Remington Community
Development District

Agenda

May 21, 2019



AGENDA
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Community Development District

135 W. Central Blvd., Suite 320, Orlando, FL 32801
Phone: 407-841-5524 - Fax: 407-839-1526

May 14, 2019

Board of Supervisors
Remington Community
Development District

Dear Board Members:

The Board of Supervisors of the Remington Community Development District will meet
Tuesday, May 21, 2019 at 6:00 p.m. at the Remington Recreation Center, 2651 Remington
Blvd., Kissimmee, FL 34744. Following is the advance agenda for the meeting:

I. Roll Call
II. Modifications to Agenda
III. Public Comment Period
IV. Approval of Minutes of the April 30, 2019 Meeting
V. Consideration of Proposal for Routine Street Sweeping with USA Services
VI. Staff Reports
A. Attorney
B. Engineer
1. Roadway Improvement Project Report
C. District Manager’s Report
1. Approval of Check Register
2. Balance Sheet and Income Statement
3. Presentation of Final Arbitrage Rebate Calculation Report
4. Presentation of Number of Registered Voters - 3,164
5. Field Manager’s Report
6. Security
VII. Supervisor’s Requests
VIII. Adjournment

The second order of business is Modifications to the Agenda. Any modifications will be
announced under this section.

The third order of business is the Public Comment Period where the public has an opportunity
to be heard on propositions coming before the Board as reflected on the agenda, and any other
items.

The fourth order of business is the approval of minutes from the April 30, 2019 meeting. The
minutes are enclosed for your review.

The fifth order of business is consideration of proposal for routine street sweeping with USA
Services. A copy of the proposal is enclosed for your review.



The sixth order of business is the Staff Reports. Section B is the Engineer’s Report. Section 1
includes the roadway improvement project report submitted by Hanson Walter & Associates.
Section C is the District Manager’s Report. Section 1 includes the check register being submitted
for approval and Section 2 is the balance sheet and income statement for your review. Section 3
is the presentation of the number of registered voters within the boundaries of the District. A
copy of the letter from the Osceola County Supervisor of Elections is enclosed for your review.
Section 4 is the presentation of the final arbitrage rebate calculation report. A copy of the report is
enclosed for your review. Section 5 is the Field Manager’s Report that will update you on the
status of any field or maintenance issues around the community. The Field Manager’s Report
will be provided under separate cover. Section 6 is the security report from Universal Protection
Services.

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

Sincerely,

Jill éurns
District Manager
Cc: Scott Clark, District Counsel

Mark Vincutonis, District Engineer
Darrin Mossing, GMS
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MINUTES OF MEETING
REMINGTON
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

The regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of the Remington Community
Development District was held on Tuesday, April 30, 2019 at 6:00 p.m. at the Remington

Recreation Center, 2651 Remington Boulevard, Kissimmee, Florida.

Present and constituting a quorum were:

Brian (Ken) Brown Chairman

Kenneth Soukup Vice Chairman
Carl Thilburg Assistant Secretary
Barbara Kirk Assistant Secretary
Tim Mehrlich Assistant Secretary

Also present were:

Jill Burns District Manager
Scott Clark District Counsel
Mark Vincutonis District Engineer
Alan Scheerer Field Manager
Eric Luciano Universal Protection Service
Residents
FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS Roll Call

Mr. Brown called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. and Ms. Burns called the roll. All

Supervisors were present.

SECOND ORDER OF BUSINESS Modifications to Agenda

Mr. Brown: We have one modification, which is the Tenth Order of Business,
Appointment of Audit Committee and Chairman.

Ms. Burns: Does anyone have any other modifications? Hearing none, we will move on

to the next item.

THIRD ORDER OF BUSINESS Public Comment Period
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Mr. Brown: If you have any comments, please raise your hand, provide your name and
address and keep your comments to three minutes.

Larry Hurley, Keswick Court: I'm just curious about what happened with the study for the
speed bumps or speed signs. I almost got hit walking across Southampton Drive to get to my
mailbox when someone was speeding around that corner. All of a sudden, they see you and you
see them so you have to run out of the way because they are speeding. I couldn’t find anything in
the latest minutes as to how that all ended. Are we doing both or just signs or speed bumps?

Mr. Brown: We didn’t end up doing speed bumps. What we did was one month of
enforcement.

Mr. Scheerer: We had the Sheriff’s Office out here.

Mr. Hurley: We did that for a month on a trial period?

Mr. Brown: Yes, we did it for a trial and it seemed to work. If I’'m not mistaken, the
consensus was that we might do it again if it started to be a problem again. That seemed to be a
better idea than putting in speed bumps.

Mr. Hurley: That may be because we have some kids zipping around on power motor
scooters, sometimes on the sidewalks and sometimes in the street. They are not registered. There
was a young man on what looked like a dirt bike with no registration, speeding up and down
Remington Boulevard the other night. While I was walking, I tried to call the Sheriff’s Office on
the non-emergency number, but no one answered the phone. It rang about 15 times and then I
hung up and called back again and nobody answered the phone. So, we don’t have any recourse.
A couple of them were on scooters they stand on. I hate to see somebody, either a walker or them
get hurt. We need to do something about that, but I’m not sure exactly what, especially if the
Sheriff doesn’t answer the phone. As far as the speed bumps, the speeding is down Southampton
Drive. I don’t think having patrols here is going to be enough because they can’t be here all the
time. So, in my opinion, speed bumps or a speed sign with a lower speed limit would be good
options, but I prefer speed bumps, at least on that curve to slow them down.

Mr. Thilburg: Do we have roving patrol during evening hours?

Mr. Hurley: I don’t know whether your security does anything about kids on scooters,
bikes or speeding cars.

Mr. Luciano: Its only during the daytime now.

Mr. Hurley: They are speeding around dusk.
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Mr. Scheerer: If it’s dark, we should have roving patrol by 6:00 p.m. and that’s well in

advance of dusk.

costs.

Board.

Mr. Luciano: We can’t catch them if they are on the sidewalk.

Mr. Scheerer: No, you can still call the number.

Mr. Luciano: 1 have.

Mr. Mehrlich: Even if they are flying down the road, they could come in around 5:30 p.m.
Mr. Scheerer: We can contact the Sheriff again if you want us to.

Mr. Brown: I would rather do that.

Mr. Luciano: Last month, there was talk about having the Sheriff every other month to cut

Mr. Mehrlich: I think we need to have them here every month.
Mr. Scheerer: We can certainly reach out to the Sheriff’s Office if that’s the desire of the

Mr. Brown: How much did it end up costing?

Mr. Scheerer: 1don’t recall. We can find out. It wasn’t a lot of money.

Mr. Brown: It was just for a certain number of hours.

Mr. Scheerer: There is a minimum of four hours per shift, which is what we did.
Mr. Luciano: It was about $2,100 or $2,200.

Mr. Scheerer: I'm sure it’s something we can take care of if that’s what the Board wants

to do. Ijust don’t have the information with me.

Mr. Thilburg: I feel comfortable doing that, but this time get a report from them.
Mr. Scheerer: That was the other thing. They didn’t provide a report.

Mr. Hurley: Are they going to issue tickets?

Mr. Scheerer: They will.

Mr. Brown: We can’t guarantee that they will because we can’t order them to.
Mrs. Perillo: It’s at their discretion.

Mr. Hurley: I included an article in the last newsletter reminding people to stop at stop

signs. We heard from somebody who wanted to include a reminder for people to stop on the white

line before the hash line. In some places, they have signs. If we have done everything here, we

will see how that fixes the speeding. We told them last time where to specifically to control the

speeding and Southampton Drive was one place.
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Mr. Scheerer: At various times during the day.

Mr. Thilburg: Do you need a motion?

Mr. Brown: I don’t think so.

Mr. Scheerer: I think we have direction from the Board. Scott, are you okay with that?

Mr. Clark: Yes, you have the money allocated.

Mr. Brown: We already voted on it.

Mr. Hurley: I’'m also curious about the Ugly Agnes we are taking down along the wall.

Mr. Scheerer: It was reported a couple of meetings ago that they were going to remove
them and replace with sod.

Mr. Vincutonis: They are all dying,

Mr. Hurley: They look pretty ratty. I would expect it to be replaced with new bushes.

Mr. Scheerer: It’s also easier to maintain sod. It was part of a plan.

Mr. Hurley: I guess it didn’t make sense to replace them.

Mr. Scheerer: No.

Mr. Hurley: You mentioned that you were working on the lights on the walls at the last
meeting. Some of the lights look like they have been replaced with LEDs.

Mr. Scheerer: Correct, we will continue to do that as they go bad.

Mr. Hurley: At the entrance to Harwood, I don’t know if the guys who trimmed the bushes
bumped into them because the light is facing the other way.

Mr. Scheerer: It wasn’t as of last week.

Mr. Hurley: Not now.

Mr. Scheerer: [ straightened it out myself.

Mr. Hurley: I just keep noticing it happening all over again so maybe the bush trimming
guys need to be told the way the light is supposed to go and not to push them.

Mr. Scheerer: I talked to John about that at the last meeting.

Mr. Hurley: The Remington light around the left-hand side as you enter, are the same
lights that went out around Christmas, which were the fluorescents.

