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PARC GROVE, LL.C FHFC Case No. 2020-009BP
Petitioner, RFA No.2019-112
App. No. 2020-105C
VS.
FLORIDA HOUSING
FINANCE CORPORATION.

Respondent.

FORMAL WRITTEN PROTEST AND PETITION
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING

Petitioner, Parc Grove, LLC, (“Petitioner” or “Parc Grave”), pursuant to sections 120.57(1)
and (3), Florida Statutes (“F.S.”) and Rules 28-110 and 67-60, Florida Administrative Code
(“FAC”) hereby files this Formal Written Protest and Petition for Administrative Hearing (the
“Petition”) regarding the scoring decisions of the Respondent, Florida Housing Finance
Corporation (“Florida Housing”) to award funding to responsive Applicants pursuant to RFA
2019-112 Housing Credit Financing For Affordable Housing Developments Located in Miami-
Dade County. (hereinafter the “RFA”)

Introduction
1. This Petition is filed pursuant to sections 120.57(1) and (3), Florida Statutes, Rules 28-110
and 67-60, Florida Administrative Code.
Parties
2. Petitioner is a Florida limited liability company in the business of providing affordable

housing. Petitioner’s address is 3225 Aviation Avenue, 6" Floor, Coconut Grove, Florida 33133.



Petitioner’s address, telephone number and email address are those of its undersigned counsel for
purposes of this proceeding,
3. The affected agency is Florida Housing Finance Corporation. Florida Housing’s address is
227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1329.

Notice
4. On August 20, 2019 Florida Housing issued the RFA.
3 On September 19, 2019 the RFA was modified by Florida Housing and a Notice of
Modification of RFA 2019-112 was issued.
6. Applications in response to the RFA were due on or before October 22, 2019.
% Florida Housing received sixty-three (63) applications in response to the RFA. Petitioner,
in response to the RFA, requested an allocation of $2,875,950.00 in Housing Tax Credit funding
for its proposed 110-unit affordable housing development in Miami-Dade County, Florida.
8. Petitioner received notice of the preliminary RFA scoring and rankings through electronic
posting on Friday, January 24, 2020 at 9:03 am. A copy of the notices posted on the Corporations
website are attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. Petitioner was deemed eligible for funding.
9. On Wednesday, January 29, 2020 at 8:00 am., Petitioner timely submitted their Notice of
Intent to Protest Florida Housing’s intended decision. A copy of that Notice of Intent is attached
hereto as Exhibit “B”.
10.  This Petition is timely filed in accordance with the provisions of section 120.57(3) (b),

Florida Statutes, and rules 28-110.004 and 67-60.009, Fla. Admin. Code.

! The Notice of Modification of Request For Applications (RFA) 2019-112 was posted on the Corporations website
and sent via electronic mail to persons registered on the Corporation’s Multifamily Programs Registry.
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Backeround

11. Florida Housing is a public corporation created by section 420.504, Florida Statutes, to
administer the governmental function of financing or refinancing affordable housing and related
facilities in Florida. Florida Housing’s statutory authority and mandates are set forth in Part V of
Chapter 420, Florida Statutes. See, Sections 420.501-420.55, Fla. Stat. Florida Housing is
designated as the Housing Credit agency for the State of Florida within the meaning of 42(h)(7)(A)
of the IRC, and Chapters 67-48 and 67-60, Fla. Admin. Code.

12. Florida Housing administers a competitive solicitation process to implement the provisions
of the housing credit program under which developers apply for funding. See Chapter 67-60, Fla.
Admin. Code.

RFA 2019-112

13. This RFA was specifically targeted to provide much needed affordable housing in Miami-
Dade County, Florida. The RFA introduction provides as follows,

This Request for Applications (RFA) is open to Applicants proposing the development of
affordable, multifamily housing located in Miami-Dade County.

Under this RFA, Florida Housing Finance Corporation (the Corporation) expects to have
up to an estimated $7,195,917 of Housing Credits available for award to proposed
Developments located in Miami-Dade County. ...

(RFA at 2)

14. This RFA also added a new provision which provides as follows in relevant part,

Priority Designation of Applications

Applicants may submit no more than three (3) Priority I Applications. There is no
limit to the number of Priority 11 Applications that can be submitted:; however, no
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Principal®can be a Principal of more than three (3) Priority 1 Applications.?
Florida Housing will rely on the Principals of the Applicant and Developer(s)
Disclosure Form (Rev. 05-2019) outlined below in order to determine if a Principal
is a Principal on more than three (3) Priority I Applications. If during scoring it is
determined that a Principal is disclosed as a Principal on more than three (3) Priority
I Applications, all such Priority I Applications will be deemed Priority II.
If it is later determined that a Principal was not disclosed as a Principal and the
undisclosed Principal causes the maximum set forth above to be exceeded, the
award(s) for the affected Application(s) will be rescinded and all Principals of the
affected Applications may be subject to material misrepresentation, even if the
Applications were not selected for funding, were deemed ineligible, or were
withdrawn.

(RFA at 6-7) (herein referred to as the “Priority I Requirement”)

15, Appointed Review Committee members independently evaluate and score their assigned

portions of the submitted applications based on various mandatory and scored items. (RFA at 69)

The maximum point total that an applicant can receive is 15 points. (RFA at 67) Failure to meet

all eligibility items results in an application being deemed ineligible. (RFA at 64).

16. The RFA provides that all cligible Priority 1 Applications will be ranked by sorting the

Applications as follows, followed by Priority II Applications.

2 The word “Principal” means:
(a) For a corporation, each officer, director, executive director, and sharcholder of the corporation.
(b) For a limited partnership, each general partner and cach limited partner of the limited partnership.
(c) For a limited liability company, each manager and each member of the limited liability company.
(d) For a trust, each trustee of the trust and all beneficiaries of majority age (i.e.; 18 years of age)
as of Application deadline.
(e) For a Public Housing Authority, each officer, director, commissioner, and executive director of the
Authority. Rule 67-48.002(94), FAC.

3 The word “Applicant” means any person or legal entity of the type and with the management and ownership structure
described herein that is seeking a loan or funding from the Corporation by submitting an Application or responding
to a competitive solicitation pursuant to rule chapter 67-60, F.A.C., for one or more of the Corporation’s programs.
For purposes of rules 67-48.0105 (Sale, Transfer or Refinancing of a SAIL Development), Rule 67-48.0205 (Sale,
Transfer or Refinancing of a HOME Development)and 67-48.03 1(Qualified Contractors), F.A.C., Applicant also
includes any assigns or successors in interest of the Applicant. Unless otherwise stated in a competitive solicitation,
as used herein, a ‘legal entity’ means a legally formed corporation, limited partnership or limited liability
company.Rule 67-48.002(9),FAC.
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d.

b.

g.

First, from highest score to lowest score;

Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Proximity Funding Preference (which is
outlined in Section Four A.5.¢ of the RFA) with Applications that qualify for the preference
listed above Applications that do not qualify for the preference:

Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Per Unit Construction Funding Preference
which is outlined in Section Four A.10.¢ of the RFA (with Applications that qualify for
the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the preference);

Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Development Category Funding Preference
which is outlined in Section Four A.4. (b)(4) of the RFA (with Applications that qualify
for the preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the preference);

Next, by the Application’s Leveraging Classification, applying the multipliers outlined in
item 3 of Exhibit C of the RFA (with Applications having the Classification of A listed
above Applications having the Classification of B);

Next, by the Application’s eligibility for the Florida Job creation Funding Preference which
1s outlined in item 4 of Exhibit C of the RFA (with Applications that qualify for the
preference listed above Applications that do not qualify for the preference); and

And finally, by lottery number, resulting in the lowest lottery number receiving preference.

