “Proximity” tie-breaker points.

10.  Pursuant to Rule 67-48.004(6), Fla. Admin. Code, St. Martins took the

opportunity to provide additional documentation to FHFC to properly identify the Principals
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involved in the ownership and management structure of the Applicant, resolving the threshold
failure issue. This additional documentation is generally referred to as a “cure.”

11. On or about March 27, 2012, FHFC released “final” Universal Scoring
Summaries for all applicants. (Although designated “final,” the scoring summarie?s are
accompanied by points of entry to request formal or informal administrative hearings.) FHFC’s
final Universal Scoring Summary for St. Martins, which was received by St. Martins via
overnight delivery on or about March 28, 2012, is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. The final
scoring summary rescinded the earlier-cited threshold failure relating to the identity of Principals.
The final scoring summary maintained St. Martins’ score of 79 points, 6.0 Ability to Proceed
Tie-Breaker points, and 35.5 Proximity Tie-Breaker points.

Funding Priorities and Competing Homeless Applicants

12. For the 2011 Universal Cycle, FHFC established funding priorities for proposed
developments targeted to particular demographic, geographic, or public policy goals, to include
at least:

Two (2) Florida Keys Area Developments;

One (1) Public Housing Revitalization Development;

Three (3) Transportation Oriented Developments;

One (1) Rural Development Preservation Development;

Developments participating in the Preservation set-aside of 35% of the Total
Housing Credit Allocation Authority;

One (1) Elderly Development;

One (1) Homeless Development;

Developments in the Non-Preservation Set-Aside; and

Developments to meet a 15 percent Non-Profit Goal.

¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥

* X X *

13. In the 2011 Universal Cycle, five applicants, including St. Martins, applied for

funding as Homeless developments. Of those five applicants, three ultimately met all applicable
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threshold requirements. Those applicants were St. Martins Place, Amistad (2011-064CH), and
Sugar Mill Woods (2011-134CH). All three received a score of 79 points. Copies of the
Amistad and Sugar Mill Woods Scoring Summary Reports dated March 27, 2012, are attached
hereto as Exhibits “B” and “C,” respectively. Neither St. Martins Place, Amistad, nor Sugar Mill
Woods filed any challenges to their scores, Ability to Proceed Scores, or Proximity Tie-Breaker
Scores, as reflected in their respective March 27, 2012 Scoring Summary Reports.

14.  The two Homeless Applicants who did not meet all applicable threshold
requirements, Lakeshore Oaks (2011-088C) and Osprey Apartments (2011-086CH), did not
attempt to cure their threshold deficiencies (or any other deficiencies), and thus effectively
withdrew their applications from consideration for funding.

15.  Florida Housing’s Universal Application Instructions established a series of tie-
breakers to rank order tied applicants. The first three tie-breakers are, in order, the “leveraging”
classification of the competing applications into Group A or Group B; the Applicants’ Ability to
Proceed Tie-Breaker scores; and the Applicants’ Proximity Tie-Breaker scores. St. Martins
Place, Amistad, and Sugar Mill Woods were all categorized as Group A applicants, so all
remained competitive and moved on to consideration of the next tie-breaker.

16. For the next tie-breaker, St. Martins Place and Amistad each received the
maximum 6.0 Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker points, but Sugar Mill Woods only received 5.5,
effectively eliminating it from further competition for the Homeless set-aside. As their
Proximity Tie-Breaker scores, St. Martins Place received a 35.5, and Amistad received a 35.25.

17. Florida Housing has adopted by rule its Universal Application Instructions. The

Instructions include a section entitled Ranking and Selection Criteria for Applications
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Requesting Competitive HC. Both St. Martins and Amistad requested Competitive HC, as did
the other three applicants for Homeless developments; in fact, Florida Housing required
Applicants for Homeless developments to apply for both Competitive HC and HOME. Florida
Housing did not include in its Instructions, or anywhere else in its rules, different ranking and
selection criteria for Applicants seeking both Competitive HC and HOME.

18.  The Ranking and Selection Criteria included a section entitled “Option 1 Tie-
Breakers.” See, Instructions at pages 113-114. This section explained the factors and criteria
“To determine the highest ranking Application(s) that will be considered for funding to meet the
Florida Keys, TOD [Transportation Oriented Development], Elderly, Homeless, and Non-Profit
Developments Goals...” (emphasis added). The Instructions state that, for such determinations,
“all eligible unfunded applications that qualify for each Goal will be sorted first on the total score
and then Option 1 Tie-Breakers listed below.”

19.  The “Option 1 Tie-Breakers listed below” are, in order:

@) Leveraging

2) Ability to Proceed

3) Proximity

6] Rental Assistance

(5) Florida General Contractor

(6) Lottery
Amistad and St. Martins would have remained tied after application of the Leveraging and
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breakers. In applying the Proximity Tie-Breaker, St. Martins should have

prevailed, because its Proximity Tie-Breaker score of 35.5 was higher than Amistad’s score of
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35.25 points.

20. At its meeting on June 8, 2012, the Board of Directors of Florida Housing
approved “final rankings” for the invitation of applicants into credit underwriting, the next step
in the Development funding process. The proposed final rankings that are presented to the Board
are not made available to Applicants or to the public in advance of the Board meeting, and are
only distributed after the Board approves the final rankings.

21.  The final rankings released after Board action are printed on a document titled
2011 Universal Application Cycle Ranked Order, dated June 8, 2012, copy attached hereto as
Exhibit “D.” The June 8 rankings, at page 2 of 8, identify as the Homeless development to
receive funding Application 2011-064CH, Amistad. The final ranking identifies by “Y” (yes)
and “N” (no) designations, that it is an “eligible” applicant, that is was not withdrawn, and that it
met threshold. The final ranking also shows Amistad’s score as 79 points, its Proximity points as
35.25, and its Ability to Proceed points as 6.

22.  The final rankings list St. Martins Place in the “Ineligible Applications” section of
the Ranked Order list, on page 6 of 8. The list, again through Y and N designations, that St.
Martins Place is not eligible, was not withdrawn, and met threshold. It also shows St. Martins
Place as having a Score of 79, a Proximity Tie-Breaker score of 35.5, and Ability to Proceed Tie-
Breaker score of 6.0.

23.  There were 88 Applications listed as “ineligible” on the final rankings issued June
8, 2012. Ten of those applications were Applicants that share certain Principals with St. Martins;
as explained briefly in this Amended Petition, some of those ten applications (but not St.

Martins) are the subject of an Administrative Complaint served by Florida Housing in June 2012.
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Of those ten applications that include St. Martins and Applications affiliated with it, four met
Florida Housing’s threshold requirements, had not been voluntarily withdrawn by the respective
Applicants, and had scores that would otherwise entitle them to be eligible for funding or
potential funding. The other 84 Applications listed as ineligible either failed threshold, were
voluntarily withdrawn by the Applicants, or did not achieve a sufficient Application score or
Proximity Tie-Breaker score to be eligible for further consideration. Stated another way, of the
88 Applications on the ineligible list, only St. Martins and three Applications affiliated with it
were actually eligible for funding consideration under Florida Housing’s rules, but were
disqualified. The remaining 84 applications were truly ineligible, based on threshold failures,
low application scores, or low Proximity Tie-Breaker scores.

24.  Florida Housing also posted on its website a Final Ranking Scoring Summary
Report for each applicant. For St. Martins Place, Florida Housing repeated its status of meeting
threshold, and achieving a Score of 79.00, with 6.0 Ability of Proceed Tie-Breaker Points, and
35.5 Proximity Tie-Breaker Points. The June 8 Scoring Summary Report provides no indication
that St. Martins Place is ineligible, or offers any explanation or rationale for the ranking of
Amistad instead of St. Martins Place. A copy of St. Martins Place June 8, 2012, Scoring
Summary Report is attached at Exhibit “E.”

25.  Florida Housing also posted a June 8, 2012, Scoring Summary Report for
Amistad. This report confirmed that Amistad, with a score of 79.00, 6.0 Ability to Proceed Tie-
Breaker points, and 35.25 Proximity Tie-Breaker points, should not have been ranked for funding
ahead of St. Martins Place. Amistad’s June 8, 2012 Scoring Summary Report is attached hereto

as Exhibit “F.”
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Florida Housing’s Reasons for Ineligibility and Ranking, and St. Martins Response

26.  During the week of August 13, 2012, undersigned counsel took the deposition of
FHFC Executive Director Stephen Auger. Based on Mr. Auger’s deposition, St. Martins has
learned the basis for Florida Housing declaring St. Martins’ “ineligible,” and for selecting
Amistad for funding despite Amistad having a lower Proximity Tie-Breaker Score than St.
Martins. The stated reason for declaring St. Martins “ineligible” is its affiliation with certain
other persons and entities whom Florida Housing contends engaged in fraud or misrepresentation
during the application process, in alleged violation of FHFC Rule 67-48.004(12) (and, according
to Mr. Auger, possibly Rule 67-48.004(13) and applicable statutes.)

27.  In addition, St. Martins has learned that Florida Housing contends the Amistad
development should be funded instead of St. Martins because of the alleged requirement of Rule
67-48.014(2), Fla. Admin. Code. This rule states that Florida Housing shall utilize at least 15
percent of the HOME allocation for Community Housing Development Organizations
(“CHDOs™) “pursuant to 24 CFR Part 92.” Florida Housing asserts that the applicant for the
proposed Amistad development is a CHDO.

28.  St. Martins disputes that the “disqualification rule” applies to this situation, at
Jeast at this time. Rule 67-48.004(12) states, in relevant part:

(12)  If the Board determines that any Applicant or any Affiliate
of an Applicant:

(a) Has engaged in fraudulent action;
(b) Has materially misrepresented information to the

Corporation regarding any post or present
Application or Development;...
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the Applicant and any of the Applicant’s Affiliates will be
ineligible for funding or allocation in any program administered by
the Corporation for a period of up to two (2) years, which will
begin from the date the Board makes such determination. Such
determination shall be either pursuant to a proceeding conducted
pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57, F.S., or as a result of a
finding by a court of competent jurisdiction.

(Emphasis added.)

29.  Florida Housing’s factual basis for invoking the disqualification rule relates to the
designation by certain other applicants (not St. Martins) in the 2011 Cycle of a particular grocery
store for purposes of achieving Proximity Tie-Breaker Points. The persons or entities involved
with those other applicants may be sufficiently related to St. Martins so as to be considered
“Affiliates,” as defined in Florida Housing Rule 67-48.002(5). However, the quoted
disqualification rule requires that a determination by the Board of fraud or misrepresentation can
only be made “pursuant to” (i.e., through the use of) administrative and judicial proceedings.
There have, to date, been no administrative or judicial proceedings resulting in a determination
that fraud or misrepresentation occurred.

30.  Florida Housing had prepared an Administrative Complaint against these other
persons and entities (not including St. Martins), with a date of June 6, 2012, but the record of the
Board’s meeting on June 8, 2012, at which it approved final rankings declaring St. Martins
ineligible, does not reflect that the Board in fact made any determination that would trigger
ineligibility of St. Martins. Further, while administrative proceedings have commenced against
those other applicants and entities (not including St. Martins) based on the Administrative
Complaint and, now, an Amended Administrative Complaint, those proceedings have not been

concluded. Thus, there is no basis for the Board to have made any final determination that either

11

OERTEL, FERNANDEZ, BRYANT & ATKINSON, P.A., P.O. BOX 1110, TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32302-1110



the entities or persons implicated in the Administrative Complaint should be disqualified, or that
alleged Affiliates of such persons, such as St. Martins, should be disqualified.

31.  Apart from the disqualification, Mr. Auger’s other justification for selecting the
Amistad development instead of St. Martins for the receipt of HOME funding is the Amistad
developer’s alleged status as a CHDO. But the facts and applicable law do not support a
determination that Amistad should have been selected as the sole HOME-funded development.
Documents produced during discovery demonstrate that, at the time the Board approved final
rankings on June 8, 2012, the co-developer of the Amistad development upon whom the
applicant relies for its status as a CHDO was, in fact, not a certified CHDO. The Amistad
application identified Carrfour Supportive Housing, Inc., (“Carrfour”) as the non-profit co-
developer of the Amistad in order to achieve CHDO status. However, Florida Housing’s
certification of Carrfour as a CHDO expired on May 31, 2012, and Carrfour did not timely
complete recertification as a CHDO so as to remain continuously certified. Carrfour
subsequently completed the recertification process, which recertification was issued by FHFC
effective July 31, 2012. However, at the time the Board approved final rankings to select
Amistad based on Carrfour’s CHDO status, Carrfour was not a certified CHDO, and there thus
was no factual basis for the priority selection of Amistad over St. Martins.

32. Further, even if Carrfour had been certified as a CHDO at the time of Board
action, Amistad’s receipt of HOME funding cannot satisfy the 15% CHDO reservation provision
for a least two reasons. First, under applicable federal regulations, HOME funds provided to a
CHDO “must be provided to a [CHDO], its subsidiary, or a partnership of which it or its

subsidiary is the managing general partner.” 24 CFR Section 92.300(a)(1). A CHDO must be

12
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the managing partner of an entity in order to qualify the entity as a CHDO. The documentation
included with Amistad’s application demonstrates only that there are two co-developers for the
project: Carrfour Supportive Housing, Inc., which was at the time of application certified as a
CHDO, and Pinnacle Housing Group, LLC, a for-profit entity which was not a CHDO. Carrfour
Supportive Housing, Inc. is not designated as the “managing general partner.” The Amistad
development has no single development entity for which a CHDO is the “managing general
partner.”