Mr. Scheerer: The one that lights up the sign?

Mr. Hurley: Yes. The center section is out.

Mr. Scheerer: I'm not here at night. I will fix that.

Mr. Hurley: I can’t expect you to be here 24/7.
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Mr. Scheerer: I will take care of that myself.

Mr. Hurley: What I’m most proud of, are the 15 lights along Remington Boulevard that I
got fixed about a month ago because they were all out. That’s all I have.

Mr. Scheerer: Awesome. We will take care of it.

Mr. Brown: Is there anyone else?

Diego Valdes, Berry James Court: Yes. I discussed before about illegal parking in the
streets. There was a vehicle parked illegally more than a week. I showed a photo I took with my
cellphone to security and they said they would tag the car, which it wasn’t because it still there
several days afterwards. It took two emails to the CDD for something to happen. It is my
understanding that they would be stricter with illegal parking policies. To my understanding, that
has not occurred because people are parking excessively in the streets illegally. That was the first
item. The second part is that it’s my understanding we are paying the guard at the guardhouse
$126,000. This guard has not come out of this area or enforcing what it says on the sign, which is
that individuals must have a Remington ID. It is my understanding that’s not enforced. There was
even one guard that wore flip flops and went outside to smoke. That’s what we are paying for a
guard in this area. The third item I wanted to discuss is there’s a garbage dumpster, but people are
throwing trash outside of the dumpster.

Mr. Brown: Where the commercial building is?

Mr. Valdes: No.

Mr. Scheerer: I think Chet put it there for the speed hump remediation.

Mr. Valdes: I just came out and there’s garbage on the outside of it.

Mr. Scheerer: 1 don’t know anything about it, but I’11 look at it.

Mr. Brown: We did change it. Was it the last time or before that to give a little more
leniency in looking at houses that call in consistently. Do you have an address?

Mr. Valdes: The vehicle was outside, but it’s no longer there. It was ticketed. To my
understanding, the length of time was not changed nor the responsibility of those individuals
parking in front of a home were there because people would park their cars in front of other
people’s homes. It is not the responsibility of those homeowners. It is my understanding that the
length of time is seven days, if a guest did not extend it.

Mr. Brown: It can only be extended if they contact the management company.

Mr. Scheerer: For special circumstances.
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Mr. Brown: We did put in the rules there that they could get a waiver because their guest
was in the military and they were home for a month, but if they don’t have one then the length of
time is still seven days. Iknow a couple in our neighborhood that have consistently flipped cars.
That went on for a while and then they started getting stickers on their car. I didn’t say anything
because I can tell that they were moving cars around. If you see anything, contact Jill.

Mr. Valdes: I will send emails from now on.

Mr. Scheerer: That’s fine. Any emails or information we get, we forward on to Eric, Scott
and Jeremy.

Mr. Brown: We will have to look at the dumpster.

Mr. Valdes: Thank you very much.

Mr. Brown: My suspicion is if the contractor put it there, he’s not the one that’s throwing
trash around it.

Mr. Scheerer: It’s kind of like the old recycling problem we used to have when Larry was
working hard on recycling.

Mr. Valdes: Like dumpster diving?

Mr. Scheerer: Yes.

Mr. Valdes: Is there a process where a house is considered a target because they
continually bypass and circumvent the parking restrictions?

Mr. Brown: It’s not really that they are a target.

Mr. Clark: The process is for a repeat offender.

Mr. Brown: They were constantly calling me every night. They gave them some leniency
by saying, “Okay, you are getting calls every single night from that house.” One house had seven
cars and they would just move the cars around so they could beat the system. So that’s kind of
what they were doing. They said, “We have cars but none of them will be on the street seven days
of the month,” so we gave them the direction to determine whether they are visitors or owners.

Mr. Mehrlich: What happens if a house has three young adults that are splitting the
household expenses that have $60,000 to $70,000 cars, but have several large parties on a regular
basis? We live in a PUD and we have to ask permission for what color mulch we can put down,
but parking is a constant problem. We live in a community like this, where we have all sorts of

restrictions on what we can and cannot do, but we cannot have peace in our own home. We should
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be able to have peace because that’s why we’re here. I’'m not a saint. I’ve had parties over the 20
years I’ve been here, but it’s starting to not be a safe place.

Mr. Valdes: I have other things to do than to come here and talk about parking.

Resident (Not Identified): It’s a turnoff if you are coming in here to buy a house and there
are always cars parked in the street. It didn’t used to be like that when we purchased. I’ve been
in some of my son’s friends’ neighborhoods where there are nice houses, but I’d never live there
because cars are parked everywhere. Its like playing pinball to drive down the street and it’s going
to lower our property values.

Mr. Valdes: Just last week, there was a car on jacks with two tires off, but it wasn’t on the
street so it wasn’t a CDD issue. It was an HOA issue. So, I emailed the HOA Manager. I’m still
waiting for a response.

Mr. Scheerer: We can have full-time security if you want to increase your assessments.
That’s the only way you are going to be able to resolve anything. We tried to curtail parking.

Mr. Valdes: You have daytime roving security.

Mr. Scheerer: Not every day.

Mr. Valdes: know. Its two days a week, but they have limited authority as well.

Mr. Scheerer: They have the same authority to enforce parking restrictions. Eric can speak
to that because their responsibility is to provide parking enforcement per the regulations and the
resolution that was adopted by this Board. We don’t pay them to drive around the neighborhood.
So, if they are here two days a week, it’s the same protocol. They drive around. If they are there
over a half hour and come back and a car is still there, they are supposed to issue the car a ticket.
That is our security protocol.

Mr. Valdes: 1 asked them and they said that in the daytime, that’s not enforced. Its only
enforced at night.

Mr. Scheerer: That is an inaccurate statement. I never heard anybody say that, but Eric is
here and can speak for his company. That is what they get paid to do. If not, then maybe we need
to look at some other options.

Mr. Valdes: The second part is the individual that’s here not enforcing it. Right now, this
pool is for the entire community.

Mr. Scheerer: They are supposed to have a card.

Mr. Valdes: No one is asking to see it.
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Mr. Scheerer: How many people brought their card to come to the meeting? Four out of
everybody that’s in here.

Mr. Valdes: It is my understanding you are required to bring your card.

Mr. Scheerer: It’s a public meeting. We can’t deny access.

Mr. Valdes: I was told by the security guard that next time I wouldn’t be allowed in.

Mr. Scheerer: That’s not the case. It’s a public meeting and we can’t deny access to
anybody, whether they live here or not. Apparently, we need to work with security a little tighter
to make sure they are up on their standards. Scott Newman sent me an email late last week wanting
to set up a meeting for May. So, with Jill being on board, we will try to schedule that meeting.
The purpose is to go over some of the rules and expectations for the security company. If not, we
can make other recommendations to the Board on what to do next.

Mr. Valdes: On Saturday, I left about 5:10 a.m. and there was no security guard.

Mr. Scheerer: We heard that.

Mr. Valdes: My neighbor that just moved here couldn’t be here this evening, but he asked
why don’t we have a policy in place for no parking after a certain period of time and to have a
contract with a towing company to tow cars parked on the street, unless they have a visitor pass in
their car. Iknow there are neighborhoods that do that. Before we moved here, we looked at Bella
Lago and they had no parking after 8:00 p.m. because their streets are private as well.

Mr. Scheerer: Ours aren’t private. We are publicly owned. I believe, Scott, if I'm correct
that we have to give notice prior to towing. We can’t just arbitrarily tow.

Chassidy Bowles, Westmoreland Circle: How many notices do you have to give?

Mr. Scheerer: They get one notice. The second time they get towed. That’s the way it’s
supposed to work.

Mr. Brown: Or they try to tow it.

Mr. Scheerer: By statute we have to give a warning before we tow. If this was a private
gated community, we could have all kinds of fun and do exactly what you just described, hiring a
tow company.

Ms. Bowles: Couldn’t a tow company work in conjunction with the security if they were
here all the time? Security could give them passes.

Mr. Scheerer: We don’t have a security company that can be here all the time just for

Remington.
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Ms. Bowles: They are here in the evening as well.

Mr. Scheerer: Anytime day or night we have to notice them. Security notifies the tow
company we have a vehicle for tow. Sometimes they are successful and sometimes he’s not. So,
if they have call for law enforcement because who we use deals a lot with law enforcement, they
are going to deal with the priority.

Mr. Brown: It’s in there too that they can come around and look for people that had two
notices.

Mr. Scheerer: Yes, repeat offenders.

Mr. Brown: The tow company can’t tow without us notifying them, but they only do that
if its profitable. If they are going to make $5,000 in here on Saturday night, they will be here.
Otherwise, they won’t do it very much.

Mr. Mehrlich: Isn’t it just guests that can park in the street? Owners or tenants are not
allowed to park in the street.

Mr. Scheerer: They get 30 minutes.

Ms. Bowles: A lot of tenants don’t have barcodes on their cars.

Mr. Mehrlich: I see a Range Rover in the street all the time. He’s the tenant at 114,

Mr. Valdes: [ was told that they are owners, but there’s no way of proving that.