(RFA at 67-68)

17.

The RFA mandates the Funding Selection Process (hereinafter “Selection Process™), as

follows,

(a) The first Application selected for funding will be the highest ranking eligible
Priority [ Family Application that qualifies for the Geographic Areas of Opportunity /
SADDA Goal if there are none, then the first Application selected for funding will be
the highest ranking eligible Priority 11 Family Application that qualifies for the
Geographic Areas of Opportunity/ SADDA Goal.

(b) The next Application selected for funding will be the highest-ranking cligible
Priority I Application that qualifies as an Elderly (Non-ALF) Development. If there
are none, then the next Application selected for funding will be the highest-ranking
cligible Priority I Application that qualifies as an Elderly (Non-ALF) Development.

(c) The next Application(s) selected for funding will be the highest-ranking unfunded
Priority I Application(s), regardless of Demographic Category until no more than three
(3) total Applications are selected for funding. If less than three Applications are
selected for funding and there are no eligible unfunded Priority I Applications, then
the next Application(s),selected for funding will be the highest ranking unfunded
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Priority II Application(s), regardless of Demographic Category until no more than
three (3) total Applications are selected for funding. If the third Application cannot be
fully funded, it will be entitled to receive a Binding Commitment for the unfunded
balance.

(d) If funding remains afier selecting the three (3) highest ranking eligible unfunded
Applications as outlined above, or if funding remains because there are not three (3)
eligible Applications that can be funded as outlined above, then no further
Applications will be considered for funding and any remaining funding will be
distributed as approved by the Board.

(RFA at 68)

18. On January 9, 2020, members of the Review Committce met at a public meeting to
announce their scores. Just prior to the commencement of the ranking of eligible applications and
selection for funding by the Review Committee, Marisa Button, Executive Director of Multi-
Family Programs at Florida Housing and not a Review Committee member* addressed those
present, with what she described as a comment for the public record. She proceeded to read the
Priority I requirements from the RFA into the record. She then stated that certain applications,
including Orchid District, LTD (Application 2020-148C), Parc Grove, LLC (Application 2020-
105C) and others, which had all been deemed cligible by the Review Committee, shared “certain
commonalities” which she described in detail. Ultimately however, Ms. Button noted, that Florida
Housing could not determine that any of the applications shared a common “principal” as that term
is defined in rule 67-48.002,FAC. Ms. Button concluded her statement by indicating that if any of
the applications were later found to have violated the Priority 1 requirement they could be subject
to the penalties in the RFA. Once Ms. Button concluded her statement the ranking and selection

process commenced.’

*Ms. Button is identified as a resource to the Review Committee Members but is not a scorer of applications.

® Since the applications referenced by Ms. Button were all eligible for funding and the Review Committee was in the
middle of scoring all eligible applications her statements at that time were highly unusual. The Petitioner denies any
such allegation and further asserts that it complied with the RFA and its terms as defined in Florida Housing’s rules.
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19 The following eligible applications were selected for funding by the Review Committee
members on January 9, 2020,
-2020-101C- Harbour Springs LLC (selected as meeting GAO/HUD SADDA Goal)
-2020-148C- Orchid District, LTD (selected as meeting Elderly/Non-ALF Goal)

-2020-117C- Naranja Lakes Housing Partoers, LP (next highest-ranking unfunded Cat 1)

Three applications, including Application 2020-122C, Slate Miami Apartments, Ltd. (“Slate
Miami”) were deemed ineligible as a result of an alleged financial arrearage.® At the conclusion of
the Review Committee meeting the members of the Committee voted to forward the scores and
their recommendations for funding to the Florida Housing Board for approval at the next regularly

scheduled public board meeting.

20. However, on Thursday, J anuary 16, 2020, Florida Housing issued a notice that the Review

Committee would be reconvened for a meeting on Tuesday, January 21, 2020.

21. At the Reconvened Review Committee, Florida Housing Staff announced that a mistake
had been made regarding the determination of financial arrearage and that the three applications,

should have been considered eligible for funding. As a result, Application 2020-122C, Slate

® The Financial Arrearage Requirement within the RFA provides in part, “An Applicant will be deemed ineligible
for funding if, as of the close of business the day before the Committee meets to make a recommendation to the
Board there remains any financial obligations for which an Applicant or Developer or Principal, Affiliate or
Financial Beneficiary of the Applicant or Developer is in arrears to the Corporation....” (RFA at 63). The word
“Affiliate” means and person that:
(a) Directly or indirectly, through one or more intermediaries, controls, is controlled by, or is
under control with the Applicant or Developer:
(b) Serves as an officer or director of the Applicant or Developer or of any Affiliate of the
Applicant or the Developer;
(¢) Directly or indirectly receives or will receive a financial benefit from a Development except
as further described in rule 67-48.0075, F.A.C, or
(d) Is the spouse, parent, child, sibling, or relative by marriage of a person described in paragraph
(a), (b) or (c), above.
Rule 67-48.002(5), F.A.C. The word, “Financial Beneficiary” means any Principal of the Developer or Applicant
entity who receives or will receive any direct or indirect financial benefit from a Development except as further
described in rule 67-48.0075, F.A.C.
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Miami, was deemed eligible and the Funding Selection Process was conducted again after the
original scores were confirmed. As a result, the only change to the determinations made by the
Review Committee on January 9 was Slate Miami, a Priority I Application, serving an Elderly
Non-ALF demographic with a lottery number of 4 was sclected ahead of Orchid District, LTD, a

Priority I Application, serving an Elderly Non-ALF demographic with a lottery number of 6.

22. Applicant Parc Grove, LL.C, Application No. 2020-105C (lottery number 3) was deemed
eligible but unfunded. The scoring committee erroncously found Harbour Springs LLC (“Harbour
Springs”) (lottery numberl) eligible for funding, had Harbour Springs been deemed properly

ineligible then Parc Grove would have been cligible for funding.

Harbour Springs

Public School
23. The RFA provides that an Applicant may earn proximity points based on the ... distance
between the Development Location Point” and the Bus or Rail T ransit Service.... Community
Services...” (RFA at 19) Eligible Community Services include Grocery Store, Public Store,
Medical Facility and Pharmacy. (RFA at 22-23) The Required Minimum Total of proximity points
that must be achieved to be eligible for funding is 10.5 points. The Total Proximity Points that
must be achieved to receive the Proximity F unding Preference is 12.5 points or more. (RFA at 20)
24, The RFA provides, that Applicants may provide the location information and distances for

three of the four Community Services on which to base the Application’s Community Services

’ Development Location Point means a single point selected by the Applicant on the proposed Development site that
is located within 100 feet of a residential building existing or to be constructed as part of the proposed Development.
For a Development which consists of Scattered Sites, this means a single point on the site with the most units that is

located within 100 feet of a residential building existing or to constructed as part of the proposed Development. Rule
67-48.002(34), Florida Administrative Code.
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Score. RFA at 22. Harbour Springs selected Public School, Medical Facility and Grocery Store as

its three (3) Community services (RFA at 6)

25. Public School is defined within the RFA as follows,
A public elementary, middle, junior and/or high school, where the principal
admission criterion is the geographic proximity to the school. This may include a
charter school, if the charter school is open to appropriately aged children in the
radius area who apply, without additional requirements for admissions such as
passing an entrance exam or audition, payment of fees or tuition, or demographic

diversity considerations.