33. In addition, under Florida Housing’s rules, the CHDO must be the Applicant for
the development. Florida Housing’s Universal Application form is adopted by reference into
Florida Housing’s rules. In the section of the form seeking information about the Applicant, the
form asks:

5. If applying for HOME: Is the Applicant applying as a
Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO)?

Yes No
If “Yes,” state CHDO Name: and
provide the required information behind the tab labeled “Exhibit 9-

A”
Application Form UA1016 (Rev. 2-11) at Part [1.A.5, page 4 (emphasis added). At this portion
of its Application, the Applicant for the Amistad development (Amistad Apartments, Ltd.)
indicated “Yes” (i.e., the Applicant was applying as a CHDO), and identified the CHDO as
Carrfour Supportive Housing, Inc.
34.  However, in the exhibits accompanying its Application, Amistad identified the

“Applicant” as Amistad Apartments, Ltd. The structure of the Applicant entity consisted of

13
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PHG-Amistad, LLC, as the Managing General Partner of the Applicant, with a 0.003%
ownership interest; C4 Amistad, LLC, as a “Co-General Partner,” with a 0.007% ownership
interest; and Michael D. Wohl as the “Initial Retiring Limited Partner,” with a 99.99% interest.
Carrfour Supportive Housing, Inc., the designated CHDO, has no role in the Applicant entity
whatsoever. Carrfour’s only role is as a co-developer. The Developer and the Applicant are
different entities, and perform different functions in a Florida Housing-financed development.

35.  Florida Housing has also taken the position that it must reserve at least 15% of its
HOME allocation for CHDOs each year in order to comply with federal requirements for use of
HOME funding. Florida Housing’s rule on CHDO funding, Rule 67-48.014(2), specifically
states that the 15% CHDO reservation requirement is “pursuant to 24 CFR Part 92.” HUD has
issued a guidance document designated “NOTICE: CPD 07-06,” entitled “Commitment, CHDO
Reservation, and Expenditure Deadline Requirements for the HOME Program.” In this
document, HUD states that compliance with the 15% CHDO reservation requirement is
determined by evaluating a Participating Jurisdiction’s (here, Florida Housing’s) cumulative

reservation requirement from program inception through the reservation deadline for any given

year. “Program inception” means the year Florida Housing first began réceiving HOME funds,
which was 1992.

36.  Since 1992, Florida Housing has received authorization of HOME funds from
HUD totaling $397 MM, through fiscal year 2011. (Its 2011 allocation amount, which includes
the amount that would be distributed in the 2011 cycle, was just over $20 million.) Since 1992,
Florida Housing has reserved over $109 million, or more than 27%, for CHDOs; and has actually

disbursed over $107 million of that reserved amount to CHDOs. Thus, Florida Housing has far

14
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exceeded, on a cumulative basis, the 15% CHDO reservation requirement of federal regulations.

37.  Looked at another way, Florida Housing’s cumulative CHDO reservation
requirement, since inception of the program, according to documents produced by Florida
Housing in this case, was $72.9 million. As noted, Florida Housing has already reserved and
disbursed in that time over $107 million in HOME funds to CHDOs, or $34 million more than
required. Florida Housing’s HOME authorization for 2011 was $20.1 million, so its 15% CHDO
reservation “requirement” for that year is just over $3 million. With a cumulative CHDO excess
funding amount of $34 million, Florida Housing could fund zero dollars to CHDOs for 2011 and
still not be out of compliance with federal regulation; it would still have a cumulative CHDO
funding excess of $31 million.
Notice

38. St. Martins received notice via Federal Express delivery on June 11, 2012, of
FHFC’s ranking of St. Martins’ application. Pursuant to Rule 67-48.005(5), Fla. Admin. Code,
St. Martins’ initial Petition was filed on June 29, 2012, within twenty-one days of St. Martins’
receipt of the memorandum forwarding the final ranking.

Disputed Issues

39.  St. Martins has initially identified the following disputed issues, which it reserves
the right to supplement as additional matters become known to it.
(a) Whether St. Martins, as the highest scoring Homeless application
(including consideration of its Application score and the first three tie-
breakers) should have been the highest ranked Homeless application in the

2011 Universal Cycle. St. Martins contends that it should have been.
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(b) Whether St. Martins should have ranked ahead of Amistad, 2011-064CH,
based on its higher Proximity Tie-Breaker Score. St. Martins’ contends
that it should have.

(c) Whether there is any factual or legal basis to declare St. Martins ineligible.
St. Martins contends that there is not.

(d) Whether St. Martins or any Affiliate of St. Martins has been determined,
through administrative or judicial proceedings, to have engaged in
fraudulent actions or to have materially misrepresented information to the
Corporation in connection with any past or present Application or
Development. St. Martins contends there has been no such determination.

(e) Whether, in the absence of a determination of fraud or misrepresentation
by St. Martins or an Affiliate of St. Martins, through administrative or
judicial proceedings, Florida Housing can disqualify St. Martins from
receiving HOME and HC funding. St. Martins contends Florida Housing
cannot.

63) Whether, on June 8, 2012, Carrfour was certified by FHFC as a CHDO.
St. Martins contends it was not.

(g) Whether Carrfour is the managing general partner of the development
entity for the Amistad development. St. Martins contends that it is not.

(h)  Whether Carrfour is either the Applicant for HOME funding for the
Amistad development, or occupies any place at all in the ownership or

management structure of the Applicant entity for the Amistad
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development. St. Martins contends that Carrfour is not and does not.

(1) Whether HUD regulations for the reservation of 15% of Florida Housing’s
HOME allocation for CHDOs require that Florida Housing reserve at least
15% of each year’s HOME allocation for CHDOs. St. Martins contends
that they do not.

{)) Whether HUD regulations only require that a Participating Jurisdiction
such as Florida Housing satisfy the 15% CHDO reservation on a
cumulative basis, since the inception of Florida Housing’s participation in
the HOME program in 1992. St. Martins contends that they do.

(k) Whether, in the 20 year history of Florida Housing’s participation in the
HOME program, it has, cumulatively, reserved over 27% of its HOME
allocation for CHDOs. Florida Housing contends that it has.

D Whether, in the 20 year history of Florida Housing’s participation in the
HOME program, Florida Housing has, through 2011 received over $397
million in total HOME authorization; has reserved over $109 million for
CHDOs; and has actually disbursed over $107 million to CHDOs. St.
Martins contends that it has.

(m)  Whether Florida Housing could reserve zero HOME dollars for CHDOs in
the 2011 cycle, and still far exceed the 15% CHDO reservation
requirement on a cumulative basis. St. Martins contends that it could.

(n)  Whether Florida Housing’s 2011 Universal Application Instructions

identify CHDO status as either a preference, set-aside, tie-breaker, or other
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consideration for the award and allocation of HOME funds. St. Martins
contends that they do not.

(0) Whether Florida Housing’s 2011 Universal Application Instructions
specify the ranking and selection criteria to be used in selecting Homeless
developments for funding. St. Martins contends that they do.

(p)  Whether, by application of the 2011 ranking and selection criteria for
Homeless applicants St. Martins should have been selected for funding,
St. Martins contends that it should have.

Concise Statement of Ultimate Facts

40.  St. Martins alleges as ultimate facts that its Application, as cured, satisfied all
Threshold requirements; was eligible for funding; was the highest scoring Homeless applicant
based on its score, Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker score, and Proximity Tie-Breaker score;
should have been the highest ranked Homeless applicant; and should have been selected for
funding. St. Martins further alleges that the mere allegation, through an Administrative
Complaint, that alleged Affiliates of St. Martins engaged in fraud or misrepresentation, without a
final administrative or judicial adjudication of such allegations, provides no legal or factual basis
to declare St. Martins “ineligible” for funding. St. Martins further alleges that the application of
an additional selection criterion for HOME applicants, which was not disclosed in the clear and
unequivocal Ranking and Selection Criteria, is contrary to Florida Housing’s Rules and is
arbitrary and capricious; that the HUD regulations on meeting the CHDO reservation
requirement do not require reservation of 15% HOME funding for CHDOs each year, but instead

requires consideration of cumulative funding; and that Florida Housing has far exceeded the 15%
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HOME funding requirement and need not fund a CHDO with 2011 HOME funding to remain
compliant with federal law. Florida Housing’s decision to rank a lower scoring application
above St. Martins, and to fund such other Applicant based on its alleged CHDO status, is not
supported by facts or law, and is arbitrary and capricious.

Relief Sought and Law Entitling Applicant to Relief

41. At this time, St. Martins does not believe there are any facts in dispute, and
believes this is a matter of the incorrect application of the Corporation’s rules. Should factual
disputes arise, or additional matters become known to St. Martins, it reserves the right to amend
its petition and to have this matter referred to the Division of Administrative Hearings. St.
Martins seeks entry of Recommended and Final Orders determining that it was entitled to be
ranked and selected for funding to satisfy the Homeless set-aside, and that it should receive an
allocation of Housing Credits and a HOME loan in the amounts it requested. St. Martins is
entitled to this formulation of FHFC’s action by Chapter 120, Fla. Stat., including but not limited
to Sections 120.569 and 120.57(2); and Rule Chapters 28-106 and 67-48, Fla. Admin. Code. St.
Martins Place also seeks an award of attorney’s fees and costs, if warranted, based on their being
no support in fact or law for the selection of the second ranked Homeless applicant, Amistad,

instead of the higher ranked applicant, St. Martins Place.
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FILED and SERVED this LO day of August, 2012.
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M. CHRISTOPHEI& BRYANT

Florida Bar No. 434450

OERTEL, FERNANDEZ, COLE, BRYANT
& ATKINSON, P.A.

Post Office Box 1110

Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1110

Telephone: (850) 521-0700

Telecopier: (850) 521-0720

Attorneys for Petitioner, St. Martins PL, Ltd.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the original of the foregoing Amended Petition has been
filed via Hand Delivery upon the Corporation Clerk, Florida Housing Finance Corporation, 227
North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1329; and a copy via Hand
Delivery to Hugh Brown, Deputy General Counsel, Florida Housing Finance Corporation, 227

North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1329, this Mjéy of August,

W, Chadofln »%J

M. CHRISTOPHE BRYANT

2012.

FAMCB\3655-1 St. Martins PL\Pleadings\Amended Petition for Informal Administrative Proceedings.docx
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Scoring Summary Report

File #: 2011-069CH Development Name: St. Martin's Place

As of: 03/27/2012

RA Level Classification)

Maximum Points/Eligibility Preliminary NOPSE Final Final Ranking

Met Threshold Y/N N N Y
Total Points 79 79.00 79.00 79.00
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Points 6 6.00 6.00 6.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points 37 35.50 32.00 35.50
|Eligible for 1/8th Mile Ranking Preference YIN Y Y Y
Eligible for Age of Development Y/N N N N
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Concrete Construction YIN Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Florida General Contractor YIN Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

RA Level Classification (preference given to the lowest 1-6 6 6 6
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2011-06SCH St. Martin's Place

Scores:
Maximum Available
ltem# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Final Ranking
Developer
Tm E _m. * 1.c. _Iocmm:m Credit Development Experience _ w.oo_ w.oo_ w.oo_ m.oo_ _
Construction Features and Amenities
28 ni. B. 3.a. Optional - NC & Rehab. Units 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00
38 . B. 3.b. Optional - All Developments Except SRO 12.00 12.00 12.00] 12.00
38 1. B. 3.c. Optional - SRO Developments 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
48 . B. 3.d. Qptional - Universal Design &Visitability 10.00 10.00 10.00f 10.00
58 1. B. 5.a.(1) Green Building Features (NC & Redev.) . 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
58 1. B. 5.a.(2) Green Building Certification (NC & Redev.) 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00
58 . |B. 5.b. Green Building Features (Rehab. & Preserv.) 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Set-Aside Commitments
6S L. E. 1.b.(2) Special Needs Households 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
78 . E. 1.b.(3) Total Set-Aside Commitment 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
8S . E. 3. Affordability Pericd 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Resident Programs
98 1. F. 1. Programs for Non-Elderly & Non-Homeless 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
88 1. F. 2. Programs for Homeless (SRO & Non-SRO) 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
98 . F. 3. Programs for Elderly 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
10S . F. 4. Programs for All Applicants 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Local Government Contributions
[t1s  |iv. Ja. | | ontributions ] 5.00] s500] 500 5.00] |
Local Government Incentives
[12s [v. s | Jincentives | 4.00] 400 400 4.00] |
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2011-069CH St. Martin’s Place

Threshold(s) Failed:

Created as | Rescinded as
ftem # | Part] Section| Subsection Description Reason(s) Result of Result of

1T i A. 3. Principals The Applicant failed to identify the manager(s) or member | Preliminary Final
manager(s) of MM St. Martin’s Place, LLC, the general
partner of the Applicant entity.

2T Financial Arrears Pursuant to subsection 67-48.004(5), F.A.C., NOPSE NOPSE Final
scoring may include financial abligations for which an
Applicant or Developer or Principal, Affiliate or Financial
Beneficiary of an Applicant or the Developer is in arrears
to the Corporation or an agent or assignee of the
Corporation as of the due date for NOPSE filing (January
25, 2012). As provided in paragraph 67-48.004(13)(d),
F.A.C., following the submission of the "Cures,” the
Corporation shall reject an Application if the Applicant
fails to satisfy any arrearages described in subsection 67-
48.004(5), F.A.C. The Applicant or Developer or
Principal, Affiliate or Financial Beneficiary of the Applicant
or the Developer is listed on the January 25, 2012 Past
Due Report as being in arrears to the Corporation in
connection with the following Developments: Bonita Cove
and Casa Matias. The January 25, 2012 Past Due
Report is posted to the FHFC Website at

http://www floridahousing.org/PropertyOwnersAndManag
ers/PastDueReports/ . Payments and questions shouid be
addressed to the servicer.

Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:

Maximum

Available Final
item# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
1A |m. |c. 1, Site Plan/Plat Approval 1.00 1000 1.00] 1.00 ]
2A . |C. 3.a. Availability of Electricity 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
3A . |C. 3.b. Availability of Water 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00
4A . |cC. 3.c. Availability of Sewer 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
5A n. |cC. 3.d. Availability of Roads 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00
6A . |C. 4, Appropriately Zoned 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00
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Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:

2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Maximum
Available Final
ltem # | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking |
Transit Services
1P . A, 10.a Public Bus Stop 2.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
1P L JA. 10.a Public Bus Transfer Stop or Public Bus Transit Stop 6.00 0.00 0.00{ 0.00
1P H. A 10.a Public Rail Station 7.00 7.00 7.00| 7.00
Tier 1 Services
2P . |A. 10.a Grocery Store 4.00 3.50 3.50] 3.50
3P . JA. 10.2 Public School 4.00 4.00 4.00f 4.00
3P . |A. 10.a Senior Center 4.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
4P HL. A, 10.a Medical Facility 4.00 3.50 0.00}] 3.50
|Eligible for Tier 1 Service Score Boost (Yes/No) N N N
Total Tier 1 Service Score 12.00 11.00 7.50| 11.00
Tier 2 Services
5P . |A. 10.a Public Park 2.00 2.00 2.00{ 2.00
6P n. |JA. 10.a Community Center 2.00 2.00 2.00f 2.00
7P . |A. 10.a Pharmacy 2.00 1.75 175 1.75
8P H. |A. 10.a Public Library 2.00 1.75 1.75{ 1.75
FHFC Proximity List
9P HL  JA. 10.b Proximity to Developments on FHFC Development 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00
Proximity List
Reason(s) for Failure to Achieve Selected Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:
ltem # |Reason(s) Created As Result | Rescinded As Result
4P Evidence provided in a NOPSE calls into question whether the Medical Facility listed on the NCOPSE Final
Surveyor Certification for Competitive HC Applications form is a walk-in clinic that does not
requires appointments.

.vm% 40f5
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2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Additional Application Comments:

Item # |Part |Section | Subsection Description Comment(s) Created as | Rescinded as
Resutt of Result of
1C . A 10.b. Proximity to The Application quatifies for 10 automatic proximity points | Preliminary
Developments on at Part I11.A.10.b.(1) of the Application.
FHFC Development
Proximity List
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Scoring Summary Report

File #: 2011-064CH Development Name: Amistad

As of: 03/27/2012

RA Level Classification)

Maximum Points/Efigibility  Preliminary NOPSE Final Final Ranking

Met Threshold Y/N Y Y Y
Total Points 79 79.00 79.00 79.00
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Points 6 6.00 6.00 6.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points 37 35.25 35.25 35.25
Eligible for 1/8th Mile Ranking Preference Y/N N N N
Eligible for Age of Development Y/N N N N
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Concrete Construction Y/N Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Florida General Contractor Y/N Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

RA Level Classification (preference given to the lowest 1-6 6 6 6

Page 1 of 4
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2011-064CH Amistad

Scores:
Maximum Available L
ltem# | Part] Section{ Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Final Ranking
Developer
f1s  Jun s [1.c. [Housing Credit Development Experience | 3.00] 3o0o] 300 3.00] |
Construction Features and Amenities
25 1. B. 3.a. Optional - NC & Rehab. Units 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00
3S . B. 3.b. Optional - All Developments Except SRO 12.00 12.00 12.00f 12.00
33 . |B. 3.c. Optional - SRO Developmenis 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
48 . B. 3.d. Optional - Universal Design &Visitability 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00
53 . B. 5.a.(1) Green Building Features (NC & Redev.) 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
58 1. B. 5.a.(2) Green Building Certification (NC & Redev.) 10.00 10.00 10.00} 10.00
58 M. B. 5.b. Green Building Features (Rehab. & Preserv.) 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Set-Aside Commitments
6S 1. E. 1.b.(2) Special Needs Households 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
78 M. E. 1.b.(3) Total Set-Aside Commitment 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
838 I, E. 3. Affordability Period 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Resident Programs
9s . |F. 1. Programs for Non-Elderly & Non-Homeless 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
98 111 F. 2. Programs for Homeless (SRO & Non-SRO) 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
9S I, F. 3. Programs for Elderly 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
108 I, F. 4. Programs for All Applicants 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Local Government Contributions
ltis  fiv. ]a. [ {Contributions _ 5.00] 500 500 5.00] |
Local Government Incentives
[12s [iv. s | [iIncentives _ 4.00/ 400  4.00] 4.00] |
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Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:

2011-064CH Amistad

Maximum
Available Final
ltem # | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
1A . iC. 1. Site Plan/Plat Approval 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
2A m. {C. 3.a. Availability of Electricity 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
3A . |C. 3.b. Availability of Water 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
4A m. |C. 3.c. Availability of Sewer 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
5A . IC. 3.d. Availability of Roads 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
6A . 1C. 4. Appropriately Zoned 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:
Maximum
Available Final
Rem# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Paoints Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
Transit Services
1P . |A. 10.a Public Bus Stop 2.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
1P HL. |A. 10.a Public Bus Transfer Stop or Public Bus Transit Stop 6.00 0.00 0.00§ 0.00
1P H. |A. 10.a Public Rail Station 7.00 6.50 6.50] 6.50
Tier 1 Services
2P . A 10.a Grocery Store 4.00 4.00 4001 4.00
3P i, A 10.a Public School 4.00 3.50 3.50] 3.50
3P . A 10.a Senior Center 4.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
4P . |A 10.a Medical Facility 4.00 4.00 4.00] 4.00
Eligible for Tier 1 Service Score Boost (Yes/No) N N N
Total Tier 1 Service Score 12.00 11.50 11.50} 11.50
Tier 2 Services
5P H.  JA 10.a Public Park 2.00 2.00 2.00] 2.00
6P Hi. A 10.a Community Center 2.00 1.75 1.75| 1.75
7P Hi. A 10.a Pharmacy 2.00 2.00 2.00] 2.00
8P . A 10.a Public Library 2.00 1.50 1.50] 1.50
FHFC Proximity List
9P . |A. 10.b Proximity to Developments on FHFC Development 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00
Proximity List
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2011-064CH Amistad

Additional Application Comments:

ltem # |Part [Section | Subsection Description Comment(s) Created as | Rescinded as
Result of Result of
1C 1. A. 10.b. Proximity to The Application qualifies for 10 automatic proximity points | Preliminary
Developments on at Part 111.A.10.b.(4) of the Application.
FHFC Development
Proximity List
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Scoring Summary Report
File #: 2011-134CH  Development Name: Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

As of: 03/27/2012

Maximum Points/Eligibility  Preliminary NOPSE Final Final Ranking
Met Threshoid Y/N N N Y
Total Poinis 79 69.00 64.00 79.00
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Points 6 4.00 4.00 5.50
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points 37 0.00 0.00 24.50
Eligible for 1/8th Mile Ranking Preference Y/N N N N
Eligible for Age of Development YN N N N
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference
Eligible for Concrete Construction Y/N Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference
Eligible for Florida General Contractor Y/N Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference
RA Level Classification (preference given to the lowest 1-6 6 6 6
RA Level Classification)
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2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Scores:
Maximum Available

tem# | Part{ Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Final Ranking
Developer

s i Is. [1.c {Housing Credit Development Experience 3.00} 3.00]  3.00] 2.00] |
Oo:m:ﬂomo: Features and Amenities

28 1. B. 3.a. Optional - NC & Rehab. Units 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00

38 1. B. 3.b. Optional - All Developments Except SRO 12.00 12.00 12.00] 12.00

3S . iB. 3.c. Optional - SRO Developments 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

48 n. |B. 3.d. Optional - Universal Design &Visitability 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00

58 IR B. 5.a.(1) Green Building Features (NC & Redev.) 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

58 . |B. 5.a.(2) Green Building Certification (NC & Redev.) 10.00 10.00 10.00{ 10.00

58 . |B. 5.b. Green Building Features {Rehab. & Preserv.) 10.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
Set-Aside Commitments

6S 1R E. 1.b.(2) Special Needs Households 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00

7S 0. |E. 1.b.(3) Total Set-Aside Commitment 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00

8S 1. E. 3. Affordability Period 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Resident Programs

98 11 F. 1. Programs for Non-Elderly & Non-Homeless 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9S HI. F. 2. Programs for Homeless (SRO & Non-SRQO) 6.00 0.00 0.00 6.00

98 0. F. 3. Programs for Elderly 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

108 0. F. 4. Programs for All Applicants 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Local Government Contributions

[tis Twv. Ja _ [Contributions 5.00] 500  000] 5.00] _
Local Government Incentives

f1zs  fiv. [B _ [Incentives 4.00] 000]  0.00] 4.00] |
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2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Reason(s) Scores Not Maxed:

Item # |Reason(s) Created As Result Rescinded As Result
9s The Applicant failed to qualify for the Homeless Demographic. Therefore, the Applicant is not Preliminary Final

eligible to select Qualified Resident Programs for Homeless Developments.
11§ |The Applicant selected Homeless as their Development Demographic which is eligible for NOPSE Final

automatic points. However, the Applicant failed to meet the requirements for the Homeless
Demographic (see 7T) and does not qualify for the automatic five points for local government
contributions. in addition, the Applicant did not provide any of the Local Government
Contribution forms. Therefore, the Applicant received zero points for the Local Government
Contributions.

125 |The Applicant did not submit any of the Local Government Verification of Affordable Housing Preliminary Final
Incentives forms. Therefore, zero points were awarded.
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2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Threshold(s) Failed:

Created as | Rescinded as

ltem # | Part{ Section| Subsection Description Reason(s) Resuit of Result of
1T . G. HOME Uniform The Applicant failed to provide a copy of the notice that Preliminary Final
Relocation Act was provided to the seller, as required by the Application
Instructions.
2T Hi. H. HOME Certification of [The Applicant failed to provide the required Preliminary Final
Consistency with the  |documentation evidencing certification of consistency with
Consolidated Plan the Consolidated Plan.
3T I I HOME Other Federal |The Applicant failed to provide the required Contractor Preliminary Final
Requirements Certification evidencing compliance with debarment and
suspension regulations.
47 M. C. 1. Site Plan Approval/Plat | The zoning designation stated on the Local Government Preliminary Final
Approval Verification of Status Site Plan Approval for Multifamily

Developments form (R-3H High Density Muiti-Family
Residential) is not consistent with the zoning designation
stated on the Local Government Verification that
Development is Consistent and Land Use Regulations
form (R-3M Multi-Family Residential).

5T HI. C. 4, Zoning The zoning designation stated on the Local Government Preliminary Final
Verification that Development is Consistent with Zoning
and Land Use Regulations form (R-3M Multi-Family
Residential) is not consistent with the zoning designation
stated on the Local Government Verification of Status of
Site Plan Approval for Multifamily Developments form (R-
3H High Density Multi-Family Residential).

6T HI. C. 5. Environmental Site The Applicant failed to provide the required Verification of | Preliminary Final
Assessment Environmental Safety-Phase | Environmental Site
Assessment form and, if applicable, the Verification of
Environmental Safety-Phase || Environmental Site

Assessment form.
7T il D. Demographic The Applicant failed to qualify for the Homeless Preliminary Final
Commitment Demographic because it did not provide the Verification of

Inclusion in Local Homeless Assistance Continuum of
Care Plan by Lead Agency form (or a needs analysis
demonstrating the local need for such housing if no Local
Homeless Assistance Continuum of Care Plan exists) as
required in the 2011 Universal Application Instructions.

8T V. D. 2. HC Equity The Applicant failed to provide a syndication commitment. Preliminary Final
Therefore, no HC equity could be counted as a source of
financing.
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2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Creatod as | Rescinded as
ltem # | Part| Section| Subsection Description Reason(s) Result of Result of
aT V. D. 1. Non-Corporation Although the Applicant listed first mortgage financing in Preliminary Final

Funding the amount of $3,000,000 for construction financing, no

commitment for this loan has been provided. Therefore,

the loan cannot be counted as a source of construction

financing.

10T | V. B. Construction/Rehab. | The Applicant has a construction financing shorttall of Preliminary Final
Analysis $8,589,837.
1T V. B. Permanent Analysis The Applicant has a permanent financing shortfall of Preliminary Final

$9,189,837.

Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:
Maximum
Avsilable Final
ltem# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking |
1A . {C. 1. Site Plan/Plat Approval 1.00 0.00 0.00] 1.00
2A ., |C. 3.a. Availability of Electricity 1.00 1.00 1.00§ 1.00
3A . icC. 3.b. Availability of Water 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00
4A . |C. 3.c. Availability of Sewer 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00
5A . |C. 3.d. Availability of Roads 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
B6A . |C. 4. Appropriately Zoned 1.00 0.00 0.00] 0.50
Reason(s) for Failure to Achieve Selected Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:
ltem # |Reason(s) Created As Result Rescinded As Result
1A The Application is not eligible for one Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Point for site plan approval. {Preliminary Final
See ltem 4T above.
6A The Application is not eligible for one Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Point for appropriate zoning {Preliminary Final
and land use. See ltem 5T above.
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2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:

Maximum
Available Final
ltem # | Part| Section]; Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
Transit Services
1P . A 10.a2 Public Bus Stop 2.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00
1P . 1A 10.a Public Bus Transier Stop or Public Bus Transit Stop 6.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
1P . A 10.a Public Rail Station 7.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
Tier 1 Services
2P . JA. 10.a Grocery Store 4.00 0.00 0.00] 2.50
3P Hi. A 10.a Public School 4.00 0.00 0.00] 3.50
3P . JA. 10.a Senior Center 4.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
4P . JA. 10.a Medical Facility 4.00 0.00 0.00] 83.00
Eligible for Tier 1 Service Score Boost (Yes/No) N N N
Total Tier 1 Service Score 12.00 0.00 0.00] 9.00
Tier 2 Services
5P 1. {A. 10.a Public Park 2.00 0.00 0.00] 1.50
6P Hi. JA. 10.a Community Center 2.00 0.00 0.00] 1.25
7P . |A. 10.a Pharmacy 2.00 0.00 0.00] 1.50
8P M. jA, 10.a Public Library 2.00 0.00 0.00 1.25
FHFC Proximity List
9P . A, 10.b Proximity to Developments on FHFC Development 10.00 0.00 0.00| 10.00
Proximity List
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Reason(s) for Failure to Achieve Selected Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:

2011-134CH Sugar Mill Woods Apartments

Item #

Reason(s)

Created As Result

Rescinded As Result

1P

The Surveyor Certification for Competitive HC Applications form contained Iatitude and longitude
coordinates for both a Public Bus Stop and a Public Bus Transfer Stop/Public Bus Rapid Transit
Stop. As stated in Part 111.A.10.a.(2)(a) of the Universal Application Instructions, “Applicants may
select one (1) of the following four (4) Transit Services on which to base the Applicant’s Transit
Score. If the Applicant provides information for more than 1 Transit Service . . . ., the Applicant
will not receive any proximity tie-breaker points for the Transit Service Score.” Therefore, the
Applicant is not eligible for any proximity tie-breaker points for Transit Services.