Mr. Brown: There is no way to prove it because we are not allowed to run tags. Law
enforcement can only run tags so security can’t so there really is no way for us to prove whether
it’s an owner or not. If it has a barcode on it, it could be an owner or someone from another
community. I wouldn’t let them near the houses. I want Eric to know the addresses and if he’s
constantly getting calls from there, then he has the ability to put stickers on them.

Mr. Valdes: You get smarter people who are more affluent and know the rules.

Mr. Scheerer: I think the Board has been flexible in trying to capture a lot of that. Scott is
here. He drafted the original resolution and from input from residents and the Board, it’s just a
matter of figuring out what works each time they figure out what they can get away with.

Mr. Valdes: That’s what I tell all the neighbors that I talk to. We have a house down the
street from me that has three to four cars in the front yard, not in the driveway. If we don’t start
doing something, it’s going to get a lot worse. Residents are unsure of what to do. You have to

send a picture, wait seven days and then send another picture. In the meantime, the car has been
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there for two months and we can’t change the color of our mulch. The good guys pay the price.
They just don’t care.

Mr. Hurley: Once we get the latest document registered and approved, we can start putting
up signs saying, “No Parking on the Grass” and “No Parking on the Sidewalk.” Then we can start
fining people that are doing that. Whoever is our new property manager, we are talking to them
about coming in at night. The problem there is they don’t patrol at night. They only patrol in the
daytime.

Mr. Mehrlich: We might have to pay them to patrol at night.

Mr. Scheerer: It sounds like we have a lot of work to do.

Mr. Brown: Is there anyone else? If not, we will close the public comment period.

FOURTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Approval of Minutes of the March 26,
2019 Meeting

Mr. Brown: Does anyone have any changes?

Mr. Thilburg: Yes. On Page 7, in the middle of the page, both statements from Ms. Kirk
were stated by Mrs. Perillo. On Page 11, “single roof” should be “shingle roof.” In the next line,
metal roofs have an expected life of 50 years, but not shingle roofs.

Mr. Scheerer: They are metal shingles.

Mr. Thilburg: The bottom of the page says, “I wish our Community Center had a metal
roof.” We don’t have a Community Center. He was talking about Club Villas. Remove the word,
“Community.” On Page 13, “1-inch think” should be “1 inch thick.” On Page 18 Alan said, “We
will be bringing that in 2023.” 1 didn’t know if Alan meant 2020.

Mr. Scheerer: It should be 2020. That was the annuals, which we did.

Mr. Thilburg: On Page 23 Mr. Perillo said, “They go through the Villas twice a month,”
not a year.

Mr. Brown: He might have said that.

Mr. Scheerer: He was saying that he never saw them and everyone was saying, “We just
saw them.”

Mr. Brown: Does anyone else have any corrections?

Mr. Thilburg: 1 don’t have any further changes.

10
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On MOTION by Mr. Thilburg seconded by Mr. Soukup with all in
favor the minutes of the March 26, 2019 meeting were approved, as
amended.

FIFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of 2019-05 Electing an
Assistant Secretary

Ms. Burns: We would ask that you elect me Assistant Secretary, replacing Jason who was

the previous Assistant Secretary. That will enable me to sign your documents.

On MOTION by Mr. Thilburg seconded by Mr. Mehrlich, with all
in favor Resolution 2019-05 Electing Jill Burns as Assistant
Secretary, was approved.

SIXTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of 2019-06 Approving the
Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2020 and
Setting a Public Hearing

Ms. Burns: The budget is attached to the resolution. If you look at the General Fund, we
proposed that the overall budget remain the same. There are just a couple of changes within the
line items. “Trustee,” “Dissemination Agreement” and “Arbitrage Rebate” were removed because
those fees were associated with the bond payments and this is last year that the 2008 Debt Service
Budget needs to be collected. There is a decrease in the insurance cost because we had an overall
decrease in the administrative portion of the budget. There was a slight increase in landscaping
and plant replacement enhancements as well as an increase on the field operations and maintenance
(O&M) portion. This budget projects that overall O&M assessments remain the same, which is
$678.50 per unit. I don’t know if the Board had this conversation with Jason, but with several
Boards, when their debt bond payments are paid off, they increase O&M assessments because of
the reduction in the debt. Let’s say that your O&M is $500 and your debt is $500, they would
increase the O&M to the amount that the debt level was or a portion of that. You could get an
influx of cash to build reserves or do some projects you’ve been waiting to do. We don’t have that
outlined here, but if that’s something you want to do, we can look at increasing your O&M
assessments because no one in the community is going to be paying a debt assessment anymore.

I don’t know if you discussed that or thought of that, but that is something we can look at if you

11
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wanted to go to 24-hour security or something like that to complete any of the capital projects you
wanted to do.

Mr. Clark: We will need to notice that.

Ms. Burns: Correct.

Mr. Clark: We can’t just roll them like you already do. We would need to have an increase
in your assessment, which triggers the mailed notice.

Mr. Brown: I have some reservations doing that because it’s only a little more or less than
half of the people that’s happening to. For some people, it happened two or three years ago.

Ms. Brown: It’s just an option to consider if you were interested in doing that, but
otherwise the budget outlined here would have the same assessment per household of $678.53.
There’s also the Capital Reserve Budget as well, which is on Page 12.

Mr. Hurley: Are you thinking about leaving the same $550,000 in the reserve?

Ms. Burns: No. She was just saying it was a possibility.

Mr. Hurley: Yes, but I heard a lot of people say, “Our taxes are going to go down.” If we
didn’t keep the $550, what would our $678 assessment drop to, approximately?

Mr. Brown: It wouldn’t drop. You are just losing that bond payment for the year because
none of that bond payment went to O&M.

Mr. Hurley: I know, but it’s included in the $678.53.

Ms. Burns: It’s not. The $678.53 is just the O&M.

Mr. Brown: The bond payment for the people that were in that bond series was a totally
separate payment. It wasn’t in that $678.53.

Mr. Hurley: I paid $678.53, but it didn’t include the debt service.

Mr. Brown: You were probably already out of the debt service.

Ms. Burns: If you live in the first phase, yours was paid off three years ago.

Ms. Bowles: If you paid the bonds off three years ago, the other side are still paying the
bond.

Mr. Brown: There were two bonds.

Ms. Burns: This was their last year.

Mr. Brown: Yours should’ve already been paid off, but even when you were paying it, it
was a separate line item on your tax bill. It wasn’t part of the $678.53.

Ms. Bowles: I review my tax bill and I’ve never seen it.

12
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Mr. Brown: Do all of you want to think about whether you want to add something to the
budget? Because the Board is just passing a proposed budget tonight, not the final budget.

Ms. Burns: If you are going to increase it, we would need to know in order to send a mailed
notice to the residents.

Mr. Clark: Tonight drives the mailing of those notices.

Mr. Thilburg: On Page 1 under “Roadways,” there was an expense of $3,595. What was
that for?

Ms. Burns: For the sidewalks?

Mr. Thilburg: Yes.

Ms. Burns: It was an unbudgeted line item.

Mr. Thilburg: Was there some overage?

Mr. Scheerer: I’'m just wondering if they coded it to the wrong line item. I know we did a
few potholes a while ago. I would have to look at that closer, Carl.

Mr. Thilburg: I noticed an expense and then I didn’t see anything in the budget.

Mr. Scheerer: Let me get back with you if that’s okay.

Mr. Thilburg: That’s fine.

Mr. Scheerer: Typically what we try to do is to budget wherever that line item would
normally go. It’s just not clicking with me right now.

Mr. Brown: Are those for all of the repairs we did this year on the sidewalks?

Mr. Scheerer: No. The sidewalk repairs were paid for out of the Capital Fund for the
sidewalks, which we are still doing. You also have sidewalk and road improvements, which
includes both. I’'m wondering if that just got mis-coded. I will get with accounting and find out
what that number is.

Mr. Thilburg: Okay. “Common Areas, Plant Replacement and Bed Enhancements”
increased. Is that for the beds I’ve been asking for?

Mr. Scheerer: “Plant Replacement and Bed Enhancements” increased from $10,000 to
$15,000. We may move that if the Board wants. We got a price from REW for 10 monuments in
the community that do not have annuals. The cost is about $14,000, which is for the entire year.
That is for quarterly rotations. I told you that wasn’t going to be cheap. So, we increased that line

item to $15,000 to cover the plant replacements or we can take that dollar amount and just put it
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as an addendum to the REW contract because they do that as part of their contract now. We
allocated the funds we spoke about.

Mr. Thilburg: The only reason I brought that up is because I would like to see the
enhancement of each development. Some just have the green bushes and are not very attractive.

Mr. Scheerer: If the Board approves, we will add that.

Mr. Thilburg: We need uniformity.

Mr. Scheerer: Yes sir.

Mr. Thilburg: Okay.

Mr. Scheerer: That is what that dollar amount is for.

Ms. Burns: Are there any other questions on the budget or does anyone have anything they
want to change?

Mr. Brown: Yes. A few years back when the roads were failing in Waters Edge and we
had to fix them and put a plan together to do the roads, we raised everyone’s assessment by $200.
We told them that we were doing this because we didn’t plan on doing it again for 20 years or so,
unless something major happens. So that’s why I’m against raising our rates.