Additionally, it must have been in existence and available for use by the general
public as of the Application Deadline.

RFA at 87. (Emphasis Supplied)

26. Harbour Springs selected William A. Chapman Elementary (“Chapman School™), located at
27190 SW 140 Ave, Miami-Dade (sic), Florida 33032 as its Public School. Harbour Spring’s
application suggests that Chapman School is .37 miles from the Development Location Point. Had
this information been correct, Harbour Springs would have been entitled to 4.0 proximity points
for this claimed Community Service. (RFA at 98) However, the claimed Public School does not
qualify for any proximity points.

27. The School Board of Miami-Dade County has designated the Chapman School as a magnet
school. The Program that the Chapman School provides to clementary aged students is called
STEAM which stands for Science, Technology, Engineering, Art and Math. Contrary to RFA
requirements, the principal admission criterion to the Chapman School is not geographic proximity
to the school, in fact the Miami-Dade Magnet School Catalog specifically provides that, “Magnet

programs/schools do not adhere to boundary restrictions”
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28.  Eligibility requirements include a minimum Grade Point Average in core academic subject
areas and in conduct, no more than ten (10) unexcused absences for the previous school year and
a recommendation {rom a previous math or science program.
29.  Considering the foregoing, the Chapman school does not qualify as a Public School and
Harbour Springs is not entitled to the 4.0 proximity points claimed in its application for a Public
School. As a result of this reduction, Harbour Springs’s proximity points total would be reduced
from 17 to 13 points.
Medical Facility
30.  Medical Facility is defined within the RFA as follows,
A medically licensed facility that (1) employs or has under contractual obligation
at least one physician licensed under Chapter 458 or 459, F.S. available to treat
patients by walk-in or by appointment; and (ii) provides general medical treatment
to any physically sick or injured person. Facilities that specialize in treating specific
classes of medical conditions or specific classes of medical conditions or specific
classes of patients, including emergency rooms affiliated with specialty or Class I1
hospitals and clinics affiliated with specialty or Class II hospitals, will not be

accepted.

Additionally, it must have been in existence and available for use by the general
public as of the Application Deadline.

(RFA at p. 85) (emphasis added)

1l; Harbour Springs selected Naranja Health Center (“NHC?”) located at 13805 SW 264 St.,
Miami-Dade, F1 33032 as its Medical F acility. Harbour Spring’s application suggests that the
claimed NHC facility is 0.35 miles away from the Development Location Point.. Had this
information been correct, Harbour Springs would have been entitled to 3.5 Proximity Points for

this claimed Community Service.



32 Although a licensed physician may be employed or contractually obligated by the parent
company under which the NHC facilities operate, the licensed physician is not physically located
at this address and therefore is not available to treat patients by walk-in or by appointment.

33. Considering the foregoing, NHC does not qualify as a Medical Facility and Harbour
Springs is not entitled to the 3.5 points claimed in its Application. As a result of this reduction, and
in addition to the reduction for its Public-School selection, Harbour Springs has 9.5 total proximity
points and is ineligible for funding.

Substantial Interests Affected

34. [f Harbour Springs had been deemed ineligible for the foregoing reasons, Parc Grove
would have been selected as the next eligible applicant.

35.  Petitioner is substantially affected by the evaluation and scoring of the responses to the
RFA. The results of the scoring have affected Petitioners ability to obtain funding through the
RFA. Consequently, Petitioners have standing to initiate and participate in this and related
proceedings.

36.  Petitioner is entitled to a Formal Administrative Hearing pursuant to Sections 120.57(1)
and 120.57(3), Florida statutes, to resolve the issues set forth in this Petition.

Disputed Issues of Material Fact and Law

37.  Disputed issues of material fact and law exist and entitle Petitioners to a Formal
Administrative Hearing pursuant to Section 120.5 7(1), Florida Statutes. The disputed issues of
material fact and law include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Whether the RFA’s criteria for determining eligibility were properly followed:

b. Whether the proposed awards are based on a correct determination of eligibility of
the applicants;

¢.  Whether the Chapman School is a Public School as defined in the RFA;
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d. Whether the principal admission criterion for the Chapman School is the
geographic proximity to the school;

¢. Whether the Naranja Health Center is a Medical Facility as defined in the RFA:

f. Whether Harbour Springs has achieved the Required Minimum Total of
proximity points;

g. Such other issues as may be revealed during the protest process.

Statutes and Rules Entitline Relief

38. Petitioner is entitled to relief pursuant to Section 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes,
Chapters 28-106, 28-110, and 67-60, Florida Administrative Code.

Concise Statement of Ultimate Fact and Law, Including the

Specific Facts Warranting Reversal of the Agency’s Intended Award

39.  Petitioner participated in the RFA process to compete for an award of Housing Credit funds
based upon the delincated scoring and ranking criteria in the RFA. Harbour Springs should be
deemed ineligible for failing to meet the Required Minimum Total of proximity points and thus
being ineligible for funding.

40.  Unless the scoring and eligibility determination is corrected, and the preliminary allocation
revised, Petitioner will be excluded from funding contrary to the provisions of the RFA and Florida
Housing’s governing statutes and rules.

4l. A correct application of the eligibility, scoring and ranking criteria will result in funding
for the Petitioner.

Right to Amend the Petition

42. Petitioner reserves the right to amend this Petition if additional disputed issues of material

fact are identified during the discovery process in this case.



WHEREFORE, pursuant to section 120.57(3), Florida Statutes, and rule 28-110.004. Florida
Administrative Code, Petitioner’s request the following relief:

a) An opportunity to resolve this protest by mutual agreement within seven days of the filing
of this Petition as provided by Section 120.57(3)(d)(1), Florida Statutes.

b) If this protest cannot be resolved within seven days, that the matter be referred to the
Division of Administrative Hearings for a formal hearing to be conducted before an
Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) pursuant to Section 120.57(1) and (3), Florida Statutes.

¢) The ALJ enter a Recommended Order determining that the application of Harbour Springs
is ineligible and award funding to the Petitioner as the next eligible applicant.

d) That the Corporation adopt the Recommended Order of the ALJ.

FILED AND SERVED this 10™ day of February 2020.
Respectfully Submitted Q
o 6O\ Yg\:‘c JjL(

Maureen M. Daughton, Esq. J
FBN 0655805

Maureen McCarthy Daughton, L.I.C

1400 Village Square Blvd.

Ste 3-231

Tallahassee, Florida 32312

Counsel for Parc Grove, LLC



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I CERTIFY that the original of this Formal Written Protest and Petition for Administrative Hearing
was filed by electronic mail with the Corporation Clerk and Hugh Brown, General Counsel,

Florida Housing Finance Corporation, 227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee,

i SAETS! k_\ AN m}m \

Maureen M. Daughton \“‘ J

Florida 32301, on this 10" day of February, 2020.