Final

oP

Although the Applicant stated that it was eligible for automatic proximity tie-breaker points at Part
11.A.10.b.(4) of the Application, the Development does not qualify for this selection because the
proposed Development did not qualify for the Homeless Demographic Category (see item 77). It
was not eligible for proximity tie-breaker points based on its location because the Surveyor
Certification for Competitive HC Applications form was not provided (see ltem 1P - 8P).

Preliminary

Final

1P-8P

The Applicant did not receive any proximity tie-breaker points for Transit, Tier 1 or Tier 2
Services because the Applicant did not submit the Surveyor Certification for Competitive HC
Applications form.

Preliminary

Final

Additional Application Comments:

Item #

Pant [Section | Subsection Description Comment(s)

Rescinded as
Result of

Created as
Result of

1C

V. B. Developer Fee

The Applicant provided a Commitment to Defer Developer
Fee form from both co-Developers. However, only "JPM
Development, LLC" committed to defer $600,000 for
permanent financing. Therefore, only $600,000 was
utilized by Florida Housing for the permanent financing.

Preliminary Final

2C

. 10.b. Proximity to
Developments on
FHFC Development

Proximity List

at Part l1l.A.10.b.(4) of the Application.

The Application gualifies for 10 automatic proximity points

Final
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EXHIBIT

2011 Universal Application Cycle Ranked Order 6/8/12
Beginaing Altncated Remaining Total Units funded q 4.135 _ %% of Tolat
g 0,006,080} R TKH] -Stensat
Tatai JI1C S64, 101 poa— EReeve
Prescrualion Sct-Aside $2 Limg, ey SARY. 680 TCID nnhls %3 23.77%
[Nitn-Presercation Set-Asily Sk, 251L€10 $2490.491 New Consteuctinn Units (N30 2K.6R%%
Non-Prafit Minin ST -$5.17L164 Rehab -
[Smatl Gonnty Limn 52, ua} SINIMK Prescrialion 2,174
_W-drﬂ—. Counly Limit $15.576,7U6 $4.643.294 Redevelopment 778
5 - P k] - £
« g g3 g 2 e . o o 2 sl = z 3 2
H s g £ of i - 3 %3 z § ] £} & g 18 T olels o §
.m. = & - - E 3 £< g . 2 S {2E g mmv s 318 £ 2 ls|% HEIEL Nw
33 $2 s ] o |g| 8% | g3 |3 |E|E|zz IR IR A IR R
3 g 4 H e x§ % |5 & H ®o K= e H o -4 3 % | = = 3
L3 L HH £5 3 gl s | 25 |Z1218i25|8|e] & lel55] S (2151218181 8|3 |s(2-(81213131] 3
2 Finrida Keys Arca Develspments
Banyan Giowe Residential
Development, inc.; AHI Banyan Grove
2011-054C |Developer, LLC Jonathan L Woll Banyan Grove Monioe 5 1,200,000 48 Y| N N N F NP NC B YiN]Y 1379) 135 [ [ N NIN|NTY 33
[Wel-Net Vitlas Workfoice
2011-109C Jgorman & Company, inc. ptana & £skra Housing Monroe 5 900,000 3 [y N[ NN F FP} NC 8 JYiNfjv]2]ni w0 & §1 N |NINJVY]|N] 152
1 Ptitic Nevsing )
Pinnacte Howsing Groep, LLC:
Southwest Florida Alfordable Hoosing
2011-118C Choice Foundalion, Inc. Oavid O. Deulch {Palimetto Conrt Apartments {Lee M 1,510,000 B& NN Y N F NP | Redev A YINT Y 112 33 [ 2 Y NiYlyYlYy 107
3 T(ID Doevelepments
[Washinglon Square
2011-208C Green Turnkey Devel 11C Liz Wong JApartments Miami-Dade L 2,288,607 88 N ] N N ¥ E FP | Redev A YINLY 1179] 365 & s N Ylysvyijvy 21
[Melre Sooth Senior
2011-128C RLé Beneficid Davetopment 11 LLC Dop W Paxton [Apariments Miami-Dade 3 2,526,990 91 NN N Y E FP NC A YINLY 1 ]79] 3675 [ & N NINfY LY 22
West Bricked View
2011-181C 7he Richman Groep of Florida, inc. Wiliary T Fabbri Apariments Miami-Qade L 1,920,000 64 { NI N N ¥ £ Pl NC A YIN] Y] 1179] 365 & & N NINJY}Y 91
f RD Prescruatiun Develnpment
2011-029C Flynn Development Corporation ?homas F Ftynn Oakbrook Vitas Apartments [Masion _S— qu.mwN_ _ a2 | NN _ N _ N — Y — F _ mv_ AP A YIN|Y H\n 79 | 243 13 1 _ ¥ ~ N]YIN{Y] 129 —
Preservation Set-Asidy
Stirrup Plaza Preservalion
2011-048C Stirrap Plaza Phase One Oeveloper, LLC|atserto Mo, Jr, Phase One Miami-Dade L 1,079,893 100 [ N| N N Y E FP P A YINLY 1173 36 6 1 Y Yy |lv]|Yy 116
2011-050C Dante Fascell Developer, L1C |Alberio Milo, Jr. Qante Fascell Preservalion  {Miami-Oade 1 1,500,528 151 IN| N N Y £ P P A YIN] Y 1179|3575 6 1 Y NjY Y (Y 10
Soulh Mlany Plaza
2011-D49C Soulh Miami Plaza Developer, LLC Alberto Mito, Jr. Preservation Miami-Dade L 1,065,544 97 NN N Y € FP P A YIN] Y 1 |79} 3525 3 1 Y NEY Y ]Y 54
2011-106C M1F i Shawn  Wilson MLF Yowers Pinellas 1 1,350,000 146 | N | N N N £ id AP A YINIY 1129} 345 6 1 Y NlYlY]lYy 14
2011-133C SP Fowi Oevelopment, Inc. (Oebra F Koghler CYA River Apartments Hillshorough L 1,835,712 197 { N | N N N £ FP 4 A YENT Y 1 | 78§ 325 6 2 Y NlY{YLY 3
2011-145C Soulhport Financiat Servizes, Inc. Connle Chen University Plora Apartments [0 uval L 1,029,554 120 | N | N N N F FP AP A YENG Y 1 /7913125 & 1 Y N]YiY Y 101
COG Sauboat Bend Development, 11C;
2011-295C HEF-Oixie Court Development, L1C iz Wong S7#boat Bend Apartments _|Broward L 871,418 W NI IN| N [N 4 Ne| ® A JY|INj{Yi1]|7) 32 6 1 Y NlYyivyiv]| 38
201 1-144C Soulhport Financiat Services, inc. Connic_Chen Seminole Garden Apariments |Seminote M 1,025,000 108 | NI N N N F FP AlP A YINJY 1]79 30 & 1 Y N]lYjiyYily 70
|Summit Housing Partners
2011-100C Manygement, 1LC Sarah E. Ruckee Terrace M 973,642 108 { N [ N N N F FP A/P A YIN] Y 11791275 [ 1 Y N]lY[YiY 197
2011-146C Southpost Financial Services, 1nc. Connie Chen ardens 1 930,000 96 NN N N F [ AP A YIN|] Y 1 ]|79] 2875 & 1 Y NlY Yy 37
2011-039C [American Commenily Oevelopers 7homas R. Lacey 7 ay%0r Apanments Orange L 1,121,031 103 { N { N N N F FP| AP A YIN]Y$i1]179] 2875 3 1 Y Nlivyjlrly 79
Finnacte Housing Group, LLC;
Southwest Florida Affordable Housing
2011-121C Choice Foundation, Ing. David O. Deutch Sabal Palm Apartments Lee ™M 1,510.000 126 | NI N N N F NP P A Y|n]Y 1 179 285 [ 1 Y N]lYEYLY 129
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2011-150C Southport Financial Services, Inc. [Connie_Chen [Pine Creek vittage St Luge ] 976,000 207 ([N{N] N[N 3 | AP A Ty N[ YT a{m]272s 6 1 Y N Y] Y] Y] 1s5
R Beneficial Devefopment 1111C;
2011-125C [Gardenia Garden Inc Don W Paxton Tuagv Garden Apartments |Atacta M{ 139563 wo N[ w| N N £ | AP 8 lv|n|vYl1im|2av2s] 6 1 Y PNy Y QY| 154
2011-143C Southport Financial Services, in. Conme Chen Foxwood Apaitments Bay ™ 776,475 W[ N[K]| N[N [ AN a fvInfviifofas] ¢ sL Y N[y INpY ) o2
Royat American Devetopment, Inc.;
2011-179C Southern Coastal Mortgage Company |Kimberly Murphy Hotly Point Apartments Votusia M{ 1318481 26 N[N NN [ LAY A {v{njy|1gr]2a2s [ 1 Y N{Y|NJ|T ] 165
2011-031C _,mlzl:: Oevrlopment Corporation Thomas F Fiynn [Rofting HMs Apartmants Marion ™M 155,045 67 NN N N Y [ FPi{ Am A YIN}] Y |1 }7 23 3 1 Y NiY]IN]Y 94
20¢1-233C Atiantic Housing Partners,111.P. Jay P Brock Lakeside Apartments Martin ™ 436,043 3 [NFNT N TN F FP{ AR A [y infy v 7132825 3 4 N NIY|N]|Y ] B
2011-030C Fiynn Oevelopment Cor postion [Thomas F Flyno [Witd Dak Farm Apartments_|Escambia ™ 572324 w7 |N|N] N IN|Y ¥ [ Y A [YINjv]1]7o] 255 6 1 Y INININT Y] 15
2011-028C 1#iynn Development Corporation Thomas £ Flynn Pear! Lane Apactments i1 ake [ 249,157 34 NN N N]|Y E FP{ AN A YENT Y 1 ]79 23 6 1 T N|N|N{Y 36
1 EMerly Devetuprment
el above
1 Haercless Development
et RN Ll lifalonl e Tl w LWl v 4]
2011-064CH Supportive Housing, Inc. 0auid O Deutch Amistad Miami-Dade * L — rmqm.ooL 4.450,000 _ 83 {N{ N N v H NP | NC A YyIN]Yia1]{?]3szs 6 6 N N|{N|YLY 73
Non-Preservating Set-Avide
[Landmark Devetopment Corp.;
Attordabie Housing Sotutions tor
2011-058C Florida, tne. Frantisco A Rojo City Heights Apartments Miami-0ade L 2,561,000 98 | N[ N N Y E NP NC A YIN] Y] 1 ]2} 365 6 6 N Nin|v]Y 149
(West Bricket! Yower
2011-197C The Richman Group ot Florida, Inc, 'Witsam T Fabbri Apartments Miami-Oade 1 960,000 32 NI N N N E Fp NC A YiNjY ]| 1]?9] 368 [ 6 N N{nN|Y (Y 216
loe Moretti Preservation
2011-047C toe Morriti Phase Dne Devaloper, tLC lAtberto Mito, ir. Phase One Miami-Dade 1 2,316,082 116  N| N N Y 3 FP § Redev A YIN]Y 1| 79§ 3625 6 1 A NETlY Y (1]
2011-196C The Richman Group ot Flarida, Inc. _ JWitham T Fabbri [Vista Grande Apartments | Miams-Oade L | 2.420,000 89 IN[ N[ N TV E FPE NC A JTYENTY ] t 7913625 3 6 N N[N]Y] Y] 8
2011-234C Attantic Housing Partners, LL.LP. Jay P Brock Uptown Maittand Orange L | 2,110,000 9/ N[ N] NN E FP| NC A JyinNtYTa1T7{3ss [] 6 N NINTY Y 15
2011-123C CP Development Groug 4, L1C @ﬂq:: Fope The Reed at Encore Hifsborough 1| 210,000 GBI N|N| N [ N E FP{Redev] A | YIN{ Y| 1 ]79] 355 3 1 V [N{Y Y Ilv]| 7
2011-194C The Richman Group of flanda, inc. _ {Witliam ¥ Fabbri Santos ste Pineflas L 900,000 so fa]IN] NN 3 e | nC A [y[N{YT1T7( 35 3 3 N NININTYT] 44
[Auburn Group Company, LLC; 00A
2011-132C Oevetopment Compary, Inc. Bowen A. Arnold Campbelt Landings Pinetlas t | 1,660,000 9% {Nin] ~ |N E £ | N A |y |nN[Y}y]7e] 305 6 6 N M| NfY]Y | oass
Northwest Properlies It Oevelopment,
2011-185C L1C; HEF-Dixie Court Development, 11 |Liz Wong Northwest Gardens 1| Broward 1 2,170,036 128 NE N N N E NP | Redev A YIN] Y 1 {79] 34.25 [ 5 N N]Y]YLY 58
[Norstar Devetopment USA, LP;
2011-159C Venetian Watk Developert, 11C Pauta M Rhodes Venetian Watk Sarasota M| t274075 61 [N|N{ Y IN E FPlRedev| A JY{N|Y]1]Q79]342s [3 S N (ERERSRAN:’]
Northwest Properties (v Development,
2011-191C U C; HEF-Oixie Court Devetopment, 1LCJiiz Wang Northwest Gardens fv Broward Li 2473710 18I N|IN] NN £ NP Redev [ A Tvinfv | 1f7ol3sas| ¢ S N Niy|v ]yl 190
2011-061C op 1UC Chtton £ Philtips Village Square Patm Beach 1 2,610,000 145 | N N N N 3 FP NC A YN[ Y| 1] 34 3 [ N NIN]YTY 209
2011-232C Atantic Housing Partaers, 1.L.LP. 1ay P Brock Garden Grove Seminote M| 1510000 2 ININ] NN E #P | NC A {yiInlTv[1f7afa3s 6 6 N NIN[N] Y] o8
The Founains at Saxon
2011-231C Attantic Housing Partners, 1.L.L.P, lay P Brock Pointe Votusia M 1,455,000 84 N[N KN N F £P NC A YINT Y 1]79{ 3325 [ 6 N NIN{IN]Y 50
Non-Prufit Goal
nwet atove
Punted Fumling
f 1P Oevetlopment LLC: Westbrook
2011-135¢ Housing Devetopment 1LC Brian Parept Magnotia Place Apartments  |Pasco ~ " _ 1,250,000 _ _ 80 _ N _ N _ N _ N _ w E _ [ id _ NC _ A _ Y _ N _ Y _ 1 _ 78 _ 3325 “ 6 _ 6 _ N m N _ N h A _ Y _ 106 ~