Mr. Thilburg: I don’t want to raise the rates.

Mr. Soukup: Iagree. We need to look at what we have. We have serious parking issues
and possibly have to increase Sheriff patrols.

Mr. Brown: The only reason we would look at raising them is if we did the 24-hour
security.

Mr. Mehrlich: I don’t know exactly where we were when we were talking about trimming
trees in the neighborhoods or if it’s ever been done, but the HOA is now allowing Oak trees to be
removed and Palm trees to be planted because some people don’t want to trim trees. When the
community was first developed, there was supposed to be an Oak tree canopy. I know it’s gone
in a lot of different directions since then and I know that its cost prohibitive to cut every tree in the
entire neighborhood, but we have such a good relationship with a company like REW who has the
truck. Maybe they could cut some trees some of the time and target the worst trees to try to get
some of the homeowners to keep some of the old trees instead of cutting them all out. Because
that’s going to enhance the beauty of the neighborhood and maintain some of their property value.
As far as I’'m concerned, maybe not to everybody’s because they don’t all like trees.

Mr. Brown: We priced that, didn’t we?
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Mr. Scheerer: It just so happens we received prices from REW, Envirotree and another
company Sal said was doing Club Villas. I’ve got the Briggs Tree estimate on my iPad. Overall,
itis done by neighborhood. I would have to go back to these companies and have them reassessed
because of the trees. The total overall price to do every tree in Remington including CDD trees
was $97,910. The CDD has already done Remington Boulevard. I think we paid REW around
$15,000 to do Remington Boulevard from Knightsbridge Boulevard to E. Lakeshore Boulevard
because they have a tree trimming process for pedestrian safety in their contract, which we don’t
pay. So, we went ahead and did all of Remington Boulevard. Windsor Park was $600, Oakview
was $7,000, Somerset was $300 and Parkland was $4,600. So, we have some ideas of what it
would cost to do that, if at some point you decide to do that. I don’t think REW will do any of the
street trees. That’s an item that is not budgeted for in the 2020 budget.

Mr. Brown: The reason [ was questioning it was we looked at it a couple of years ago and
maybe we can revisit it because we might be able to do it without raising assessments if we can
move money. We looked at doing it in a three-year cycle; a third one year, a third the next and
then the final third.

Mr. Vincutonis: They kind of maintain themselves to a point once they are up. We don’t
necessarily have to trim the trees in a neighborhood, but you have to trim them.

Mr. Scheerer: The language that comes with trimming trees and doing a Class 2 prune and
thinning is you want to keep them on a three-year cycle. So even though we just did these this last
year, we shouldn’t have to do them next year, but we may have to start looking at some of that the
year after that. Like Ken said, if you wanted me to go out and get pricing per neighborhood, you
just have to figure out how you are going to fund it. I know that Mark is tasked with doing an
evaluation of the roads, but what the Board has always done, along with milling and resurfacing,
is to lift those trees because you have to be able to get the milling machine in there, which is about
15 feet long. That will come out of the Roadway Fund. So that would take care of whatever
neighborhoods those are and we could look at updating pricing and maybe presenting that at a later
date as far as funding because the trees are in dire need of maintenance. You just need to pick
which one-third you want to start with first.

Mr. Mehrlich: The worst ones.

Mr. Brown: At one point, we looked at starting with the ones that were in the lights. A lot

of tree branches are growing over streetlights, but who decided it was a good idea to plant trees
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directly under lights. I don’t know why that is. Ireceived some complaints, even though you have
lights, that its dark because they are overgrown with trees.

Mr. Scheerer: You should’ve seen the improvement on Remington Boulevard when those
trees were trimmed. The same type of a program, internal of the neighborhoods would be a
tremendous benefit to the homeowner’s safety and security, but again I would have to go back to
two or three different companies and have all of the trees reassessed just to get an idea of what
they are in today’s market.

Mr. Mehrlich: I think it makes sense to not try to do them all at once. Just cut some trees.
When the guys are cutting them on Remington Boulevard, they should go into some of the
neighborhoods because they are the worst.

Resident (Not Identified): Homeowners that live in front of the trees are not responsible
for them.

Mr. Mehrlich: They are responsible. The HOA voted to allow the homeowner to cut the
tree down, remove it completely and put a small Palm tree in lieu of a 20 to 25-year-old Oak tree.
So, to keep that from happening maybe we trim some of these trees if our objective is to maintain
the integrity of the neighborhood.

Mr. Scheerer: Do they need a permit to remove an established Oak tree?

Mr. Brown: They don’t technically need a permit, but they have to replace it.

Mr. Mehrlich: With a piece of grass?

Mr. Scheerer: I needed a permit for a flagpole.

Mr. Brown: I don’t think they can cut my tree and replace it with a Washingtonian.

Mrs. Perillo: There are three different Palm trees in Remington.

Mr. Scheerer: Is that what they are doing? Replacing Oaks with Palms.

Mrs. Perillo: With some of them where the roots are going into the septic or sprinkler
system. Your guys replaced the sidewalks.

Mr. Brown: I am the opposite. Personally, I would just cut all of them down because they
had so many sidewalk issues and problems going into the utilities. They are cutting all of them
down and replacing them with Elms because they have gotten tired of constantly fixing utilities
and sidewalks. I don’t know why they permitted a big tree like that in a 2-foot swath of grass.

Mr. Mehrlich: 1 agree.
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Mr. Brown: The roots gurgle because the developer never unrolled them when they stuck
them in the ground. I think half of those are the ones we lost during Hurricane Irma.

Mr. Scheerer: They are all gurgled. Every one of them.

Mrs. Perillo: Was the septic you took care of on Westmoreland due to tree roots?

Mr. Brown: Yes. The tree was growing into someone’s utilities.

Mr. Scheerer: The homeowner was in Waters Edge. Cypress tree roots were encroaching
onto her property so we cleaned it up on our end, but that was it.

Ms. Bowles: Westmoreland is flooding.

Mr. Hurley: They took the Cypress trees down because they were growing on both sides
of the road.

Mr. Scheerer: We had a storm drain that was full of weeds, but it wasn’t due to root
intrusion.

Mr. Brown: I thought we had roots going into somebody’s utilities and had to take the tree
down.

Mr. Hurley: It was going under a guy’s house. He kept going out there and chopping them.

Mr. Clark: Are you going to remove it from the budget?

Mr. Scheerer: Yes.

Mr. Thilburg: Are people left and right cutting down trees?

Mr. Hurley: Not yet, but they could. I think his idea is right. With maintenance, it
wouldn’t be breaking so much. They just want to take them down versus having to pay to have
them trimmed so they ignore it and we keep sending letters.

Mr. Clark: If the ARC told him he could not cut a tree down, he cut it down anyway and
we took it to a court battle and instead of putting another tree in, they changed the rules.

Mr. Thilburg: It seems that the HOA doesn’t have too much teeth in there.

Mr. Hurley: We have to do what the law allows.

Mr. Brown: Would the Board be okay with leaving assessments the way they are and then
moving things around to do quarterly maintenance?

Mr. Clark: My point was that I would like to see the possibility of something like that. It

was just a concern.
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Ms. Burns: We have July 30™ as the public hearing, which is the regular meeting, if that
works for everybody. If there are no changes to this budget and the Board is happy with the July

30t date, we need a motion.

On MOTION by Mr. Thilburg seconded by Mr. Soukup with all in
favor Resolution 2019-06 Approving the Proposed Budget for Fiscal
Year 2020 and Setting a Public Hearing for July 30, 2019 at 6:00
p.m. at this location was adopted.

SEVENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Review and Acceptance of Draft Fiscal
Year 2018 Audit Report

Ms. Burns: The audit report is in your agenda package. I would bring your attention Pages
32 and 33, the Letters to Management, which summarizes the entire audit. Unless you want to
read 30 pages for some fun nighttime reading, there were no instances of non-compliance. They
had no recommendations or findings. Its considered a clean audit. I can take any questions that
anyone has, but unless anybody has any questions, we would be looking for a motion to accept the
Fiscal Year 2018 Audit.

On MOTION by Mr. Mehrlich seconded by Mr. Soukup with all in
favor the Fiscal Year 2018 Audit Report was accepted.

EIGHTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of Proposal for Recreation
Center Blinds with Berry Construction

Mr. Scheerer: I received a text message to see about getting a cost for blinds for the
building. Chet has been hands down, the contractor that’s been awarded several jobs out here so
I called Chet and asked him to give me a price to install the blinds in the Recreation Center. We
are just talking about this room only. I didn’t think you’d want to put them in the Fitness Center
so he provided me a price of $1,540.

On MOTION by Ms. Kirk seconded by Mr. Thilburg with all in
favor the proposal from Berry Construction for Recreation Center
blinds in the amount of $1,540 was approved.

NINTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Consideration of Proposals for Recreation
Center Roof
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A. Berry Construction, Inc. (2)

B. Steve Turbeville Roofing, Inc. (3)

Mr. Scheerer: At the last Board Meeting, we had a couple questions, such as did we look
for a metal roof? No, we did not. We had two proposals, one from Berry Construction and one
from Steve Turbeville Roofing. Those proposals were included in your agenda for asphalt
shingles. We were asked to take a look at a metal roof price. Chet of Berry Construction provided
us with a price for two different styles. One was for a 26 gauge Kynar finish metal roof, which
basically means that the roof will join on top of each section of metal roof. The other is a standing
seam roof, which are side-by-side with a piece of metal over the top. It’s all insulated and protects
the joints. The price for the Kynar finish roof is $30,335 and the standing seam one is $34,606.
Obviously, we would have to figure out the color of the roof if you wanted to go with metal. Chet
did not provide us with the metal shingle quote, which was requested by a Board Member, but
Chet’s asphalt shingle quote is $18,698. Steve Turbeville Roofing provided a couple of different
proposals for us. One was for unpainted 26-gauge small rib panels for $31,265. We would have
to figure out the color. They provide a five-year warranty on workmanship, 40-year manufacture
warranty on the Kynar painted panels and a 25-year warranty for painted panels and unpainted
galvalume panels. He also gave us a price for metal shingles, which was is $52,285. He was the
only one that was willing to give us a price. We also have his original cost for the asphalt shingles,
which was $24,265.

Mr. Brown: Are there any thoughts?

Mr. Scheerer: 1 believe we have $36,000 allocated for shingles up to $36,000 to $38,000
in the current budget. I believe Chet told me his contractor on the asphalt shingles is Don Schmidt
Roofing, a local contractor that will do the work. He said its within 30 days to do asphalt and we
are about probably 60 days out if you wanted to do metal. I didn’t get a commitment on the metal
shingle.

Mr. Soukup: Do asphalt shingles need ARC approval?

Mr. Scheerer: Yes. I'm assuming that we will just go with the same color.

Mr. Soukup: In my personal option, this is the way to go as it lasts a long time. I don’t see
the need to go above and beyond and spend a lot of money for something that we don’t necessarily

need.
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Mr. Scheerer: We are replacing all of the gutters so I will have a price to replace them.
It’s only a couple of thousand dollars and fits within the roofing budget. We are also going to add
gutters to the front to keep everyone dry as they walk through the entrance.

Mr. Thilburg: Didn’t we have a proposal to remove the gutters?

Mr. Scheerer: No. The gutters have to come off in order to do the roof, but I will reach
out to American Seamless Gutters. They gave us a quote of $2,150 to install all brand new gutters
and ground spouts. That encompasses the entire footprint, not just the sides and the back. The
front was left alone. You are probably looking at a little over $22,000 to $23,000 as the low bidder
on the roof and the gutters. Like I said, we have $36,000 or $38,000 in the budget allocated for
roof replacements for this year.

Mr. Brown: Since we obtained bids, are there any cost savings?

Mr. Scheerer: Do you mean energy savings?

Mr. Brown: Yes.

Mr. Scheerer: No. Nobody said that I was going to get a better utility bill if I went with
the metal roof over the asphalt shingle roof.

Mr. Brown: The price is high enough that it doesn’t seem like we would have a return on
investment. It would last longer than shingles, but the price is higher.

Mr. Scheerer: Yes. Some of the things I heard from some of the vendors that people had
concerns with was not that we get a lot of hail storms, but once you get them, you have dings and
dongs on your metal roof or metal shingles as opposed to asphalt shingles. Yes, it’s going to break
down your asphalt shingle, obviously with the coating that’s on there, but it’s not going to be as
visible.

Mr. Brown: If you have damage in one specific shingle, its probably easier to replace.

Mr. Scheerer: Yes, you can manipulate the shingles a little easier than metal.

Mr. Soukup MOVED to approve the proposal from Berry
Construction, Inc. to replace the Recreation Center roof with an
' asphalt shingle roof in the amount of $18,698 and Mr. Thilburg
| seconded the motion.

Mr. Brown: Do we need a motion for the gutters?

Ms. Burns: Yes.
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Mr. Scheerer: To approve the proposal from American Seamless Gutters in the amount of
$2,150.

On VOICE VOTE with all in favor the proposal from Berry
Construction, Inc. to replace the Recreation Center roof with an
asphalt shingle roof in the amount of $18,698 and $2,150 for
' American Seamless Gutters to replace the gutters was approved.

Mr. Scheerer: Scott, do we need a Small Jobs Contract for the roof?
Mr. Clark: Yes. I will get you one.

Mr. Scheerer: Send it to me and I will get it signed.

TENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Appointment of Audit Committee and
Chairman - Added

Mr. Brown: We have an Audit Committee immediately after this meeting. It just depends
on how you want to do it, if you want to appoint a separate Chair. We’ve done that in the past.
Sometimes we just said everyone on the Board is on the committee. We will just keep the Chair

the same and go right into that meeting.

On MOTION by Mr. Thilburg seconded by Mr. Soukup with all in
favor appointing the Board as the Audit Committee and Mr. Brown
as Chairman was approved.

ELEVENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Staff Reports

A. Attorney

Mr. Clark: I don’t have anything further for the Board other than to ask if you would
excuse me now. My son has a special event this evening.

Mr. Brown: Absolutely.

Mr. Clark: Thank you.

Mr. Clark left the meeting.

B. Engineer

Mr. Vincutonis: Just a couple of items. Chet Berry finished the speed hump repairs.

Cameron from our office came out to make sure everything was done, per his plan. We have an
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invoice for the full amount; however, the payee was incorrect so I asked them to revise it to reflect
the Remington CDD as the payee. As soon as I receive it, [ will send it out to you. The other item
is that we are about to wrap up our Road Evaluation Report. The first phase would be Somerset
and Harwood based on the age and condition of the roads. That is going to run close to $180,000.
So, I wanted to at least share that. As we go forward, the next phase would be Gleneagles, Windsor
Park and Oakleaf. Then after that you have a slight reprieve, six or seven years before you would
need to start thinking about the next phase.

Mr. Brown: Yes. That was the intent when we did it the first time, which was to spread it
out and then we would have more time, hopefully to build up reserves again to start over.

Mr. Brown: Does anyone have any questions? Hearing none,

C. District Manager’s Report
1. Approval of Check Register
Ms. Burns: We have the check register for the General Fund in the amount of $74,952.29,
Capital Projects Fund in the amount of $6,865 and March payroll for $718.80, for a total amount
of $82,536.09 for March 19™ through April 24®. 1 would be happy to answer any questions. If

not, we would be looking for a motion to approve.

On MOTION by Mr. Thilburg seconded by Mr, Mehrlich with all in
favor the Check Register totaling $82,536.09 was approved.

2. Balance Sheet and Income Statement
Ms. Burns: No action is required by the Board on the unaudited financials through March

31%, but I would be happy to answer any questions. We are close to being fully collected.

3. Presentation of Arbitrage Rebate Calculation Report
Ms. Burns: This report is required by the Trust Indenture. If you look at Page 4, there is
a summary. They are making sure that we are not earning more interest than we are allowed to
legally. Based on the computations, we have no rebate liability. So, it’s a clean report. We would

just be looking for a motion to accept the Arbitrage Rebate Calculation Report.
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On MOTION by Mr. Soukup seconded by Mr. Mehrlich with all in
' favor the Arbitrage Rebate Calculation Report was approved.

Mr. Brown: So this is the last one of these that we will get?
Ms. Burns: They may do a wrap up report after May 1%, but this is probably the last one.

Sometimes you get a one page report.

4. Field Manager’s Report

Mr. Scheerer: The Amenity Center is in good shape. The cameras are working well. 1
received a call from the Osceola County Sheriff’s Department regarding some issues. As soon as
they call me back and give me an update, I will let the Board know what’s going on. The fitness
equipment is in good shape. The air conditioning filters were changed. We installed all of the
new LED lights in the Fitness Center. We have $10,000 in our 2020 budget for new fitness
equipment. A lot of the equipment is old and outdated so I will be bringing back some proposals
at a future meeting. I’'m just letting you know that there may be some upgrades. Maybe there are
some machines in there that we want to switch out and get a different piece of equipment. We will
bring those back and let you decide. The pool is in good shape. We have an old wooden pool
rules sign out there that has a nice crack across the middle. We are going to look at replacing that.
Its vintage and has been there since Day 1. The gates are all working with minor repairs. The
lakes are in good shape. We still continue to meet with REW on a weekly basis. New annuals
and pine straw were installed. REW and I met with a couple of Arborists. They do not feel that
we can place any other trees where the mature Oak tree was removed. We fixed all of the brick
pavers around that. What we may end up doing is maybe just sodding that in and putting some
benches out there. It would be a great place for people to enjoy because it’s a nice looking lake.
We have trash can and bench money in our budget so we will look at that and see if we can take
care of that. As Larry mentioned, we took the Ugly Agnes out along the Boulevard and put in new
sod. Ireceived a call from Windsor Park. I couldn’t believe it, but there was a sleeping bag and
other items under an Oak tree canopy behind the wall in Windsor Park, but now it’s all gone. We
took all of the understory out from underneath there and cleaned that all up. It looks good. REW
did a great job. Althea Gardner asked me to meet her and her HOA folks over there. I thought it
was something that we needed to do. It enhanced the look of that area tenfold and now we don’t