RFA 2019-112 Board Approved Scoring Results

Page 10f 4

Family Demo and
Per Uni I t
" z!._._m.& _ . 1 Proximity er _._.» Developmen Total Corp i Florida Job
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total | HCFunding Geographic Area of | Total ; Construction Category k Leveraging ) Lottery
: Name of Developers Demo N 7 8 Funding 7 " Funding Per b Creation
Number Development Principal Level Units Amount Opportunity / HUD- | Paints Funding Funding 5 Classification Number
N N Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Goal?
Eligible Applications
EHDOC Development £ Non
2020-088C Alto Tower Steve Protulis Services, LLC; Alto Tower .b_.m 1 119 |2,795,000 N 15 Y ¥ Y 142,803.36 A Y 13
Develeper, LLC
Northside Transit Northsi i -
2000-085c  |LorIRTIRNS ok Naylor | NOTthside Property | EpNoa % 130 2,881,980 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 134,787.95 A ¥ 36
Village i Development, LLC ALF
Roost Transit Roost [V Devel E, Non-
sozmogse | |JolReostTianstt o Naylor | @il Roost IV Development, | E, Non 1 134 (2,630,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ v 119,331.34 A ¥ 16
Village IV LLC ALF
24735 Coro P
2020-091C  |coco Parc Cara Balogh e SCoRR AT Bevelatice, F 1 110 |2,875,350 ¥ 15 ¥ v ¥ 158,961.60 A v 49
EHDOC Development £ Nei
2020-092C  |San Cristobal Services, LLG; San Cristogal | % 3 a0 |2,115,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 142,880.00 A Y 23
27 Developer, LLC
C Culmer Devel Il | E Nan-
2020-093C  |Culmer Apartments |l [Kenneth Naylor an Himereyslepment mhﬂ: i 108 (1,923,000 N 15 y y v 108,257.78 A Y a5
¥ K Devel
2020-094C  [City Place Franclsco Rojo nmjmaﬂ SUEIGRAET. F 1 110 2,728,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 150,784.00 A ¥
orp.
2020-095C Park Ridge Robert 8. Balogh  |Park Ridge Developer, LLC F 1 110 |2,875,950 Y 15 X Y ¥ 158,961.60 A ¥ 38
508 Afford |
2020-086C  [The Seattle Justin Witson Eow STk ) BRvalopis; F i 120 |2,882,000 N 15 ¥ v ¥ 145,021.33 A ¥ 18
Courtside z
2020-097C Matthew A. Rieger [AMC HTG 3 Developer, LLC F 1 80 2,091,600 N 15 Y ¥ § 158,961.60 A ¥ 40
Apartments, Phase
NRI Development Corp.;
. z Nelghborhood Renaissance,
2020-098C** |Banyan Station Terri Murray F 1 125 |2,882,000 N 15 ¥ N Y 140,180.48 A Y 12
Inc.; Stane Soup
Development, Inc.
" 5 RS Development Corp; Lewis
2020-099C Princeton Crossings  [Lewis V. Swezy V. Swezy F & 150 |2,851,000 ' 15 Y ¥ i 121,338.56 A Y o
. 2
s I
2020-100C  [The Saxony Cara Balogh Hmoa_ WinwaodDevelugen] 1 104 (2,719,080 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A ¥ 54
RS Devel ; Lewi
2020-101C  |Harbour Springs LewisV. Swezy (o muhum,\%smanua E g 1 150 |2,851,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 121,338.56 A y 1
, TA
d Avenu I | E -
2020-102C  [Riverside Flats Randy E. Rieger an YA Rzt Developer ..sz 1 10 |2,875,950 N 15 v ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A y 45
2020-103C The Crange Grove Robert B. Balogh  |Orange Grove Developer, LLC m.h.ow? 1 110 |2,875,250 N 15 Y Y Y 158,261.60 A Y 42
Landmark 0
2020-104C  |Autumn Ridge Francisco Rojo nw”nq_m; DEREICET F 1 110 2,728,000 y 15 ¥ v v 150,784.00 A Y 55
2020-105C Parc Grove Randy Rieger Parc Grove Developer, LLC F 1 110 |2,875,950 X 15 Y ¥ Y 158,961.60 A Y 3
Landmark Devel
2020-106C  |Sierra Meadows Francisca Rojo ng_uaE Sveloprment F 1 114 |2,827,200 ¥ 15 ¥ y ¥ 150,784.00 A ¥ 59
orp.
R it i
20o0.q07c QU RoostTranslt | Naylor | QHall Roost Il Development, F 2 130 |2,882,000 N 15 y y ¥ 134,788.92 A ¥ 9
Village I LLC
Northsid it hside P v
2020-108c | Northside Transi Kenneth Naylor | Northside Property 2 2 130 (2,882,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 134,788,92 A ¥ 60
Village V Development, LLC
G Shorevi
2020-109C*  |Shoreview Place Matthew A. Rieger .Hﬁn Risview Davelgper, F 1 94 |2,124,550 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 146,244.67 A ¥ 58
EHDOC Development £ Non
2020-111C  |Villa Saona Steve Protulis Services, LLC; V o= 1 106 |2,560,000 N 15 v ¥ ¥ 146,837.74 A v N
Developer, LLC
Club Dev, LLG; I
2020-112¢  |Laurel Club Oscar Sol Laurel Club: Dey, LLC; 1CG F 1 120 |2,880,000 ¥ 15 ¥ y ¥ 145,920.00 A ¥ 5
Real Estate Ventures, LLC
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Family Demo and
N lifi Per Unit D | t
u..;m.om ) ) ) qual mm. for the Proximity er :_. evelopmen Total Corp ) Florida Job
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total |HCFunding |Eligible For| Geographic Area of | Total = Construction Category - Leveraging 3 Lottery
S Name of Developers Demo . £ - Funding : Funding Per N . Creation
Number Development Principal Level Units Amount | Funding? | Opportunity / HUD- | Points Funding Funding 3 Classification Number
. 5 Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference Preference
Funding Goal?
2020-113C  Parkview Willigmigond THe BN GraUEE F 1 99 [2,500,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ v 153,535.35 A v 27
Fabbri Florida, Inc.
Non-
2020-114C Pinnacle Landings David O. Deutch Pinnacle Communities, LLC m\>r51: 1 114 2,735,000 N 15 Y ¥ Y 145,866.67 A ¥ 8
NM
2020-115C  |Creek View Randy E. Rieger mmmx WilkMB.Develgper; F 1 0 2,875,950 ¥ is ¥ ¥ y 158,961.60 A ¥ 44
§ Wi Ri f E, Non-
2026-116C*  |The Mosaic am Todd T=Rlctomen, Grogpel ki 1 105 1,925,000 N 15 i ¥ y 125,400.00 A ¥ 26
Fabbri Florida, Inc. ALF
2020-117¢  |Rosidencesat Robert Hoskins | -rock Development F 1 140 |2,582,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 117,739.20 A v 2
Naranja Lakes Partners, Inc.
APC Culmer Development,
2020-118C Culmer Apartments  |Kenneth Naylor LLC F 2 88 1,950,892 N i5 Y b Y 134,788.90 A : | 56
DDA Development, LLC; Eion
2020-119C  |Capri Place Barry Goldmeier  |Advanced Housing Corp.; JCG ‘.ﬁ.m i 112 (2,675,000 N 15 Y Y ¥ 145,214.2% A ¥ 22
Real Estate Ventures, LLC
Platfonmrazsost Cornerstone Group Partne
2020-120C  |Frankie Shannon Mara 5. Mades Eon ik R Bl ¢ 1 77 1,480,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 116,862.34 A v 50
Rolle Center
Carrfi rti |
2020-121C  |Rosemary Cove Stephanie Berman | 10U" Supportive Housing, | 1 118 |2,859,399 y 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 147,357.51 A ¥ 37
Inc.; Romero Capital, LLC
d i -
2020-122¢C  |siate Miami weilliarnizod The Richfan e Fyhian 1 105 |2,500,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 144,761.90 A ¥ 4
Fabbri Florida, Inc. ALF
RUDG T The C:
2020-123€ he Commans | \lherto Milo, r. |08 The Commons Phase F 1 180 (2882000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ v 127,768.67 A ¥ 29
Phase Twa Two Develaper, LLC
: Gatehouse Development E, Non-
2020-124C Vineyard Vi Mare 5. Pk i % a7 1,895,000 N E5; ¥ Y Y 148,474.23 A ¥ 31
i s s e hinsider Corp.; Magellan Housing, LLC ALF . %
Yaeger Plaza Developer, LLC; E.Naih
2020-125C  |Yeager Plaza Kareem Brantley  |Stone Soup Development, ..p_.m 1 105 |2510000 N 15 Y 1 § Y 145,340,985 A Y 51
Inc.; The Yaeger Clini
E, Non-
2020-126C Paseo del Rio Alberta Milo, Jr. Paseo del Rlo Developer, LLC ‘Eﬂ: 1 125 (2,882,000 N 15 Y Y ¥ 140,180.48 A Y 7
2020-127C  |Sage Pointe Nikul A Inamdar  |Sage Pointe Developer, LLC F i 80 1,877,777 N 15 Y ¥ Y 149,846.60 A ¥ 48
Pinnacle at -
2020-128¢C ms._._wn SALHRIE | idOuBetch  |Binnacie Communities, LLC m\hﬂj 1 114 |2,737,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 145,973.32 A y 39
ainte
; RS Development Corp; Lewis
2020-129C Cordova Estates Lewis V. Swezy V.S h ¥ 190 |2,882,000 ¥ 15 Y ¥ i 115,280.00 A Y 41
. Swezy
2020-130C  |Skyview Cara Balogh Skyview78 Developer, LLC m‘hnm? 1 110 |2,875,950 N 15 ¥ v ¥ 158,961.60 A ¥ 52
A G E, Non-
2020-132C  [Riverside Grove Orli Teitelbaum | 2% Avenue Grove ° 1 110 2,875,950 N 15 v v ¥ 158,961,60 A ¥ 14
Developer, LLC ALF
e T
2020133C  |Rasewood Gardens  |Robert B. Balogh anmmsccn MiamiBevalopay; ([, i 110 |2,875,950 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A Y 53
Al =
Joicisae | HBArCiu Elena M, Adames [Ambars3, LLC B 1 105 [2,700,000 N 15 Y ¥ ¥ 156,342.86 A v 62
Residences ALF
2020-135C  |The Ambar Elena M. Adames | Ambar3, LLC m\hﬂ:. 1 105 [2,700,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 156,342.86 A ¥ 43
Liby ibert -
2020-136c [ LOSTYSAURIERNASE | o Mils,sr. | DS Sauare PhaseFour [ €, Non 1 120 |2270000 N 15 y v ¥ 120,764.00 A ¥ 32
Four Developer, LLC ALF
1 P; , | E, Non-
2020-137C  [Metro Grande | Mara §, Mades mromjma ane.Group FEiners ootk 1 108 |2,530,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ v 142,429.63 A ¥ 33
Rural Nelghberhoads,
lis Seni 2 -
3020-139¢ Hea .rnE.m enior Steven Kirk Snow.noa.nmn_. Advanced E, Non " 112 |2,700,000 N 15 v Y v 146,571.43 A ¥ 10
Housing Housing Corp.; ICG Real ALF
7! Estate Ventures, LLC