2of8



2011 Universal Application Cycle Ranked Order 6/8/12

3 4
g ¢ |3 |: . I s 1B s 5
£ . ; : J EE i ¢ £s g lle ] tslElsl 1R & 0T |elsl |l B
2 5 & - 5 & 3l £% . | 2 |22 g (a|8z| & HE|E €122l [218]¢gl¢| 2
i3 35 3 25 R IR AR R HE B HHH B E AR ERHHLEHE
3t £i g2 58 HERHR IR IR HHEH R R R HHHH R ERHENEHHELE
Ekigible Unfunded Apjtiicatinns (sorted by Appliextine Number;
NDbMp.Ownn n-«:.: Dnéovhx.._.: nonvuﬂm.mo: ;oasavm Fiyon JForest Gien Apartments Putnam 5 575,793 87 NiN N NlY ¥ P AP A YIN] Y 1 ]179| 2575 [ [3 N N{YiN]Y 43
2015-042C Globo-Op Developmen, LLC fason H tarson River Terrace Sarasota M 1,520,000 92 N { N N N E FP NC A YN Y 1 || 2275 6 6 N N{NFY]Y 60
Pine Ridge Manos Seniors
2011-083C Gishe-Op Doveiopment, LLC Jason H tarson Apartments tevy 5 1,070,000 72 NN N N E FP NC A YN[ Y T |7 27 6 6 N NINTY ¥ 163
2012-084C Globe-Op Deveiopment, LLC fason M tarson Pambroke Daks Broward L 2.190,000 W0 { NEN N N E £P NC A YIN]LY ! 1]P] 305 6 6 N NINIY]Y 103
2011-045C Giobe-Op Developrnent, LLC Jason Hlarson [Casabari _lw\oiu‘m L 2,189,047 160 { N b N N N E FP NC A YIN{Y 1179 29 6 6 N NEiRTY Y 49
ABQITY HOUSING OF NDRTHEASY [QAKLANO TERRACE
2011.046C FAORIDA, INC. SHANNON NAZWORTH  {APARTMENYS Duval b 717,500 60 N | N N N £ NP 4 A YIN]Y 1 479}] 285 6 1 Y N Y Y Y 119
20120518 West Brickedl Vistas 1| Developer, tEC  JAlbernto Milo, lr. West 8rickel Vistas 1| Miami-Oade L 2,561,000 120 { N | N N Y £ kP NC A YIN| Y 1 }79]| 36.25 & 13 N N|N]JY{Y 177
Coilins Park Apartmerks Developer,
2011-052C (11 Alberto Mido, Jv. Calting Park Apartments Miami-Dade L 2,522,485 112 | NN N Y E FP NC A Yyinly| 1} 36 6 [3 N NiN|Y]|Y 115
Haley Sofge Preservation
2011-053C MHaley Soige Phase One Developer, LLC |Alberto Milo, Ir. Phase One Miami-Dade t ] 2s3157% 20 NI N| N f Y E id P A YINfY{1][79]3425 6 2 Y NiY[Y Y} 140
2012-055¢C Heritage Village Oeveloper, inc. lonathan L Woif Herltage Viage Commons_|Semincie M| 1510000 126 NI N N T Y € Pl N A {ViINJYTili29s] 6 6 N | NINTYIY] s2
2011-067C 1 25 Paimas yentures, LP, [Qifton E Phillips Las Paimas Broward L 2,561,000 96 | N| N N N [ P NC A YINP Y} L |78 3075 6 6 N NINTJY]Y 47
Pinnacle Oevelopers Tarpon, LLG;
2011-066C Yarpon Springs Development, 11 David 0 Deutth €agle Ridge Pineflas L 2,125,000 70 NN N N F NP R A YING Y 1§ 73] 3078 6 3 Y NfN]JYTY 204
Pinnacie Housing Group, LLC; East
littie Havana Community
2011-067C [« 0avid O Oeuich 8ri kedl Viow Toerace Miami-Dade 3 2,561.000 10| NN N Y § NP NC A YIN] Y 1| 7] 3625 6 [ N Y N § Y Y 207
1andmark Oevelopment Corp.;
Affordable Housing Solutions for
2011-078C Fiorida, inc. Francisco A Rojo Brickell Heights Apartments  [Miami-Oade L 1,831,000 65 N | N N Y E NP NC A YIN] Y 1 [ 79 ] 36.25 6 6 N N|NJY A4 164
Landmark Devejopment Corp.;
Affordabie Housing Solutions. for
201 3-075¢C Florida, Inc. Frarcisco A Rojn City Landings Miami-Gade L 2,455,000 Bs NN N Y £ NP NC A Y N{Y 1§79} 3625 6 13 N NIN]Y Y 145
Landmark Oevelopment Corp.;
Alordable Housing Solutions for
201 2-090C Fiorida, inc. [Francisco A Roto City Crossings Miami-Oade L 2,561,000 03 | N| N N Y £ NP NC A YiN|Y 1 f 791 3625 6 6 N NiINTY Y 143
HTG Affordable Partners Developer,
2011-092C Al Shawn 1 Wilson Los Rosates Miami-Dade L 2.564,000 104 | NI N N Y £ P NC A YINTY 1 129§ 345 6 5 N NiN]|Y]Y 35
HTG Affordable Partners Ceveioper,
2011-093C LLC Shawn ] Wisson Aamanda Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 130 ) N | N N Y E FP NC A YIN Y 2 | 79] 325 3 5 N Y NJY Y 22
H2G Affordable Partners Developer,
2011-095C e Shawn | Wilson Athena Mismi-Oade 1 2,561,000 99 NIN N Y E FP NC A YINI Y [ ) 32.5 6 6 N BR|INEY A4 88
2011-096C Diamond Housing Partners, 1€ Renee Sandell Roosevelt Senior Apariments |Citrus M| 1.275,000 80 | NIN| N IN E | NG A |Y|N{Y ]2 ]79] 2825 [ 6 N N|INJYly]| as
2011-097C The Paces Foundation, Inc. Rick Haymond Fairfieid Manor i ™M 1,510,000 92 NN N N E NP NC A YIN] Y 1179 28 6 & N N|NIN{[N 196
Picerne Affordable Deveiopment, L1C;
2011-098C CeLand 0 Ct L forge A, Aguirre Lawre) Cotwt VoRisia M 1,510,000 80 | N| & N N E FP | Redev A YIN|]Y{2]2] 308 & 2 Y LERN RN 218
2011-099C McCormack Baron Salazar, Inc. Julie M. Williams 5cott Carver Phase 111 Miami-Dade L 1,701,375 100 | N | N N N E Fp NC A YINLY T 1 {72] 345 [ ] Y NIN[Y LY 85
1908 Affordabie Development, 1LC;
2011-101C Picerne Affordable Development, LLC  |Justin 1. Witson The Lansing Pinetlas L 1,660,000 70 N[N N N E FP NC A YIN] Y 1479} 3028 6 & N NiN|]Y )Y 121
Plcerne Alfocdable Development, LLC;
2011-102C Hasifax 1, UC Jorge A. Aguirre Villages at Halifax I Volusia M| 1,185,336 NN} NN 3 ] NC A fvinjyl1frf n 3 5 N NinN|N] Y] s3
HTG Affordable Pariners Deveioper,
2011-204C LLC Shawn ! Wilson 13 Romana Miami-Dade L{ 2561000 100 NIN| N Y £ FP} NC A {yinfy]afr] 3 3 3 N Nin{y]|vl 2m
HTG Affordable Pariners §i Developer,
2011-105C LLC Shawn 1 Wilsen Village Plare Broward t 2.300,000 M NN N N 13 £P NC A YIN] Y 1 ]79{ 337 6 6 N NINTY Y 63
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6/8/12