have anybody just using it for whatever reason they were using it for. The sidewalk grinding is
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complete. We are in the middle of a replacement. 1 showed Jill a couple of the areas we were
doing today. We are still waiting on internet. They have to re-trench all new internet at the Partin
Settlement Road entrance to get it to the gate. They have no signal, no cable, no anything so we
are working on that. When we do, we will get everybody set up so they have access to that. We
talked with the owner of the golf course. He has denied our request to install a flagpole behind the
entry wall on E. Lakeshore Boulevard so we are going to find another location. 1 spoke with Ken.
He thought maybe we could do it at the pavilion, which would have been a good spot. I was
actually looking for a foot mount flagpole that we could drill into a footer or maybe have it secured
against the pavilion. We are looking at that. Chet is not too keen on that right now, but we are
also going to call for locates at the 260 E. Lakeshore Boulevard guardhouse. Maybe we should
just do the same thing there. If we have the availability to put it in front of the guardhouse, that’s
where it will have to go. I’'m meeting Chet on Friday morning to look at the location. We called
for locates there and we don’t seem to have any conflicts so we are going to install the 20-foot
flagpole at the entrance of Partin Settlement Road. My guys will be out this week. T don’t think
they made it today, but they were scheduled to come out this week in advance of hurricane season.
We popped the manholes to remove any trash and debris. Then when I was out here last Friday,
the letter “O” on Remington Boulevard at Partin Settlement Road was hanging off of the sign so
we got that repaired the same day.

Mr. Mehrlich: Morgan and Morgan is suing the HOA over a slip and fall on the sidewalk.
I didn’t know if you reviewed that or not.

Mr. Scheerer: We try to stay ahead of Morgan and Morgan for trip and falls and slip and
falls. Tt’s kind of a Catch-22 for us because the cleaning of the sidewalk will typically fall to the
HOA and the homeowner, but they don’t always do that. We contacted Toho Water Utility about
a broken meter that Ken and I found in Brookstone when water was just pouring out of the yard.
They came out to shut the water off until the meter got fixed or whatever the problem was. The
meter is the responsibility of Toho. Everything after is the homeowner’s responsibility, but we
clean some of those. That’s why the Board is gracious enough to allocate funds for sidewalk
grinding and panel replacement. We’ve done $95,000 last year and we are at about $66,000 year-
to-date right now. We are working through what’s left in the community.

Mr. Brown: The one in Brookstone wasn’t a tree. That was like a dip in the sidewalk and

those people have water coming out of the yard. It was like stepping on snow.
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Mr. Mehrlich: They actually had drains on the sidewalk.

Mr. Brown: That’s what we were looking at doing there, but then Toho fixed it.

Mr. Scheerer: You expect water to stand during certain rainstorms and there are portions
of the sidewalks that do dip. That doesn’t make them a safety hazard unless what Ken described
is occurring, but Toho took care of that.

Mr. Thilburg: Along Remington Boulevard, I noticed that they were replacing sprinklers.
I see a lot of sod.

Mr. Scheerer: 1 talked to John about that and that’s part of the Ugly Agnes that we
removed. That’s what you are referring to. What happened was that we didn’t have the location
of that valve on any of our prints so the guys were spot checking to find the valve. John is going
to come back and we will fix that the right way. They dug it up and it was ragged looking. I met
with John on Friday and I'm meeting with him again this coming Friday. We do that every week
as you know. They will get that fixed the correct way. We found the valve. It was crazy. I had
three irrigation techs out here looking for this valve.

Mr. Brown: How long did it take us to find all of the valves originally? I believe they
were on batteries.

Mr. Scheerer: Well we had batteries over by the commercial piece, but then we also had
unirrigated Bahia on the opposite side, if you remember, but Commercial Landscape and Irrigation
was the contractor that was chosen after Davey Tree left in the beginning. As part of their exit,
for them to get their final payment, they were tasked with doing a complete analysis of the
irrigation system. There are no as-builts so they put that together and as REW came onboard, they
are constantly upgrading the Irrigation Plan we have. This was all marked. There is a V-notch in
the curb so wel know where that valve is now and then it gets put on the print. It took a while and
we probably still don’t have it all, but it’s a lot better than what we had since 2006-2007.

Mr. Mehrlich: REW is good.

Mr. Scheerer: If I could I would, but they can’t so they don’t.

Mr. Brown: In case everyone is wondering why the golf course reversed course, originally,
he told us that we could do that, but because we needed a Notice of Commencement, which allows
the contractor to put a lien on property, it would have been this property so he wouldn’t sign
anything that allowed them to put a lien on the property.

Mr. Mehrlich: It was probably because of the way we were cutting the grass.
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Mr. Brown: It could be, but I think it was probably more. He didn’t want the possibility

of the contractor putting a lien on him. Are there any other questions for Alan? Hearing none,

S. Security

Mr. Luciano: There was five weeks between today and the last meeting. The Partin
Settlement Road Gate had 24,608 visitors versus the E. Lakeshore Boulevard Gate, which had
10,540 visitors. We had 81 tags, 3 tows, 2 attempted tows and 5 repeat offenders.

Mr. Thilburg: On April 5™, I was leaving at 5:30 a.m. and the gates were up and the guard
was coming out of the golf course parking lot. T texted Alan.

Mr. Scheerer: We sent that information to security. I have video from the outdoor camera
showing the guard locking up at about 5:15 a.m. and leaving. I don’t have a reason why. I never
received a reason. They were supposed to leave at 6:00 a.m. I haven’t heard from security as to
why that officer left.

Mr. Luciano: I have no idea either.,

Mr. Thilburg: Alan, you said that you were going to meet with the gentleman that owns
the company.

Mr. Scheerer: He doesn’t own the company. He’s one of Eric’s bosses. He was the one
who showed up a few months ago to the meeting and introduced himself. Then he kind of went
away for a while. My understanding is that he’s back again. We need to make sure that security
is on the same page and we expect service every day that they are here, seven days a week, 7:00
p.m. to 6:00 a.m. at the gates, that they are manning it and doing their job.

Mr. Soukup: You have to understand that they are billing us for things that they haven’t
done.

Mr. Thilburg: When you have your meeting can you bring up the walkie talkie?

Mr. Scheerer: We asked Scott Newman about the walkie talkies. I’ll be at Sams this
weekend so may pick something up for us.

Mr. Thilburg: I’m just saying.

Mr. Scheerer: Of course. The light bar was a request. We never received a proposal for
the light bar or the walkie talkies.

Mr. Thilburg: Maybe if the guard had to leave or something like that, he could call the

roving patrol.
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Mr. Scheerer: The roving patrol should be checking those gates. We had this conversation
a couple of meeting ago, but whether its Eric or his replacement on his days off, they need to be
checking these gatehouses at 7:00 p.m., make sure the Rec Center officer is here and that the gates
are manned from 7:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. I did see an example, just to give credit to where credit is
due, where the officer was late at this gate at 7:00 p.m. and it didn’t open. I don’t recall who sent
me that information, but when I looked at the camera footage, roving patrol did come to the gate
around 7:25 p.m. or 7:30 p.m. and manned that gate. So, I give them a lot of props for doing that,
but it would be nice if we emailed questions to security and we get an answer to the questions.
Carl sent me a text and I received a couple of emails and we never did get a response. So, we are
going to have to work that out with security. We need answers. The dumpster will be removed
on Friday. I asked Chet if he could take the trash with him.

Mr. Brown: We can always go out for an RFP. Are there any other questions for Alan?

Hearing none,

TWELFTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Supervisor’s Requests
Mr. Brown: REW is doing a good job.

THIRTEENTH ORDER OF BUSINESS Adjournment

Mr. Brown adjourned the meeting.

Secretary/Assistant Secretary Chairman/Vice Chairman
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800-226-3200
Headquarters in Orlando, FL
N TR [ . ’ »
S[DV.‘/'?S Offices in Cocoa, Ft. Myers, Jacksonville, Leesburg, and Tampa

SERVICE AGREEMENT

|

PROPERTY LOCATION: BILLING INFORMATION:
Name Remington Name Governmental Management Services
Address Address 9145 Narcoossee Road Suite A206
City Zip city Orlando Fi 32827 Zip
Phone Fax Phone 407-347-4103 g,y

Ordered By Alan Scheerer
Email ascheer@gmscfl.com

Service Details

|

Hourly Sweeping Service Routinely Scheduled Sweeping Service
$ Per Hour Sweeps Per
Hour Minimum $ 950.00 Per Sweep

Portal to Portal

Per Curb Mile Sweeping Service

$ Per Mile Miles Per Cycle
Cycles Per
$ 250.00 Disposal Fee $ Per sweep mMobilization Fee

Special Instructions

USA Services will sweep all$ Communities within Remington: Remington Blvd,Waters
Edge,Rec Center Parking Lot,Strathmore Club Villas,Hawks Nest, Harwood.
Westmoreland,Southampton,Crown Ridge,Arden Place,Owenshire,Brookstone,Glenn
Eagle,Golf Villa code 1010,Club Villas# 1111,Eagles Landing,Parkland
Square,Windsor Park,Oak View,Somerset.