Page 2 of 4




RFA 2019-112 Board Approved Scoring Results

Family Demo and _ 1_
i for th Per Unil Devels
. z».ﬂm.nm ) ] qua mm. or the Broxitmity ] c_.:.n evelopment Tatal Corp ] Florida Job
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total [HCFunding Geographic Area of | Total = Construction | Category 2 Leveraging g Lottery
. Name of Developers Demo i § . & Funding : 3 Funding Per - Creation
Number Development Principal Level Units Amount Opportunity / HUD- | Points Funding Funding o Classification Number
. Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Goal?
2020-142C* (Ambar Trail Elena M. Adames |Ambar3, LLC Fr 3 210 |2,882,000 ¥ 15 ¥ Y ¥ 93,870.86 A Y 24
t
2020-143C  |Metro Grande ll  [Mara 5. Mades mwnsm; ARESRLERAES | 5 1 84 |1550,000 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 141,142.85 A v 17
E %
2020-145C The Atala Nikul A. Inamdar | Atala Developer, LLC .h.ﬂn 1 134 |2,600,000 N 15 ¥ . Y 147,462.69 A ¥ 11
Courtside . E, Non-
2020-146C Matthew A, Rieger [AMC HTG 2 Developer, LLC i 110 2,875,550 N 15 Y Y . 158,961.60 A ¥ 19
Apartments, Phase |I ALF
2020-147C Harmony Tower David 0. Deutch Pinnacle Communities, LLC m.u_”_ﬁn_vnj. 1] 112 |2,685,000 N 15 ¥ Y Y 145,757.14 A Y 15
E, Nen-
2020-148C Orchid Pointe Orli Teltelbaum Orchid District Developer, LLC ‘>_.0m: 1 110 |2,875,950 N 15 Y Y ¥ 158,961.60 A Y 6
Non-
2020-145C Gables 31 QOrll Teitelbaum Gables31 Developer, LLC m..»_._nm: i &6 2,248,470 N 15 ¥ Y Y 158,561.60 A ¥ 30
Brownsv
20150 oo Kennath Naylor F 2 120 |2,660,308 N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 134,788.94 A ¥ 25
Village V' Development, LLC
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Family Demo and
[ifi Unj | t
) szm.Q o ] qua _mm.mc;:m Proximity Per E.w Developmen Total Corp Florida Job
pplication Name of Authorized Priority | Total |HC Funding |Eligible For Geographic Area of | Total . Construction | Category . Lottery
- Name of Developers Demo . ) : ) Funding 5 s Funding Per : 3 Creation
Number Development Principal Level Units Amount | Funding? | Opportunity / HUD- | Points Funding Funding % Classification Number
A Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Geal?
Ineligible Applications
Resid t -
2020-110c | FoCeneRS AtOPA: | Heskins | URECk Development F 1 90 |1,657,475 N N 15 ¥ ¥ y 139,964.56 ¥ 61
Locka Partners, Inc,
90! b |
2020-131€¢  |The Haven Justin Wilson :.nm Affordable|| Developer; F 1 140 |2,882,000 N Y 15 Y ¥ ¥ 156,451 43 ¥ 63
5 -
e Agse (|PUPeriar Manag OliverL.Gross  |SMA Il Developers, LLC F 1 76 |1825000 N N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 164,250,00 y 35
Apartments ||
The Villa
2020-140C i Villages Ii Developers, LLC F i 120 (2882000 N N 15 Y Y ¥ 146,021.33 ¥ 28
Apartments, Phase ||
- enn
2020-141C*  |Serenity Grove mmmazma,a Bevelapers, ma.ﬂ: 1 75 |1650000 N N 15 y ¥ y 165,528.00 ¥ 20
h F, | A i rti E, -
2020-144C  |Rio Pointe on Flagler |"0%P Royelfmaricambroperties,: |k, Non 1 100 |2,480,000 N N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 149,568.00 Y 57
Chapman, IV e ALF