- “ b @
g g . £ 15 |z £ s . |z slaf 1|8 |3 £
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Claude Pepper Phase One Deuetaper, Claude Pepper Presefvation
2011-111C ¢ Atbersta Milo, Jr. Phase One Miami-Oade L 1,983,042 166 | N | N N Y £ £P [ A YIN]Y 1 |78] 335 6 1 Y NJY Y Y 152
Jack Orr Plaza Phase Onc Oeveloper, Jack Orr Plaza Preservation
2011-114C 1LC Alberta Milg, Js. Phasa One Miami-0ade Li 2057355 200 [ NI N} N Y £ 7l P A_JYy|N[Y]1i7] 3as 6 1 ¥ Ny fjylvy ]| s
2011-129C [Pinnacle Housing Group, UL Qavid 0. Oeutch [The Lolts at Tarpon River Broward L 2,561,000 100 | N| N N N F FP NC A YINLY 1 §79] 3375 6 6 N NIN|Y]Y 168
2011-120C Pinnacie Housing Group, LLC Oavid 0. Oeutch Srcond Street 8roward L 2,561,000 104 | N| N N N F FP NC A YIN]Y 1178 32.5 6 [:3 N NIiN|Y|(Y 100
Pinnacte Horsing Group, 1C; Broward
House, inc.; Broward County (see
2011-122C addendum} Davld O, Doutch Pinnacte 3t Flagler Pointe Broward L 2,561,000 108 J N[N N N F P NC A YIN] Y 1 [7 32 6 6 N NINTJY Y 167
KO 8eneficial Oevelopment, tiC;
Milon ianes Oevelopment
2011-123C Corporalion Milton L. Jones Village of the Asts _{Broward L] 2561000 M| N| N N ¥ Pl NC A YENFY ] 1]79] 3325 6 6 R NIN]Y Y] 147
2011-125C Reliance Housing Bevelopment, LLC — JSandra Scals Echipse East Broward i 2,561,000 9% IN|N N N F NP NC A YN} Y 117 32 6 6 N NINJY]Y 75
2011-126C Rt Beneficial Development 11 11C Don W Paxton ulav Square Miami-0ade 1 1,806,287 40 { NI N N N £ FP Al A YINTY 1179 33.5 6 1 Y N|Y Y A 137
2011-127C Rt Beneficial Development 11 1C 006 W Paxton The Arbors. Hillsborough t 1,748,881 120 N N N N E FP NC A YIN]Y 1|79 30 6 6 N N|NIY Y 3
OLY8 Development, LLC; Todd L. Borck;
2011-130C Deion R, fowery Lmalmoa R Lowery Tierra Pointe Apartments. Dsceola M 1,180,000 74 NiN N N € FP NC A YINIY I | 791 3025 6 6 N NIN]Y A 105
OLT8 Oevetopment, 1LC; Todd L. Borck;|
2011-131C Oéion R Lowery Oeion R Lowery Visla Del Sol Osceola M 1,180,000 74 NN N N £ FP NC A YIN] Y 1 (7] 305 6 [3 N N N|Y Y 118
JPM Oevelopment LLC; Westbrook Sugar Milt Woods
2011-134CH Housing Development (LC Brian Parent Apartments Volusia M 1,000,000 ] 2,140,000 | 60 N | N N N H FP NC A YIN]Y 1 17| 245 55 6 N NIN]Y{Y 6
DOC investments, Ltd. (d/b/a Denison
Ocvelopment Florida, Uid,)
2011-136C (Colby Oenison, Principat) Calby W. Oenison Merritt Grand Pinelias L 1,641,545 100 [ N|N N N £ Pl NC A yin|v|2}raf3s2s 55 [ N NiNIN|Y] 202
0OC Investments, Lid. (d/b/a Denison
Development Florida, Ltd.)
2011-137C (Colby Qenison, Principal) Colby W Oenisan Merritt at Hightand Park Pinetlas 3 1,625,842 10 N[N N N E FP NC A YINL Y| 2)|74] 3525 6 6 N NiN|N]|Y 206
2011-142C Southport Financial Services, Inc. Connie Chen Carver Gardens Alachua M 680,000 W | NN N N F FP{ AP A YENFY ] 1 ]2 2975 6 1 Y NlY|N]Y 21
2011-149C [Southport Financial Services, Inc. Connie Chen Centrat Courl Apartments Hilsborough L £40,000 68 [N N N N ¥ FP{ AP A YIN}] Y 1179 45 6 1 Y N]Y}Y]|]Y B9
2011-151C |Southport Finandal Services, inc. Connie Chen Brookside Village Lee M 490,000 S0 N|N N N F FP AP A YINEY 2 | 7R { 272.75 6 1 Y N|] YN Y 99
NRP Holdings LLC; 2F Development, 3rd Avenue Vilfas a1 Flagler
2011-154C 11C Kyle R Clayton Village Broward L 2,561,000 10NN N N £ FP NC A YIN]Y 1 [7] 325 6 6 N NIN}YIN 176
2011-156C NRP Holdings LLC urt P kehoe 4th Ave Villas Pinellas 1 1,660,000 B0 NN N N F FP NC A YIN{Y 1{79 30 6 13 N N|NJY N 141
The Gatehouse Group LLC; Marc 5.
2011-158C Plonskier, Princigal Marc 5. Plonskier The Peart Miami-Oade L 2,562,000 100 | 8 | N N Y E NP NC A YIN] Y 1179 36 6 6 N N|N}Y Y 144
The Gatehouse Group tLC; Mare 5.
2011-155C Plonssier, Principal Marc 5. Plonskier The Vineyard Miami-Oade L] 2,561,000 9% [ N[N} N Y F NP { NC A JyInfvyladm] 36 3 3 N N|wn]|v{v] 205
Eastwind Oevelopment, LLC; HPE
2011-165C uc tohn F Weir Evernia Place Palm Beach t 2,034,739 34 N | N N N E NP NC A Y{N| Y 1179} 315 3 13 N NINTY Y 92
Rayal American Oevelopment, inc.:
2012-168C Coastal Mortgage Company |Kimberly Murphy Mission Hitls Apartments. Lean M 1,202,126 1R | N[N N N F FP i AP A YI{N| Y 1 frj 235 6 1 Y NEtYIN]Y 178
Royat American Oevelopment, inc.;
2011-169C Southern Coastal Mortgage Company [Ximberly Murphy Century Woods Apastments {Escambia M 516,632 36 | N{N| N §N F P A B |{vINtY | 2)79f 155 3 1 Y NIN]nlvY ] a
Royal American Development, inc.;
2011-170C Southern Coastat Mortgage Company |Ximberly Murphy Dixie Grove Apartments Otange: L 608,051 4 i NI N N N F FP{ AP 3 YINIYI1]79] 275 6 1 ¥ N{NINTY 56
2011.172¢C JARD MH, LLC Todd1 Borek |Madison Heights Hillsborough L 1,695,000 B8O NN N N E FP NC A Y{N] Y 1]7 34 6 6 N N|INJY Y 200
Norslar Oevelopment USA, LP; Gulf
2011-173C 8reeze Apartments Oevel 11.C. |Paula M Rhodes Yhe Verandas of Punta Gorda ICharlotte M 1,275,000 60 NN N N 3 bid NC A YIN] Y 1 | 78] 2525 6 3 Y RNINEY A 142
NCrstar Davelopment USA, LP; PCHA
2011-176C Oevelopment, LLC Paula M Rhodes L andings at Cross Bayou Pinellas L] 1630804 A N[N NN F Fp [ A JY|IN]Y]1]7] 2375 6 1 4 N[y |]vyjv]| 208
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Royal American Jevelopment, hc.; College Arms Garden
2011-178C hern Coastal Mastgage Compnny _[Kimberly Murphy Apartments Putnam 5 | 1,070,000 we [N N| N N £ el am A bvfIniy|t]me]ors] ss fa Y Niv | nlyt aer
Royal Ameritan Oevelopment, Inc.;
2011-180C Coastal Mortgage Company _{Kimberty Muwpity Hilltop Apwtments Madison s 869,796 22 {ntnf NN F PPy AR A Jy|n]lvja]m| n2s 6 1 ¥ N]lvinlv 7
2011-183C CDG Gity Center Il evelopment, (LLC it Wong City Center It ?.53.655 11 2,561,000 94 INPN] N Y 3 el NC A Jy|n|Yi1]mm]|325] s 61 N INiINJY|Y] 19
2011-186C Carliste Group VIl Developmen, 11¢_ fLiz Wong The Nexut. |Miami-Dade 1] 2,561,000 W IiNIN] N Y F FP | NC NEFADDEREES 6 [ N N INFY Y] 139
Seventh Avenue Transit
2012-t87¢C Seventh Avenue Il Development, LLC _[tiz Wong Vitage 1 Miami-Dade 1} 2,561,000 w00 [N N N[N 3 FP{ NC A Jynlyiim] 3ss 6 ] N NINIY Y| 4
20t1-188C Spring Garden Development, 11C tiz Wong Spring Garden [Miami-Oade 1 2,511,987 87 N N N Y E FP NC A YIN]Y 1 79 35.5 2 6 N N N Y Y 93
201128 [Northside Propesty1 O LLCfriz wong Northside Jransit Vitige | IMiami-Oade 1{ 2561,000 w0 [ N[N N | ¥ F Fp ] NC A Jy|nfylainl = [ [ N JYiINfY]Y D s
Northside Property 1l Qevelopment,
2011-190C e iz Wong Northiside Transit Vilage fl_ |Miami-Oade L] 2561,000 0 N[N R GY £ FPj NC A {vinfry]lrlmissgt e 6 L RALERA RSN
20611-192C COG City Center NC Juz Wong City Center Miami-Dade t | 2,561,000 94 N[N N T ¥ F FP | NC A Jvinjy i35 6 3 N [NENJYT YT 72
Volunteers of America National
2012-200C Services Kevin 8.W. White Las Palmas Apargments Miami-Dade L] 1827476 - 195 NN N TN 3 NPl am A |Y|INjY]21]73] 30 6 2 Y NININTY ] 150
The Michaets Development Company 1,
2011-201C L.P.; Savasota Housing Autharity Joseph Chambers tanie's Garden Phase 3 Sarasota M 1,190,000 67 NN Y N ¥ FP | Redev A YINL Y 117 2 6 5 N N{YiIN§Y 13
20t1-202C INVC-D, LLC A Frick Vista Grand at 8ayonet Point [Pasco M{ 1,510,000 0 N[Nt NIN € | NC A Jy|n]vii]r] s 3 61 N IN|INJY Y] 7
2011-204C Vestear Developmant XXXIX, 11C Stephen A, Frick Vista Grand at Oakhill Hermando M] 1,275,000 o [NIN] NTN 3 P NC A JY|N[vY 137l 25 6 6 | N [NIN|Y]Y] 20
2011207 BVS Housing Develapment, t1C Enrique Flores, Iy rickeN Village South Miami-Dade €1 2,480,902 9s [N N N[ ¥ F FP 1 NC A JY|N[V[1]7P}3aT5] © 6] N |[NINJTY|Y] 68
2011-212C Medvin Development, LLC Liz Wong Brickell Village West Miami-Dadle 1] 256,000 wo N NT N [y F FP ] NC A JYIN|[ Y| 1}179] 3475 3 €1 N NINTYTYT 30
2011-213¢C Gwes Cherry O 1, LLC Lz Wong Gwen Chevry Miarmi-Onde 1 €23,827 56 [N| 8] ~ IN & D A JYINIY[3t79] 3a5 3 1 Y N{Y|[Y[Y? 120
2011-214C SoMIA ac Lz Wong South Miami Gardens Miami-Dade 11 1261043 80 [N NI & TY F FPlRedev] A TYJNEY] 2[74] 365 3 S N NfYlvYylvy? 2
201-2t5C [Anniz Coleman | Oevelopment,11C_ Lz Wong [Annie Coleman | Miami-Oade 1 816,974 56 IN|[N[ NN F ZX G 8 IYIN[Y[1]79f3325] 6 1 Y NfY vy a
2011-216C Medvin 31 Development, LLC Lz Wong [Brickell Gate Miami-Dade L] 2,561,000 WO PR IN] n [Y € FP7 NC A JY[INjYTa]7sT3a7s| 6 6 N [sIN]Y[YT] 8
2011-217C Caxliste Graup 1 Gevelopment, LG JLiz Wong Tuscan Place PineNag L] 3584668 7 [NIN]T N TN 3 PP | NC A YNt Y1798 325 3 61 N |[NINTY[Y] 6s
Viltage V.
2011-218C L ltiz wong arownsville Transit Village v _|miami-Dade | 1761281 6s {NIN]| N | ¥ [ 1 IE.S A Iy njvlafzef{sors) ss |6 ~ YyiINTY v | 13
2011-222¢C GO! Flovida we Oouglas A Mayer Wagaer Creek Apartments — [Mami-Dade L 2,236,013 68 | NN N ¥ F FP NC 8 YIN][Y | 2|72 31 6 6 N NINJYLY 66
GO1 Florida Development, LLC: Yacoley
N ¢ N
2013-224C ine. Douglas R Mayer Tuscany Cove1 Miami-Dade 1§ 2.561,000 0 | NIN] NIN F NP} NC A Jy|In|Yfa]m] 36 6 6 N iInIn|Yliv}lan
2011-225¢ astwind Oevalopment, T Tohn F Weir i*.maiaae_ Place Orange L | 1.862,655 99 ININ] NN 3 G A JyIN[YTT17m] 335 3 61 N INTN[NTYT] 188
2011-228C Atlantic Housing Partners, L.L1.P. iy P 8rock _vow_s s Dsceola M| 1,505,000 84 INFNT NN € FP | NC A JY[NTY[T1f7a} 285 3 61 N NIaNT Y] @7
2011-229C Attantic Housing Pavtners,1.L.LP. 32y P Brock ey Woods Pasco M| 1123853 e NI n] N Tw E FP| AR A JYINTYLfe] 32 3 & N InIN[N] YT 157
2011-230C Atlantic Housing Partner(,11.LP. lay P 8rock Hacienda de Ybor Hitisborough _ L] 1162985 9 I NINF N Tn F ER} AP A JyinlYTaTmisast & 1 Y INFY[yTYli
2011-235C Atbntic Housing Partners, LLLP. ay P 8rock Urban Edge Pinellas L | 1,660,000 80 | NIN| N [N € ] NC A [YINFY[ 1793075 6 €61 N [NTN[N]|Y][ 122
Atlantic Housing Partners, L1.LP.;
2011-236C tLC. Jay P Brock Urban Edge - Phase 1l Pinetins L] 1,460,000 64 INfN] N Ik F Ne{ NC A |vInlvyjafr] 30 3 6] N |N|INjnN]v | 194
2011-240C Atlantic Houving Partaers, LLLP. Jay P Brock Boca Paims Osceota M 913,000 sTININ] N | N € FP| NC A [vIn]vy 7282 3 6] N ININTNT Y| 126
The Michaels Development Company i,
2011-242C hp 1oseph Chambers Culmer Gardens Phase & Mami-Dade Lt} 2,561,000 i NiN] NN £ FPlRedevi A |YIN|Y]2]79] 355 3 B N INJYEYJY] 46
The Michaels Development Company ||
20t t-243¢C Lp. loseoh Chambers Culmer Place Phase 2 Miami-Dade 1| 2.561.000 1w [N NN £ FPlRedev] A Y NPY]2]7a] s6s 3 H N N v |viv] s
Incligible Applicatines (surted by Applicatine Number)
201 -033C Jose Gonzalez Tiose Gonzatez ]_mEm 11th 5t Miami-Dade [T 217546 ] Tus [N[NT N INT T F JF] R a INJY]Y 0] o Jol ~n INTWT 117 ]
{26t1-03aC [iose Gonzatet Jiose Gonzatez 3235 Lake Or {Miami-oade [ 21346 | J S NI N NIN] | F JFf] ne A INJv[v o] o fol ™~ fulw] [ s ]
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2011-035C Jose Gonralez Jose Gonzalez 2496 SE 11 Ct iMiami-Dade 1 2,179,446 135 | N | N N N FP NC A NlYLlY [ o N NN 80
2011-036C lose Ganzalez Jose Gonzalez 1960 SE 231d Ave Miami-Dade t 2,179,446 135 | N | N N N F FP NC A NlY(Y [ [ N N | N 9
2011-037C Jose Gonzalez Jose Gonzalez 14445 SW 250th Ter [Miami-Oade L 2,179,446 WS IN|IN N N F FP NC A NlY]Y ] 0 [ N N]RN 125
2011-038C Jose Gonzalez Jose Gonzalez 1110 NW 71 5t. Miami-Oade L 2,179,446 WS NN N N F FP NC A NjY|Y [ [ N N | N 127
2011-040C Arbour Valley Devetopment, LLC Samue! T. Johnston Arbours 3t Pack Ridge 8ay M 1,275,000 78 | NN N N 13 FP NC A NIN[N 79 0 © [ N N|N[NT]Y 29
2011-041C Arbour Valley Devetopment, LLC Samue! T, Johnston [Arbours at Drange Park Walton S 1,070,600 &4 N|N N N E FP NC A NlN|N 79| 265 5 6 N NININ]Y 138
IAMCS Development, LLE; 5CG
20t2-056C Development €o,11C James J Kerr, Jr Perrytowne Apartments Taylor H §94,170 Wo IN|N| NN F FP| AP A ININ|N 9] 235§ 35 t1] v INTYIYIvY] 214
AMCS Devalopment, LLC; SCG
2011-0S7C Development Co, LLC James J Kerr, It Springhill Apartments Madison S 475,000 76 NN N N F FP A/P A NjN| N 79 72 5 1 Y NjY Y Y 172
tandmark Devetopment Corp.;
Atfordable Housing Sofutions for
2011-059C Florida, Inc. Francisco A Rojo City Siver Apartments Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 80 ] NN N N 4 NP NC 8 NINIR 76 10 & [ N NINjY]Y 34
iron C ity D
2011-060C e Gary Massenflu Coastal Vitlage St. Johns M 828,125 62 N1N N N F FP NC A NN N S8 ¢ 4 & N NININ]Y 183
2011-063C Rura! Neighborhoods, incorporated Steve Kirk ,.m Jardin Mizmi-Oade 3 2,561,000 100 § NI N N Y E NP NC A NIN{N 79 { 35.78 3 3 N NINGY Y 156
2011-065C [Pinnade Housing Group, L1C Qavid O Deutch Pinnacie Azul Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 100 { NI N N Y £ FP NC A NIN| N 79 { 35.75 & & N NINJY ¥ 56
2011-068C 8rickelt Station Developers, tLC IGonzalo Degamon Bricke!l Station Miami-Dade L 2,082,400 74 { NN N Y F FP NC A NIN|{ Tl 1|79 345 3 3 N YINITLY 112
2021-069CH St. Martin’s Place Developers, tLC Gonzalo DeRamon 5t. Madtin's Place Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 4700000| 94 { N { N N Y B FP | NC A N|[N] Y 79| 355 3 6 3 YINJY Y 8
2011-070C Flagler Square Developers, LLC Gonzaio DeRamon Flagler Square Miami-Dade L 2,560,900 100 { NI N N Y F FP NC A N|N|]Y 1|79} 328 3 [3 N N|INIY Y 113
2011-071C Biscayne Square Developers, LLC Gonzalo DeRamon Biscayne Square Miami-Dade L] 2,560,500 W00 f NfN] N Y F FP | NC A NlYlY 0 0 N 218
2011-072C Rainhow Village Developers |, LLC Gonzalo DeRamon Rainbow Village ! Miami-Oade t 1,154,779 100 | N| N N N F FP P A NIN|N 74 26 [ [ N N|N[YTY 26
2011-073C [New Maven Developers, LLC Gonzalo DeRamon New Haven Miami-Oade 1 960,647, 82 [ NN N N F FP P A NIN|N 74 2 6 § N N[N YTY 192
2011-674C [Rainbow Vitlage Developers, LLC Gonzalo DeRamon {Rainbow Viltage ! Miamé-Dade L 1,792,627 100 | N | N N N E FpP NC A N{Y]Y [ [+] N 148
2011.075C Vidtage Carver I3 Development, tLC Gonzalo DeRamon Vidiage Carver 1 Miami-Dade L 2,509,678 98 NN N N F Fp NC A NlN| Y 13179 33 & [3 N N|NJYLY 124
iscayne River Viltage Developers s,
2011-076C e Gonzalo DeRamon Siscayne River Vitlage Miami-Dade L] 1,517,500 s4 IN|INF N | 3 FP | NC A _INININ 79| 3225 6 6 N Ninalyivyl
2018-077C Siscayne River Vilage Developers |, 1CjGonzale DeRamon Biscayne River Village | Miami-Dade L 2,526,000 9 | N|N N Y F FP I NC A NIN|IN 73 | 32.25 & 6 N NfN]|Y|Y 188
2011-080C Arbour Valley Development, LLE Samue? T Johnston Havana Yowe¢ Miami-Dade L 1,268,746 &0 NN N N E 7P NC A NININ 73 10 3 [ N NEN]|Y Y 69
2011-081C RS Development Corp: Lewis V. Swezy JLewss V Swezy Lake Point Plaza Apartments {Miami-Dade i 305,670 - 76 N | N N N £ FP P A NEININ 78 § %S [ 1 Y NI Y Y Y 95
2011-082¢C Globe-Op Development. LLC Jason H tarson JAswan Manor Apartments Miami-Dade L 555,000 51 R|N N N F FP AR A NN} N 79 ¢ 312§ 6 € N N{N A Y 187
Arrington Developers of Florida, LEC;
2011-083C James Dale Lancaster James Oate Lancaster Grandview Village Columbia S 314,051 48 NN N N £ FP NC A N|N{N ] N SS
Arrington Developers of Florida, LtC;
2011-084C James Dale Lancaster James O Lancaster Nova Daks Yosia ™ 1,497,762 0 NN N N E FP NC 3 NININ [ N 17
Asrington Developers of Florids, LLC;
2011-085C James Dale Lancaster James @ Lancaster Artingtnn Daks Pinetlas L 1,309,000 64 | N| & N N £ FP NC A NIN{N [ N 169
2011-086CH ICarrfour Supportive Housing, Inc. James O Petrone [Osprey Apartments Miami-Oade L 1,606,588 | 3.000,000] 60 | N | n N N H NP | NC A N|N|N 76 29 4 6 N NN |[Y]Y 182
Arrington Developers of Florida, LLC;
2011-087C James Dale Lancaster James O Lancaster St. Jnhn's Crossing Putnam S 1,017,000 48 N | N N N F FF NC -] Ni{N| N 0 N 109
Arrington Developers of Florida, 11C;
2011-088C James Dale Lancaster James D Lancaster Lakeshore Oaks Pinetlas L 1,120,368 | 1,800,000 48 NI N N N H P NC A NIN] N 4 N 217
Arcington Developers of Forida, \LC;
2011-089C Dale Lancaster, Principal of Devetoper |James Dale Lancaster Madison Oaks Pasco M 1,195,000 74 NIN N N E FP NC A NIN|N ° N 34
HTG Affordable Partners Developer,
2011-091C LLC; AM Affordable Housing, inc. Shawn 1 Witson 1a Azucena Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 107 | NI N N N F NP NC A NEN{N 79 10 6 [ N NINjY b 210
HTG Affordable Partners Developer,
2011-094C e Shawn 1 Witson La Margarita Miami-Dade v] 2561000 wo fN|N| n |y £ P NC A INInN]N 791 36 S [ N Nin]Y]lYl s
2011-103C I1TG Konover Development, LIC Shawn | Wilson Banyan Station Paim Seach 1 2,110,000 95 NN N N £ Fp NC A NiIN] N 73 10 & [ N NN Y T 25
2011-107C Potk County Hoissing Developers, Inc.  Jlobn Calcagni Twin Lakes at Lakeland Polk M 1,155,000 83 I N[N N N £ Fp NC A NEN] N 79 1 3228 6 [ N Nf[NIR]Y 193
2011-108C |Gorman & Company, Inc. Hana K Eskra Mndelio Homes Miami-Dade L 1,863,813 132 A | N N N F FP AfP 8 N|IN[N 71 10 S 2 Y N|lYjY N 62
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2013-110C Highalnd Square Oeveloper, LLC Alberto Milo, Jr. Highland Squrare Apariments Eg.rcvnm [§ 2,561,000 IR INJN N Y E FP NC A NIYIN 23| 35.75 [ 6 N YNy Y 123
2013-112C {Wagner Creek Geveloper, LLC Aberto Mito. Jr. Wagner Creek Aparlments  |Miami-Oade L] 2297575 o {N|IN] ¥ IN E FP| NC 8 |N[TEN 711 35.75 [ 5 N NfNJY|Y] 28
Smathers Preservation Phase
2011-113C Smathers Phase One Oeveloper, 11C  JAlberto Mito, fr, One Miami-Dade L 2.561,000 182 § NI N N N E FP P B NIN{ W 79{ 285 (3 1 Y N[ Y Y Y 162
2011-115C €Earlinglon Place Developer, LLC [Atberto Mio, fr. Eartington Place Apartments {Miami-Dade 1 2,561,000 104 [ NEN N Y E Fe NC A NIY{N 75 | 3s.2s 6 6 N N|NJY Y 32
2011-116C Pinnacle Housing Group, LIC Oavid O Jeutch Pinnacle Rio Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 100 | NN N Y F FP NC A N|IN| N 74 | 3525 6 [] N NINJY{Y 211
201 1-117C [Pinnacie Housing Group, LLC Oavid 0. Deutch Friendship Tower 1t Miami-Dade t 2,561,000 100 { NI N N N F FP NC A N|NIN 74 | 355 6 6 N BRINTY Y 146
2011-138C Pinnacle Housing Group, 1LC David O Deutch Hometown Statien [Miami-Dade 1 2,561,000 10C { N | N N M F Fp NC A N|N| N 72 37 6 6 N A Nt1Y Y 16
2011-139C Seulhport Financial Services, Inc. Cannie Chen Foresl Park Sauth Brevard M 492,000 68 | N| N N N F FP 1 A/ A N|Y]|N 72 10 6 1 Y NjYIY}Y 130
2011-140C Southport Financial Serviees, tnc. Connie Chen [Stevens Ouval Guval 1 530,000 s2 [Nfn] NN £ FP | AP A N|IN{N 66 | 10 4 1 Y N]lY Py ly ] 3
2011-141C |Southport Financial Services, Ine. Connie Chen [Chestnut Trait Apartmenls  [Pineltas L 1,125,000 SO | N| N N N E FP NC 8 N{N| N 59 0 S 6 N NIN|[T]Y 110
2011-142C Southport Financial Services, Inc. IConne Chen 135th Street Apartments Miami-Oade 1 635,000 65 NN N N F FP AlP A N|N] N 76 10 5 1 Y N Y Y Y 74
2011-148C Southport Financial Services, inc. [Connie Chen Jackson Heights i 1 1,050,000 Wi N[N N N F FP AP A NlYLY 79 | 26.75 6 1 Y N Y Yi{y 23
Macedonia Garden
2011-152¢€ Soulhport Financial Services, 1nc, Connie Chen Apartments Bay M 935,928 WO IN|N N N F FP A/P A NIYIN 76 o 5 6 N NN Y Y 86
2011-153C Saulhport Financial Services, Inc. Connie Chen Hudson Eslates Pasco M 515,000 52 NI N N N F FP AP A Ni{N]N 79 1 15.28 [ 1 T NiN|NK]Y 212
Tempie Heights Senior
2011-155C INRP Holdings LLC [Xurt P Kehor [Aparimenls Hilishorough [} 1,471,932 72 N | N N N £ FP NC A NININ 76 | 25.25 [ 6 N NN YN 175
Ocean greeza Semor
2011-257¢C INRP Holdings LLC Kl P Kehoe Apar trents. Martin M 1,275,000 bad NN N N £ Fp NC A N[N N 76 25 5 6 N N[N A N 182
2011-160C Eastwnd Oevelopment, LLC ohn F Wweir Riverbend Pointe 8roward L 1,970,000 140 J N ] N N N F Fe NC A NIN{ N 7% 28 6 6 N NINTY Y 32
2011-161C D 1Lc lohn F Weir Mira Flares Pinelias L 1,422,102 &0 NN N N E FP A/R 8 NININ 68 27 6 6 N N|NtY Y 31
Eastwind Developmenl, 11C; NHSSF
201 1-162C Oevelopment, 11C tohn F Weir Ria Vista [Miami-Oade 1 2,561,000 12 { NI N N Y 3 NP NC A N|IN|N 73 | 305 6 6 N N|N]Y Y 18
Eastwind Development, LLC; NHS5F
2011-163C Development, t1C fohn F Weir [Casa Bonita Miami-Oade 1 1,890,807 80 NN N Y E NP NC A NJN]| N 73 31 6 3 N TIN|Y]Y 83
[Eastwind Devalopment, L1C; NHS5F
2011-164C 0 LLC Fohn F Weiw San Marino Miami-Oade 1 2,561,000 20 | N| N N Y E NP NC A NINI N 79 | 30.25 6 & N NiN]|Y}Y 114
2011-166C Landmark Covp. Francisco A Rojo Willow1 ake Townhomes Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 90 N|N N N F FR NC 8 NIN|N 56 [ 0 6 N N{iN|]Y]Y 104
Royal American Developmen, Inc.;
2011-167C Southern Coaslal Mortgage Company [Kimberly Murphy Prakwie Qaks Apartments Levy S 685,547 5S4 N | N N N F il . A NiININ 76 | 20.75 S 1 Y NEY[N]Y 108
A
2011-171C 1LC Gonzalo DeRamon [Oakhurst Square Hinsboraugh L] 2110000 200 f NIN| N I N £ FPi{ AR A Infnin 79]3t25] s [ N INININ] Y] 159
Norstar Development USA, 1P; Renaissance Presecve Phase
2011-174C Preserve 11C {Psula M Rhades il Lee M 1,355,087 88 Nt Y \ N F FP § Redev A NIN{ N 76 | 3028 6 13 Y N|Y Y Y 136
Norstar Development USA, 1F; LWHA Sunsise: Park Semor
2011-375C O 1C P3ula M Rhodes jApartments Potk M 1,028,066 58 NN Y N E FP | Redev 8 NIN| N 79 26 o S N N]Y Y Y 48
Royal American Developmen, inc.;
2012-177C Southern Coastal Mortgage Company [Ximberly Murphy Apartments Collier M{ 1404549 WOINFN] NN £ Pl AR 8 ININ| N 7] 10 6 | 2] v jalylvyiv] 160
2011-182C The Richman Group of Florida, Inc. [William T Fabbri Sapodilla Place Agartments  [Palm 8each 1 2,100,000 88 N[N N Y E FP NC A N{N|N 70 | 30.75 & 3 N NIN]Y Y 97
201 1-184C Parkside { O tC pizWong The Wast End {Miami-Dade L 2,561,000 105 | N | N N N E FP NC A NIN|N 74 10 S [ N NiN]YLY 153
2011-193C The Richman Group of Florida, Inc. | Wilkam 7 Fabbri Easl take Apartments 8roward L | 2180000 128N N] N[N F FP T NC A _ININ|N 76 | 10 6 16 N ITNJN|YTYT] 15/
2011-195C [The Richman Group of Florida, inc. 'Wakam T Fabbri Easton Cove Escambia M 1,200,000 80 | N[N N N E [Z3 NC A NIN|N 70 o 6 & N NEN[NTT 1
DLT8 Oevelopment, 11C-Todd Borck
2011-198C and Deion Lowery [Yodd 1 Borck Pointe at Stiltwater Pinellas 1 1,180,000 74 N|N N N ¥ P NC A NiN]N 79 22 6 6 N NiwN]|Y Y 173
7011-203C [Vestror Xt, LLC IStephen A. Frick Vista Grand al Woodtawn, Pinellas 3 1,860,000 80 NN L] N £ FP NC A NiNI N 78 [ 5 [ N NN Y Y 102
2011-205C Preservation of Affe Housing ] LC{Rodger Brown Trinity Towers South Beevard M| 1197727 B2 N|N| NN F NP] AP A [ NININ 79§ 265 [ 1 Y NPy lYly} 213
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2011 Universal Application Cycle Ranked Order

6/8/12
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D178 Development, 1{C-Todd Borck
2011-206C and Deion Lowery Todd1 Borek Semincle Park Pinaiias 14} 1,180,000 74 |[N|NT NN E FP | NC A [N|NIN 79 | 26.25 S & N NINTYIY ] 135
2011-210C Carlisie Group IX Development, 11C___ it Wong Peary Court Morroe s d97,963 28 [v[s] N[N F R A ININ]N 5] 0 4 f6| N [NINJNIN] 132
2011-211C [Grove Gate O« 1iuc Liz Wong Grove Gate Apariments —Eﬁn.ﬂuan 1 2,561,000 98 N | N N N E FP NC A N|N] N 79 10 6 & N N|IN{Y{Y 120
2011-219C GD) Forida Dguelopmient, 1LC Douglas R Mayer Andrews Village {aroward L 2,561,000 B8 | N N N N F [ NC A NiNI N 72 30 3 S N N|N{Y Y 198
20t1-220C GDI Florida Davelopment, 1tC Douglas R Mayer {@ianton Park Miami-Oade: 1 2,337,450 72 [N N} N IN F FP [ NC 8 NInlN 74] 10 [ 3 N NInl{vTvy] 1m0
GDI Forida Development, LLC;
Independent Eglise de Dieu par le St
20%t-221C Esprit, Inc. Douglas R Mayer Sajous Apartments MiamiDade t 2,t47,042 62 N|N N Y F NP NC 8 NININ 74 | 30.25 6 6 N NiNL|Y Y 67
GDi Florida Development, LLC: Tacoley
. o )
701 1-223¢ wnc. Douglas R Mayer Tuscany Coue i Miami-Dade L] 2,561,000 wo M| N| N | N 3 ne| Ne A IN|N|N 6a{227s | 6 6] N |NIN|JY|VY] 62
[Paim Coast Town Center ~
2011-226C Atlantic Housing Partners,111.P. $ay P Brock Phase | Flagler S 1,070.000 60 { NI N N N £ FP| NC A N{N{N 79 [ € 6 N N|NINTY 84
Palm Coast Town Centac «
2011-227C Atlantic tlousing Partners, LL.LP. Sy P Brock Phase it Flagler S 1,070,000 60 N[N N N E FP NC A N{N(N $2 [ 6 [ N NININ]Y 12
Atlantic Housing Partners, LLLP.;
Southern Affordable Development, |The Fountains at Central
2011-237C L.1.C. Jay P Brock Vittage - Phase th Hernando M 1,275,000 72 NN N N E NP NC A NiN]| N 69 0 & 6 N N | N[N Y 203
Alantic Housing Partners, 111.P.;
Southern Affordable Deuelopment, The Fountains at Central
2011-238C t1.C. Jay P Brock Vitlage - Phase la Hernando M 1,039,000 58 N|N N N F NP NC A N[N} N 70 0 & [ N NIXN]IN]Y 174
The Fountains at Audubon
20t t-239C Atlantic Housing Partners, 1.L1.P. Paul Missigman Place Sarasota M 585,500 33 N|N N N £ FP R A NININ 75 | 33.25 S 6 N NIN|N]Y 166
[Leased Housing Corporation, inc.;
2011-241C Flaherty and Collins Development LLC jVan Johnson Palm Gardens at Beile Glade Paim Beach L 2,110,000 292 | N | N N N £ NP 13 A NIN{ N 0 N Bl
2011-744C Sunshine Development Group, 11C Tom E Shelly Magnolia Valley Estates Pasco M 1,167,720 74 NN N N £ FP NC A NININ 74 26 6 6 N NN YN 151
2011-245C Sunshine Developmknt Group, 11C Tom E Shelly Prospect Lake Reserve, Pinelias 1 1,356,701 69 | NN N [N F Pl NC A NN N 73] 33 3 3 N NINTY{N 40
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Scoring Summary Report