*Mid-Rise 4 story multiplier was applied at the review committee meeting which affects the Corporation Funding Per Set-Asida.
**Total Set-Aside percentage was not included on the Application Submitted Repart, but it was presented at the review committee meeting which affected the Corporation Funding Per Set-Aside Amount,

On January 23, 2020, the Board of Directors of Florida Housing Finance Corporation approved the Review Coemmittee’s motior to adopt the scaring results above.

Any unsuccessful Applicant may file a notice of protestand a formal written protest in accerdance with Section 120.57(3), Fla. Stat,, Rule Chapter 28-110, F.AC, and Rule 67-60.009, F.A.C, Failure tofile a protest n the time prescribed in Section 120.57(3), Fla,

Stat,, shall constitute a waiver of proceedings under Chapter 120, Fla. Stat.



Total HC Available for REA 7,185,917.00
Taotal HC Allocated 7,933,000.00
Total HC Remaining {737,083.00)

RFA 2019-112
Board Approved Preliminary Awards

Name of g ’ PerUnit | Development
ligibl hic Al f i Fl Job
Authorized Total HC Funding Eligiblar: (Geogfan ._n o Total m..cz_J.:J_ Construction Category Leveraging u_._mm g Lottery
Name of Development ol Name of Developers Demo 5 For Opportunity / HUD- Funding ¢ 3 O Creation
Number Principal Units Amount : . Points Funding Funding Classification Number
unding? | designated SADDA Preference Preference
Representative % Preference | Preference
Funding Goal?
One Family Applications that qualifies for the Geographic Area of Opportunity/HUD-designated SADDA Goal
Devell H
2020-101C Harbour Spririgs Lewis Viswezy | Dsvslopment Carp: £ 1 150 (2,851,000 v ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ A ¥ 1
Lewis V. Swezy
One Elderly (ALF or Non-ALF) Application
2020-122€ Slate Miami gkt sady The ehnmanGrouie? |0y e i 105 |2,500,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ v ¥ A ¥ 4
Fabbri Florida, Inc,
One Additional Application
NuR
2020-117C Residences at Naranja Lakes | Robert Hoskins WiHccloBeviopmer ‘ F _ 1 _ 140 |2,582,000 ; ¥ Y 15 ¥ ﬁ Y ﬁ g A ¥ 2

Partners, Inc.

On lanuary 23, 2020, the Board of Directors of Flarida Housing

Any unsuccessful Applicant may file a notice of protest and a formal written protest in accordance with sectian 120.57(3), Fla. Stat., Rule Chapter 28-110, F.A.C

constitute a waiver of proceedings under Chapter 120, Fla. Stat.

ance Corporation approved the Review Committee’s motion and staff recommendation to select the above Applications for funding and invite the Applicants to enter credit underwriting.

. and Rule 67-60.009, F.A.C. Fallure to file a protest within the time prescribed in Section 120.57(3), Fla. Stat., shall

Page 1 of 1
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Maureen McCarthy Daughton, [ ¢ i

PR ol oReATTON
MMD LAW
Maurcen McCarthy Daughton, LL.C T: (850) 345-8251
1400 Village Square Blvd., Ste 3-231 AMC]:!LE;JJLQQ@}U]!QQ:_@\Vﬁl'%)l.C()I!\
Tallahassee, Florida 32312 www.mmd-lawfirm.com

Via Email
January 29, 2020

Florida Housing Finance Corporation
227 North Bronough,Suite 5000
Tallahassee, Florida 32301
RE: Notice of Intent to Protest, Request for Applications (RFA)2019-112 Proposed
Funding Seclections
Dear Corporation Clerk:
On behalf of Applicant, Parc Grove, LL.C, Application No.2020-105 C, we hereby give
notice of our intent 1o protest the Preliminary Award Notice and Scoring and Ranking of RFA
2019-112 posted by Florida Housing Finance Corporation on January 24, 2020 at 9-:03 am.,

concerning Housing Credit Financing for Alfordable Housing Developments Located in Miami-
Dade County (See Attached).
A formal written petition will be submitted within ten (10) days of this Notice as required

by law.

) QA N \

Maurcen M. Daughfon

Respectfully Submitted, =
Y o

cc: Hugh Brown, General Counsel

- EX\O S A B -



RFA 2018-112 Board Approved Scoring Results

Page 1 of 4

Family Deme and
Name of qualifies for the Proximit PerUnit  |Devalopment Total Co Florida fob
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total [HC Funding Eligible Fos| Geographic Ares of Total i -. Y Construction | Category R Leveraging i, Lortery
3 Name of Developers Demo e 7 p Funding % Funding Per S Creation
Numbar Deveiopment Principal Level Units Amount | Funding? Opportunity / HUD- | Points Funding Funding Classification Number
2 ] Preference Set-Aside Preferance
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Goalp
lications
EHDOC Development EiNone
Alto Tower teve Pratulis  |Services, LUC: Alto Towar T 1 119 |2,795,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 142,802.36 A ¥ 13
Developer 1L
7 Northside Transit Morthside Property 11l E, Nen-
2020-089¢ | thit ; Y N ¥ 134,787, A D
it Kenncth Nagior | 27 e L L 1 130 881,880 15 ¥ ¥ 787,99 ¥
Quail Roost Transit Quait Roost IV Developrment, | € Non-
2020-030¢ o} B 3 5 131
2 itsen KennethiNayler [ i 1 134 |2,630,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ Y 11833130 A ¥ 16
4 Parc Devel |
2020-091C  [Coco Paic Cara Balogh mnmm Coct A DEYelcay, T 1 10 |28r5950 y ¥ 1 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.50 A ¥ 48
EHDOC Develosment E Nen
2020-097C  [San Crstobal Steve Protulis Services, LLC, San Cristabal .3“ 1 90 |2,115,000 ¥ N 15 v y Y 142,880 00 A v 73
27 Developer, 1LC
Culy If 12 -
2020-093¢ _D____._!»Eniaaz Kenneth Naylor Mvnn “imerleyslooient]) nwm; 1 1w |1,923,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ y ¥ 108,257.78 A v %
—
2020-094C Tazﬁm francisco Rojo M,:_ AT Pelopmet 1 1 110 (2,728,000 Y ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 156,785.00 A ¥ a7
arp.
2020095 [Park Ridge Robert 8. Balogh  |Park Ridge Develnper, 1LC r 1 110 |2,275,950 Y 1 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961 60 A 9 38 g
2020-09€C  [The Seattle ustin Wilson %nminaugq_n.mége. F 1 120 |2,882,000 ¥ N 15 v v ¥ 146,021 33 A v 18
| Courtside .
2020-097¢ Niatthew A, Rieger [AMC HTG 2 Developer, 1L F 1 80 12,001,600 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,561.60 A ¥ an
Apartmants, Phase |if
MRI Cevelopment Carp_;
2020-098C"" [Banyan Stat on Terri Murray Heighborhoad Renalssanca, F 1 125 |38R200 ¥ N 15 Y ¥ ¥ 140,180,48 A ¥ 12
e} Stone Saup
Development, lnc, !
2020-095C  [princeton Crossings  [Lewis V. Sweay umﬁﬂm_nuang SRR L 1 150 |2,851,000 v ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 121,336,565 A ¥ 2
e1y
W
2020-100C  The Saxony Cara Balogh wmmai YPwooe Oevelopar | . 3 104 |2,719,080 y v 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A 2 54
e ]
o] ; Lewi:
202-101C  [Harhour Springs |Lewis v swezy mm?”é_%ama Rotptals 1 150 (2,851,000 ¥ v 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 121,338.56 A ¥ 1
azy
o1 E -
2020-102¢  |Riverside Flats Randy . Rieger m:nu AYRRUR A Dsieionel; .\..”‘_Fw_ I 10 12,875,950 ¥ N 1s v ¥ v 158,961.60 A ¥ a5
Non- i
W20103C  [he Orange Grove  (RobestB Ralogh  |Orange Grove Devaloper, LLC m.zﬂ; 3 110 2895850 v N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A ¥ az
T ] ;
Dy t
2020-104C  [Auturn Fidge Francisco Rojo Waam; Vel F 1 110 f2728,000 i ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 150,784.00 A ¥ 55
arp.
2020-105¢C Parc Grove fandy Rieger Farc Grove Daveleper, 1LE T 1 110 12,875,950 Y Y 15 Y ¥ ¥ 158,961 60 A ¥ 3
020-106C  [Sicrra Meadows Francisco Rajo m;nsm;a?m_nuam:_ F 1 1Me |2827,200 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ v 150,784.00 A ¥ 38
orp,
il R Transit il R th it 4
i e T maylor |l Roost i Davelopment, F 2 130 |2,8a2,000 v N 15 y ¥ ¥ 134,788.92 A ¥ 3
Village 11 LiC
rthiside Trag
ot S e S P Naylor  [Morthside Propertyy r 2 130 |2,882,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 134,788 92 A ¥ 80
Village ¥ Development, LLC
2020-109C*  [Shareviéw Place Matthew A. Rieger Mmmm_s;sm: REvliEy f 1 94 |7184560 v ¥ 15 Y ¥ 1 146,244,67 A ¥ 58
ENDOC Development £ Noh-
2020119 |villa Saona Steve Protulis  |Services, LLC Villa Saena it 1 106 2,560,000 ¥ N 15 \ v ¥ 146,237.74 A ¥ 3
Devaloper, LI
([
2020-112C  [Lawrel club 0scar sol Laurel Club Dev, Lic, 105 : 1 120 (2,880000 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ v ¥ 145,920.00 A v 5
Real Estate Ventures, LLC




RFA 2019-112 Board Approved Scoring Results

Family Demo and
i P i
o zmam.nm ) ) ) qualifies for the Proximity er C:_.~ Developmen TotalCorp ) Flosida fob
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total HE Funding | Eligible For Geographlc Area of | Total = Construction Category & Leveraging . Lottery
3 e Name of Developers Demo " Funding = Funding Per Creation
Number Development Principal Lev Units Amount | Funding? Oppaortunity / HUD- | Paints Funding Funding # Clas! Number
Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Goal?
W0123C  [Parkuiew Sl o TheBichtin Grilmiel F ¥ 99 2,500,600 y ¥ 15 ¥ v ¥ 153,535.35 A Y 27
Fabbri Florida, Inc,
20201140 nacelandings  |Dawid 0. Deuten  |Pinnacle Communties, LLC m.hw:. 1 115 |3,735,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 145,866 67 A ¥ 8
k View NMB T
2020-115C  |Creek View RandyE. Rieger wnmm Vi bbac R i 110 (2,875,050 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ v 158,961.60 A ¥ 42
il e ] i
2020-116€*  [The Masalc Wikiam Todd The Richman GroLip of ey 1 105 [1,925,000 ¥ N 15 v ¥ ¥ 125,400.00 A ¥ %
fabbri Florida, inc. ALF
idens k De e
202017¢  [Rosidencesat RobertHosking |1+ “Rock Development T 1 140 |2,582,000 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 117,738 20 A y )
Naranja Lakes Partners, Inc.
APC Culmer Development,
2020-118C  feultner Apartments  [Kenneth Maylor i F 2 88 [1,950,892 ¥ R 15 ¥ ¥ Y 134,785.90 A v 56
DDA Development, LLC; £ N
2020-115C Capri Place Barry Goldmeier  [Advanced Housing Corp ; 1CG bpm: 1 112 (2,675,000 i g N 15 ¥ ¥ Y 145,214.29 A Y 22
Real Estate Ventures, LLC
Platiorm 3750 at i
2020-120C  |Frankie Sharnen  |Mara § Mades Hns,.; SAmSrednomEs | 4 1 77 |1,980,000 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 116,862.34 A v 50
olle Center
i
2020121C  [Rosemary Cove Stephanie Berman | 3TIOU" Suppertive Housing, £ 1 118 2,859,809 ¥ ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 147,357.51 A ¥ 37
inc.; Romero Capital, LLC
020-122C  [State Miarmi Wiz Fodd Tha:Rlehnac Group 6f o 105 (2,500,000 v N 15 y ¥ ¥ 144,761.80 A ¥ 4
Fabbri Florida, inc, ALF
2020-123¢c  |RYPG The Commons iberto Mo, 1r RUBGG The Commons Phase . i 180 |2es2900 - ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ v 127,768.67 ” I 29
Phase Two Twa Developer, LLC
Galehouse Development E Non-
20201290 |yin Mare S, Plomst 97 {1,895,000 v N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 148,474 23 A ¥ 31
ineyzrg are 5. Plonskier Cotp,; Magel'an Hous:ng, LU ALF 1 7 1,895, 5
Yaeyger Plaza Developer, LLC; E Ko
2020-125C  |Veuger Plaza Kareem Brantley  [Stane Soup Development, .p?; 3 105 {2510000 v N 15 v v v 145,340,95 A ¥ 51
Inc.; The Yaeger ¢l ic, Inc.
026:1265C  |Paseodal Alo Alberte Milo, Jr.  [Paseo del Rin Developer, :Lc m.>zﬁﬂ;. 1 125 2,882,001 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 140,180.48 A ¥ 7
2020-137¢C Sage Pointe Nikul AL Inamdar Sage Pointe Develaper, L1C F 1 80 1,870,777 ¥ N 15 Y ¥ ¥ 119,846.60 A ¥ a8
Pinnacl Hero, Non-
2020-128¢ vrﬂﬂmz SO 5B, Bewnch Pinnacle Communities, LLC m‘.uf”: 1 114 |2,237,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 145,973.33 A ¥ 39
7020-139¢  eordava Estates Lewls V. Swezy um»cﬁn_onsm:_ el | o 1 190 |2,822,000 ¥ v 15 v y v 115,280.00 A ¥ 41
Swozy
20201300 [Skyviaw Cara Balogh Skyview 73 Developer, LLC rh_m? 1 10 2,875,950 v N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 A v 52
G Non-
2620-122¢ lTeozanasﬁ i Teitelsaum | 2N° Avenue Grove <she 1 10 |2,875,950 Y N 5 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,561 60 A ¥ 14
Developer, L6 ALF
.. fami Develope .
2020-133C  |Rosewood Gardens  |Rebert 5. Balogh ”onmm MoonMismiteeloveg | 1 110 |2,875,950 v ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961 A v 53
Ambar .
R Elena M. Adames |Ambai3, LiC E.Non 1 105 |2,700,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ v Y 156,342.85 A ¥ 82
Recidences ALF
2020-135C  |The Armbar Flena M. Adames  |Ambar3, L1C m.»zm? 1 105 |2,700 ¥ w 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 156,342.86 A ¥ 43
Li i a F Non-
220-136c | BeNSqurePhase | |EPRrY Sauare Phase Feur | E, Non ) 120 |2270000 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 120,764.00 A ¥ 12
Four Develaper 11C ALF
20204137C  |Metro Grande | Mara 5. Madee Wn:_ma_o;m GtslipRaier, m.hw? 1 108 2,520,000 ¥ N 15 ¥ v ¥ 14342963 A ¥ 33
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Application
Number