File #: 2011-069CH Development Name: St. Martin's Place

As of: 06/08/2012

RA Level Classification)

Maximum Points/Eligibility Preliminary NOPSE Final Final Ranking

Met Threshold Y/N N N Y Y
Total Points 79 79.00 79.00 78.00 79.00
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Points 6 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points 37 35.50 32.00 35.50 35.50
Eligible for 1/8th Mile Ranking Preference Y/N Y Y Y Y
Eligible for Age of Development YN N N N N
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Concrete Construction Y/N Y Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Fiorida General Contractor Y/N Y Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

RA Level Classification (preference given to the lowest 1-6 6 6 6 6
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2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Scores:
Maximum Available I—

ftem# | Part] Section Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final { Final Ranking
Developer

T S _=. _m. _ﬁn. ~Iocm.:o Credit Development Experience _ 3.00 m.oo_ m.oo~ w.oo_ m.oo_
Construction Features and Amenities

28 il B. 3.a. Optional - NC & Rehab. Units 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00

38 il. |B. 3.b. Optional - All Developments Except SRO 12.00 12.00 12.00] 12.00 12.00

38 1. B. 3.c. Optional - SRO Developments 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

48 {8 B. 3.d. Optional - Universal Design &Visitability 10.00 10.00 10.00| 10.00 10.00

58 11 B. 5.a.(1) Green Building Features (NC & Redev.) 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

58 . B. 5.a.(2) Green Building Certification (NC & Redev.) 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00 10.00

58 . |B. 5.b. Green Building Features (Rehab. & Preserv.) 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Set-Aside Commitments

6S 1. E. 1.b.(2) Special Needs Households 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00

7S i, E. 1.b.(3) Total Set-Aside Commitment 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00

8S 11K E. 3. Affordability Period 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Resident Programs

98 111, F. 1. Programs for Non-Elderly & Non-Homeless 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9S8 . |F. 2. Programs for Homeless (SRO & Non-SRO) 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00

98 1. F. 3. Programs for Elderly 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

108 . |F. 4. Programs for All Applicants 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Local Government Contributions

[tis  Jiv. Ja _ {Contributions | 5.00| 5.00] 500] 5.00] 5.00]
Local Government Incentives

[1zs  |iv. e | [incentives | 4.00} 400  4.00] 4.00] 4.00]
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2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Threshold(s) Failed:

Created as | Rescinded as
ltem # | Part| Section| Subsection Description Reason(s) Result of Resuit of

1T i1 A. 3. Principals The Applicant failed to identify the manager(s) or member| Preliminary Final
manager(s) of MM St. Martin’s Place, LLC, the general
partner of the Applicant entity.

2T Financial Arrears Pursuant to subsection 67-48.004(5), F.A.C., NOPSE NOPSE Final
scoring may include financial obligations for which an
Applicant or Developer or Principal, Affiliate or Financial
Beneficiary of an Applicant or the Developer is in arrears
to the Corporation or an agent or assignee of the
Corporation as of the due date for NOPSE filing (January
25, 2012). As provided in paragraph 67-48.004(13)(d),
F.A.C., following the submission of the "Cures,” the
Corporation shall reject an Application if the Applicant
fails to satisfy any arrearages described in subsection 67-
48.004(5), F.A.C. The Applicant or Developer or
Principal, Afiiliate or Financial Beneficiary of the Applicant
or the Developer is listed on the January 25, 2012 Past
Due Report as being in arrears to the Corporation in
connection with the following Developments: Bonita Cove
and Casa Matias. The January 25, 2012 Past Due
Report is posted to the FHFC Website at
http:/fwww.floridahousing.org/PropertyOwnersAndManag
ers/PastDueReports/ . Payments and questions should be
addressed to the servicer.

Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:

Maximum

Available Final
ltem# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
1A i, |C. 1. Site Plan/Plat Approval 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1 .mm-
2A . |C. 3.a. Availability of Electricity 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
3A M. |[C. 3.h. Availability of Water 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
4A . |C. 3.c. Availability of Sewer 1.00 1.00 1.00{ 1.00 1.00
5A . iC. 3.d. Availability of Roads 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
B6A . |{C. 4. Appropriately Zoned 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00 1.00
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Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:

2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Maximum
Available Final
ftem # | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
Transit Services
1P Hi. |A. 10.a Public Bus Stop 2.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00
1P n. A 10.2 Public Bus Transfer Stop or Public Bus Transit Stop 6.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00
1P . JA. 10.a Public Rail Station 7.00 7.00 7.00] 7.00 7.00
Tier 1 Services
2P . {A. 10.a Grocery Store 4.00 3.50 3.501 3.50 3.50
3P . A 10.a Public School 4.00 4.00 4,00} 4.00 4.00
3P . A 10.a Senior Center 4.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00 0.00
4P H. |A. 10.a Medical Facility 4.00 3.50 0.00] 3.50 3.50
Eligible for Tier 1 Service Score Boost {(Yes/No) N N N N
Total Tier 1 Service Score 12.00 11.00 7.50] 11.00 11.00
Tier 2 Services
5P L A 10.a Public Park 2.00 2.00 2.00] 2.00 2.00
6P . {A. 10.a Community Center 2.00 2.00 2.00f 2.00 2.00
7P H A, 10.a Pharmacy 2.00 1.75 1.76} 1.75 1.75
8P H.  {A. 10.a Public Library 2.00 1.75 1.75 1.75 1.75
FHFC Proximity List
9P . |A. 10.b Proximity to Developments on FHFC Development 10.00 10.00 10.00] 10.00 10.00
Proximity List
Reason(s) for Failure to Achieve Selected Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:
kem# Reason(s) Created As Result | Rescinded As Resuit
4P Evidence provided in a NOPSE calls into question whether the Medical Facility listed on the NOPSE Final
m5<.m<oq Certification for Competitive HC Applications form is a walk-in clinic that does not
requires appointments.
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2011-069CH St. Martin's Place

Additional Application Comments:

ltem# [Part [Section | Subsection Description Comment(s) Created as | Rescinded as
Result of Resuit of
1C fi. A. 10.b. Proximity to The Application qualifies for 10 automatic proximity points | Preliminary
Developments on at Part 111.A.10.b.(1) of the Application.
FHFC Development
Proximity List
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Scoring Summary Report
File #: 2011-064CH Development Name: Amistad

As of: 06/08/2012

RA Level Classification)

Maximum Points/Eligibility  Preliminary = NOPSE Final Final Ranking _

Met Threshoid Y/N Y Y Y Y
Total Points 79 79.00 79.00 79.00 79.00
Ability to Proceed Tie-Breaker Points 6 8.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points 37 35.25 35.25 35.25 35.25
Eligible for 1/8th Mile Ranking Preference Y/N N N N N
Eligible for Age of Development Y/N N N N N
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Concrete Construction Y/N Y Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

Eligible for Florida General Contractor Y/N Y Y Y Y
Tie-Breaker Ranking Preference

RA Level Classification (preference given to the lowest 1-6 6 6 6 6
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. 2011-064CH Amistad

Scores:
Maximum Available

ftem# | Part|{ Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Final Ranking
Developer

Tm _:. _m. _A.o. _Iocwmsu Credit Development Experience 3.00 3. oo_ m.oo_ w.oo_ 3.00
Construction Features and Amenities

2S . B. 3.a. Optional - NC & Rehab. Units 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00

38 Il. B. 3.b. Optional - All Developments Except SRO 12.00 12.00 12.00} 12.00 12.00

3S 1. B. 3.c. Optional - SRO Developments 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

48 . B. 3.d. Optionat - Universal Design &Visitability 10.00 10.00 10.00f 10.00 10.00

58 il |B. 5.a.(1) Green Building Features (NC & Redev.) 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

58 . B. 5.a.(2) Green Building Certification (NC & Redev.) 10.00 10.00 10.00} 10.00 10.00

58 Iil.  |B. 5.b. Green Building Features (Rehab. & Preserv.) 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Set-Aside Commitments

6S It E. 1.0.(2) Special Needs Households 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00

78 . |E. 1.b.(3) Total Set-Aside Commitment 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00

8S ill. E. 3. Atffordability Period 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Resident Programs

98 1. F. 1. Programs for Non-Elderly & Non-Homeless 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9S8 118 F. 2. Programs for Homeless (SRO & Non-SRO) 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00

9S ill. F. 3. Programs for Elderly 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

108 M. F. 4. Programs for All Applicants 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Local Government Contributions

s Jiv. Ja _ {Contributions _ 5.00] 500  5.00] 5.00] 5.00]
Local Government Incentives

f12s  |iv. s | [iIncentives _ 4.00] 400 4.00] 4.00] 4.00|
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Ability To Proceed Tie-Breaker Points:

2011-064CH Amistad

Maximum
Available Final
Rem # | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
1A 1. |{C. 1. Site Plan/Plat Approval 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
2A n. |cC. 3.a. Availability of Electricity 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
3A . |C. 3.b. Availability of Water 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
4A . |C. 3.c. Availability of Sewer 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
5A i |C. 3.d. Availability of Roads 1.00 1.00 1.00f 1.00 1.00
6A i |C. 4, Appropriately Zoned 1.00 1.00 1.00] 1.00 1.00
Proximity Tie-Breaker Points:
Maximum
Available Final
ltem# | Part| Section| Subsection |Description Points Preliminary | NOPSE | Final | Ranking
Transit Services
1P 1. |A. 10.a Public Bus Stop 2.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00 0.00
1P . A 10.a Public Bus Transfer Stop or Public Bus Transit Stop 6.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00 0.00
1P . A 10.a Public Rail Station 7.00 6.50 6.50] 6.50 6.50
Tier 1 Services
2P H. A 10.a Grocery Store 4.00 4.00 4.00] 4.00 4.00
3P . A 10.a Public School 4.00 3.50 3.50] 3.50 3.50
3P . A 10.a Senior Center 4,00 0.00 0.00f 0.00 0.00
4P . ]A. 10.a Medical Facility 4.00 4.00 4.00] 4.00 4.00
Eligible for Tier 1 Service Score Boost (Yes/No) N N N N
Total Tier 1 Service Score 12.00 11.50 11.50f 11.50 11.50
Tier 2 Services
5P H. JA. 10.a Public Park 2.00 2.00 2.00f 2.00 2.00
6P . 1A 10.a Community Center 2.00 1.75 175 1.76 1.75
7P . A 10.a Pharmacy 2.00 2.00 2.00] 2.00 2.00
8P . JA. 10.a Public Library 2.00 1.50 1.50] 1.50 1.50
FHFC Proximity List
9P . A 10.b Proximity to Developments on FHFC Development 10.00 10.00 10.00| 10.00 10.00
Proximity List

Page 30of 4




Additional Application Comments:

2011-064CH Amistad

ltem # |Part |Section | Subsection Description Comment(s) Created as | Rescinded as
Resuit of Result of
1C . A 10.b. Proximity to The Application qualifies for 10 automatic proximity points | Preliminary

Developments on
FHFC Development
Proximity List

at Part 111.A.10.b.(4) of the Application.
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