RFA 2018-112 Board Approved Scoring Results

2020-143C

2020-145¢C

2020-146C

2020-147C

2020-148C

2020-145¢C

2020-150C

Family Demo and
zm_._._n.& ) . n_._m:zmm.?_. the Eroximity nn_.c:_m Development Tatal Carp ) Florida Job
Name of Authorized Priority | Total |HC Funding Geographic Ares of | Total Construction | Categary Leveraging ,
i Name of Developers Cema 5 N Funding . b ) Funding fer [ Creation
Development Principal Level Units | Amount | Funding? Oppartunity / HUD- | paints Funding Funding Classification
A 5 Preference Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Preference
Funding Goal?
Rural Nelghborhoods,
Healtheare Seriar Incorporated; Advanced E, Non.
’ 1 700, N ¥ ¥ ¥ 146,571.43 A Y
[ Steven Kirk Housing Corp.; ICG Rea| ALT 1 2 12 ,000 ¥ 15 4
Estate Ventures, LLC
Ambar Trail Elena M. Adames Ambar3, LLC F 1 210 2,882,000 Y Y 15 i ¥ “ ¥ % 93,370 86 A ¥
i S,
MetroGrande il |Mara § Mades Mnnz_na SE R Pafners F 1 84 1,950,000 _ y N 15 ¥ % ¥ 141,142.86 A ¥
Nen-~
The Atala Nikul A. Inamdar | Atals Developer, LiC m‘kﬂ: h 1 134 (2,600,000 L 15 ¥ ¥ v 147,462.68 a ¥
Courts.de E, Nen-
th . Ri MCH } 4 N ¥: ¥ 158,951 60 A Y
Apartenents, Phase I Matthew A, Rieger [AMC HTG 2 Devel oper, LLC AL 1 110 Hm,wum,wmo ¥ 15 Y
Harmony Tower David ©. Deutch Pinnacle Commu es, LLC m‘_..?row.d 1— 1 112 _u.mmm.nnn Y b i5 ;¢ ¥ Y 165,757.14 A % Y
A
Non-
Orchid Painte Qrli Teitelbaum Orchid Bistrict Devzloper, KL m.n.ﬁw._ 1 110 _qum.amn ¥ N 15 Y Y ¥ 158,961.60 A _ ¥
Gables 31 Orli Teitelbaum  |Gables31 Developer, L _ £ .“,__ﬂ_ 2 8 T.Ewﬁo ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 158,961.60 I ‘ ¥ 30
8 ille Trar T
e S et syior AFC Browmsvile Vilage ¥ _ : 2 120 2,660,308 ¥ N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 134,738.94 _ A ﬁ ¥ s
Village v Develapment, LIC
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Family Demo and
E ifies fi
o ?.__.:m.u_, ) . ) quali “mm. or the Proximity vn_._.:E Development Teral Corp ) Florida Job
Application Name of Authorized Priority | Total [HC Funding |Eligible For Geographic Area of | Total % Construction Category Leveraging " Lottery
7 Name of Developers Demo ¥ o Funding A Funding Per Creation
Number Develapment Principal Level Units Amount | Funding? | Opportunity / HUD- | Points Funding Funding 2 Classification Number
5 Prefareng Set-Aside Preference
Representative designated SADDA Preference | Praference
Funding Goal?
Ineligible Applications
S - Ny I
2q0c  PeSdEeesane (o e |NeReck baveiopment ¢ 1 9 |1e57.475 N N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ pwm.um_ﬁm_ ¥ 61 _
Locka Partners, Inc.
5 At
Iustin Wilsan ﬂcn Aiterdclel Developes | o ¥ 1 10 |2,882,000 ¥ 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ 156,451 43 ‘ ¥ =
Superior M
2020-n35cr |2 M;,._M nme OliverL. Gross  [si 1l Deveiopers, LLE F i 76 1825000 N 15 ¥ ¥ v 164,250.¢0 ‘ ¥ ED
2020.300¢ | ™he Vitages Oliver G Villages Il Deve'apers, LLC F 1 120 |2882000 N N 15 ¥ v Y 146,021,338 ¥ 28
2 E ope) L ) i
Apartments, Phase I iver Gross illages Il Dave'opers, 1 1
. Sereni Vel Nan-
2020-141C7  [Serentty Grove Oliver L Gross ﬁ.qn;_._:maauzmuﬂa. m.,“m: * 1 75 |1ss00c0 N N 15 Y Y v _ 165,528.00 _ ¥ 20
L
Royal o5 3 f
2020-146C  [Rio Pointe an Fiagler F e paley % ;g 1 100 |2.460,000 N N 15 ¥ ¥ ¥ ‘ 149,568 00 _ ¥ ‘ 57
LLC ALF

*Mid-Rise & stery multiplier was applied atthe review cemmittee meeting which
€ percentage was notinciuded on the Application Submitted Rep

**Total Set-Asi

On January 23, 2020, the Board of Birectors of Florida Housing finance Corpaorat!

Any unsuccessful Appiicant may file a notice of protest and 4

Stat,, shall constitute & waver of proceedings under Chapter 120, Fla. Stat,

lon approved the Apvi

rmal written prolest in aceardance with Section

atfects the Corporation Funding Per Set-Aside,
01, but it was presented at the

120.57(3), Fla. Stat., Ru

ew Committee's moijon to adapt the scoring results above,

review commitice meeting which affected the Corporation Funding Per Sat

ie Chapter 28110, F.A.C., and Rule 67-60.009,F. A C Fa'uretn fi

-Astde Amount.

2 protest within the time prescribed in Section 120.57(3), fla.
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