Sweeping to be scheduled every 2 weeks $ 950.00 per sweep.
$ 250.00 Disposal fee for roll off can each Sweep.

Customer USA Services of Florida, Inc.
Signature Signature 4«-‘5 W
Print Name Print Name Grady Mitchell
Date Date May 14th 2019

PO Box 520580, Longwood, FL 32752 Fax 407-339-0241
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HANSON, WALTER & ASSOCIATES, INC.

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING, SURVEYING & PLANNING

May 6, 2019

Ms. Jill Burns

Remington Community Development District
c/o Governmental Management Services, LLC
135 W. Central Blvd., Suite 320

Orlando, Florida 32801

Re:  Remington CDD Roadway Improvements — Proposed Rehabilitation Phasing
Dear Jill;

Hanson, Walter & Associates, Inc. is pleased to provide you with this summary of findings for your review
in regards to the Remington CDD Roadway Improvement projects. Based on previous and recent site
inspections of the roadways and their overall condition relative to each other as well as consideration of the
pavement age and traffic volumes, we propose the following roadway rehabilitation phasing which has been
divided into Seven (7) phases and is subject to modification based future evaluations, Board discussion and

direction.

Phase I (2019-2021)

Parkland SQUATE. ... ..uuviiiiins e e o $185,499.34
B a3 11T 4T S OO $201,887.03
Phase I Total PriCe..ccccecccisocecacecasasmsnsassasseesssssoseassassansesnnssnnsnses oSS usussuanssss ST e TEn $387.386.37
Phase IT (2020-2022)

Eagles Landing............oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiici e s $177,467.46
1T o) o -t OO $184,242.43
OaKVIEW . . cvvevrvi ettt ettt rea e e e e et e ran s e Alea s s s e o n e b e a e pen s e aa et s aas] $207,468.92

569.178.82

SErathMOTE. ..uuuiane i e s $131,040.25
GIENEAIES. ... ..eiiiiiiiii ittt r e s s s e er e ee s aeee s $241,708.50
WALETS BdgE.....ooivuniiiiiiii e r e r et e e ee e rets nra e $222,519.00
HAWKS NESL. . 1ot e et et ettt es e et e s e e et e s e e $146,743.25

Phase IV (2027-2029)

WeESMOTEIANM. ... v v iviie e e e et erae e e ere s $218,681.10
5 F LT OO $163,891.50
Remington BIVA.........ocooiiiiniiiiiiii e $827,022.15
Phase IV Total Price..cccceceenennennssse SesuseseTsussssnasssaassasgss 3iThesssaiTaes iatriasd sosesesnnnn$1.209.594.75

8 Broadway, Suite 104 — Kissimmee, Florida 34741-5708 — Phone: 407-847-9433
Engineering Fax: 321-442-1045 — Surveying Fax: 407-847-2499 - Email: hwa@hansonwalter.com
Website: www.hansonwalter.com



Phase V_(2028-2030)

South Hampton Phase L.......ccuuuiiiiiiiiiin it ee e eere e e eere e e oo $88,492.29
Thornbury Phase L........coouiiiiiiiiiii ittt e e eeeere e e eneeas $114,638.05
Phase V Total Price.......cesseineeeneiaecesnans creenesssnessnssnssnsasssnsase ceessreesenneeaassnsnns :$203,130.34
Phase VI (2030-2031)

Thornbury Phase I.........uuiiiiieieiiii et e e e eee e tveeeeneene e veres meees $137,652.70
BIOOKSIOME. 11uu ittt it ettt cre st et e e e en e e e e et e et e e e e $162,711.10
South Hampton Phase IT..........o.oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin et ee e et e eee e eeran e $169,355.50

Phase VII (2032-2033)

SOUthBIIAZE. .1 vivecei i e e e e s s $117,095.44
Knightsbridge BIVA........oerieieiiiiiici e ettt ee e e e e e e v e eees e $206,670.27
OWENSHHTE. ... ev et ihiiis et ettt ee et e et e e e et es e s e s eesan s e esn aesesen s e s $253,106.24
Phase VII Total Price......oocuc.. 283e0ssses®annesnsasthonnns sesisesesssevsnsasarassnns $958ssansanannszzas:

Phases I - VII Grand Total Price.....oieeieesionencescosssasssssaseessassasanesssesssssssososenasanes $4,157.292.53

Please see the attached Preliminary Engineer’s Cost Estimate and color aerial phasing exhibit for a more
detailed breakdown of the above phased improvement plan. Should you have any questions, please do
not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Mark Vincutonis, P.E.

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING. SURVEYING & PLANNING
8 Broadway, Suite 104 — Kissimmee, Florida 34741-5708 — Phone; 407-847-9433

Engineering Fax: 321-442-1045 — Surveying Fax: 407-847-2499 — Email: hwa@hansonwalter.com
Website: www.hansonwalter.com

m HANSON. WALTER & ASSOCIATES. INC.




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for
Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD
Milling & Resurfacin
Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, Ine. HWA#4153-17  Date: 5-6-19
1S S - S T S|
PHASE I (2019 - 2021)
| Parkland Square improvements ]
Built in 2004
Mobilization - LS $3,000 $3,000
Erosion Control - LS $800 $800
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,700 1,700
Restoration - LS $1,300 1,300
Testing - LS $1,500 1,500
Engineering / inspections - LS $18,000 $18.000
1.25" Avg. Asphatt Milling (full width to base) 8,141 SY $3.75 $30,528.75
Raise Manhole Tops (HDPE riser ring) 14 EA $500.00 $7,000.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overtay w/ Leveling over RC-70 8,141 8Y $13.00 $105,837.29
672 N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Contingency 5% - - = $8,833.30
[subtota s16540034 |
| Somerset Improvements |
Built in 2004
Mobilization - LS $3,000 $3,000
Erosion Control - LS $800 $800
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS 1,200 $1,200
Restoration - LS 51,300 $1,300
Testing - LS $2,000 $2,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.25" Avg. Asphalt Milling (full width to base) 8,846 SY $3.75 $33,172.50
Raise Manhole Tops (HDPE riser ring) 22 EA $500.00 $11,000.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 8,846 sY $13.00 $115,000.86
730 N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $1,800.00 $1,800.00
Contingency 5% - - - $9.613.67




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for

Milling & Resurfacin

Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, Inc.

Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD

HWA # 4153-17

Date: 5-6-19

PHASE Il (2020-2022)
| Eagles Landing Improvements ]
Built in 2003
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $750 $750
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,650 $1,650
Restoration - LS $1,20 $1,200
Testing - LS $1,500 $1,500
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.25" Avg. Asphalt Milling (full width to base) 7.608 sY $3.75 $28,530.00
Raise Manhgle Tops (HDPE riser ring) 15 EA $500.00 $7,500.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 7,608 Sy $13.00 $98,902.44
628 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crc lks) - LS $325.00 $325.00
Contingency & inflation 7% - - - $11,610.02
: = T
[subtotat $177467.46 |
[ Windsor Park Improvements ]
Built in 2003
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $750 $750
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS 1,650 b1,650
Restoration - LS 1,200 1,200
Testing - LS $1,500 $1,500
Engineering / Inspactions - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.25" Avg. Asphalt Milling (full width to base) 7,689 SY $3.75 $28,833.75
Raise Manhole Tops (HDPE riser ring) 21 EA $500.00 $10,500.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 7,689 Sy $13.00 $99,955.44
634 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $2,300.00 _$2,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 7% - - - $12,053.24
|subtotal $18424243
| Oakview Improvements |
Built in 2003
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $800 $800
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS 51,200 $1,200
|Restoration - LS b1,300 $1,300
Testing - LS $2,000 $2,000
Engingering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.25" Avg. Asphaht Milling (full width to base) 8,973 SY $3.75 $33,648.75
Raise Manhole Tops (HDPE riser ring) 21 EA $500.00 $10,500.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 8,973 sY $13.00 $116,647.44
740 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Ci tks) - LS $2,300.00 $2,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 7% - - - $13,572.73
[subtotal $207,468.92 I
— =

$569,178.82 |




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for

Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD
Milling & Resurfacin

Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, Inc. HWA# 4153-17 _ Date: 5-6-19

PHASE Ill (2026-2028)
| Strathmore Imetrovements __[]
Built in 1895 - Repaved in March 2010
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $500 $500
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,500 $1,500
Restoration - LS 1,000 $1,000
Testing - LS 1,000 $1,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (Full width) 5,093 SY $4.50 $22,918.50
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 3 $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 5,003 SY $13.00 $66,209.00
420 N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $500.00 $500.00
Contingency & Inflation 10% - - - $11,912.75

| ____Gleneagles Improvements |
Built in 2000 - Repaved in March 2010
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $1,000 51,000
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,950 51,950
Restoration - LS $1,400 51,400
Testing - LS $2,000 $2,000
Engineering / Inspactions - LS $18,000 18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 10,662 SY $4.50 $47,979.00
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2° (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 10,662 sY $13.00 $138,606.00
* 880 ™N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $1,300.00 $1,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 10% - - - $21,973.50

| Waters Edge Improvements |
Bulilt in 2004 - Repaved in Feb. 2009
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erasion Control - LS $800 $800
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5.000 $5,000
Banding - LS $1,200 $1,200
Restoration - LS $1,300 $1,300
Testing = LS $2,000 $2,000
Engineering / inspections - LS $1B,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphait Milling (full width) 9,668 SY $4.50 $43,506.00
Lower Manhale Tops 1 1/2° (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 9,668 Sy $13.00 $125,684.00
798 N $157.58

Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $2,300.00 $2,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 10% - - - $20,229.00




| Hawks Nest Improvements B
Built in 2004 - Repaved in Feb. 2009

Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - [ $550 $550
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,250 $1,250
Restoration - LS $750 $750
Testing - LS $1,500 $1,500
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 5,829 SY $4.50 $26,230.50
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 5,829 sY $13.00 $75,777.00
481 N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $1,300.00 $1,300.00

Contingency & Inflation 10% - - $13,285.75




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for

Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD
Milling & Resurfacin
Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Asgociates, Inc. ngm—laate: 5-6-19
Lo E; — Guantmies __UnR____Price Toal ]
PHASE IV (2027-2029)

[ Westmoreland Improvements |
Built in 1995 - Repaved in March 2010

Mobilization LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $850 $850
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS 1,800 $1,800
Restoration - LS 1,350 $1,350
Testing - LS 1,500 $1,500
[Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 9,372 SY $4.50 $42,174.00
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 _EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphait Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 9,372 sy $13.00 $121,836.00
773 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Cr¢ lks) - LS $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Contingency & Inflation 11% - - - $21,671.10
[subtotal $218,681.10 |
[ Harwood Improvements |
Built in 1995 - Repaved in March 2010
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $700 $700
Maintenance of Trafic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1.600 $1,600
Restoration - LS $1,200 1,200
Testing - LS $1,500 1,500
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 6,620 SY $4.50 $29,790.00
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 6,620 sY $13.00 $86,060.00
546 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $1,300.00 $1,300.00
|Contingency & Inflation 11% - - - $16,241.50
@btow ~ $163,891.50 |
[ Remington Blvd Improvements |
Built in 2004 - Repaved in Feb. 2009
Mobilization - LS $2 500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $3,000 $3,000
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $10,000 $10,000
Bonding - LS $1,700 $1,700
Restoration - LS $5,000 $5,000
Testing - LS $6,000 $6,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphatt Milling (full width) 37,278 sY $4.50 $167,751.00
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 8.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 37,278 sY $13.00 $484,614.00
3,075 ™ $157.58
Speed Tables 9 EA $3,500.00 $31,500.00
Striping (Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks/speed humps) - LS $15,000.00 $15.000.00
Contingency & Inflation 11% - - - $81,957.15

Il_’_has'enlv Total $1,200,504.75 |
— —




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for
Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD
Milling & Resurfacin
Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, inc. HWA # 4153-17 __ Date: 5-6-19
PHASE V (2028-2030)
| South HamEton Phase | Improvements (Knightsbridge) |
Built in 1998 - Repaved In Nov. 2010
Mobilization - LS $3,000 $3,000
Erosion Control - LS $400 $400
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,000 $1,000
Restoration - LS $500 $500
Testing - LS $500 $500
Engineering / Inspactions - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 2,818 SY $4.50 $12,679.97
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 2,818 3% $13.00 $36,631.01
232 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Cre lks) - LS $1,300.00 $1,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 12% - - $9,481.32
$88.492.29 |
—
| Thornbury Phase | Improvements (Knightsbridge) J
Built in 1998 - Repaved in Nov. 2010
Mobilization LS $3,000 $3,000
Erosion Control - LS $600 $500
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,250 $1,250
Restoration - LS $750 $750
Testing - LS $1,000 $1,000
Engineering / Inspactions - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 4,089 SY $4.50 $18,399.96
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 4,089 Sy $13.00 $53,155.44
337 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $1,300.00 $1,300.00
Contingency & Inflation 12% - = = $12,282.65
motal $114,638.05 |
[Phase v Total $202,13034 |




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for

Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD

Milling & Resurfacin
Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, Inc. HWA#4153-17 Date: 5-6-19

PHASE VI (2030-2031)

| Thornbury Phase Il Inprovements (Knightsbridge) ]
Bullt in 2001 - Repaved in July 2013

Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $550 $550
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,500 51,500
Restoration - LS $1,000 b1,000
Testing - LS $1,000 51,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 5,227 SY $4.50 $23,519.97
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 5,227 sY $13.00 $67,946.58
431 N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Cr lks) - LS $800.00 $800.00
Centingency & Inflation 13% - - - $15,836.15
— —
$137.652.70 |
[ Brookstone Improvements (Knightsbridge) — |
Built in 1998 - Repaved in June 2015
Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $700 $700
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,600 $1,600
Restoration - LS $1,200 $1,200
Testing - LS $1,500 $1,500
Engineering / Inspactions - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 6,400 SY $4.50 $28,797.98
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 6,400 sY $13.00 $83,194.15
528 ™N $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Cr¢ lks) - LS $1,500.00 $1,500.00
Contingency & Inflation 13% - - - $18,718.98
total $162711.10 |
e RS
| South Hampton Phase Il Inprovements (Knightsbridge) & |
Built in 2003 - Repaved in July 2013
[Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
|Erosion Control - LS $700 $700
|Mai o of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
|Bonding - LS $1,600 1,600
Festoration - LS $1,200 1,200
Tesling - LS $1,500 $1.500
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 6,776 5Y $4.50 $30,489.98
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA 500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 6,776 sy $13.00 $88,082.15
5569 ™ $157.58
Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crc lks) - LS $800.00 $800.00
Contingency & Inflation 13% - - - $19,483.38

lsubtotal  sie03s550




Preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate
for
Roadway Renewel and Replacement Projects in Remington CDD

Milling & Resurfacin
Prepared by Hanson, Walter & Associates, Inc. HWA#4153-17  Date: 5-6-19

PHASE VII (2032-2033)

[ Southbridge improvements (Knightsbridge) |
Built in 1998 - Repaved in June 2015

Mobilization LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Contro! - LS $500 $500
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS $1,250 $1,250
Restoration - LS $750 $750
Testing - LS $1,000 $1,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 4,116 SY $4.50 $18,519.98
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 4,116 sY $13.00 $53,502.15
340 ™ $157.58

Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crosswalks) - LS $800.00 $800.00
Contingency & Inflation 15% - - - $15,273.32

$117.095.44
[ Knightsbridge - Knightsbridge Bivd. Improvements |
Built in 1998 - Repaved in June 2015
|Mobilization - LS $2,500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $750 $750
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
Bonding - LS 1,650 $1,650
Restoration - LS 1,200 $1,200
Testing - LS 1,500 $1,500
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 7.549 SY $4.50 $33,971.99
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphalt Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 7.549 sY $13.00 $98,141.29
623 N $157.58
|Speed Tables 4 EA $3,500.00 $14,000.00
Striping (Replace Stop Bars / Crasswalks,/speed humps) - LS $3,000.00 $3,000.00
Contingency & Inflation 15% - - - $26,956.99

[ Owenshire Improvements (Knightsbridge) ]
Built in 2002 - Repaved In July 2013
Mobilization - LS $_2,_500 $2,500
Erosion Control - LS $1,000 1,000
Maintenance of Traffic - LS $5,000 $5,000
[Bonding - LS $1,950 $1,950
Restoration - LS $1,400 $1,400
Testing - LS $2,000 $2,000
Engineering / Inspections - LS $18,000 $18,000
1.5" Average Asphalt Milling (full width) 10,797 sY $4.25 $45,885.81
Lower Manhole Tops 1 1/2" (Remove HDPE riser ring) 0 EA $500.00 $0.00
1.5" Type SP 9.5 Asphah Overlay w/ Leveling over RC-70 10,797 sY $13.00 $140,356.58
891 ™ $157.58

Striping (Replace Existing Stop Bars / Crc lks) - LS $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Contingency & Inflation 15% - - - $33,013.86

$253,106.24

$576,871.95
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SECTION C



SECTION 1



Remington
Community Development District

Summary of Invoices

April 24, 2019 to May 14, 2019

| Fund Date Check No.'s Amount |
General Fund 4/30/19 5914-5918 $ 32,238.34
5/7/19 5919-5925 $ 25,733.43
5/8/19 5926 $ 950.00
5/10/19 5927 $ 8,331.20
5/13/19 5928-5933 $ 4,665.46
$ 71,91843
Capital Projects 5/7/19 63 $ 17,545.00
5/13/19 64 $ 15,600.00
$ 33,145.00
Payroll April 2019
Barbara Kirk 50772 $ 184.70
Brian K. Brown 50773 $ 184.70
Carl R. Thilburg 50774 $ 184.70
Kenneth R. Soukup 50775 $ 164.70
$ 718.80
$ 105,782.23 |
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SECTION 2



Remington

Community Development District

Unaudited Financial Reporting
April 30, 2019

Presented by:

GMS

Management Services
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SSETS
ash
Operating Account
Pavement Management
Capital Projects Fund
Due from Other
Investments
Series 2008-2
Revenue
Operations
Custody Account
State Board
Due from General Fund

O

Total Assets

LIABILITIES

Accounts Payable

Dueto Debt Service

Deferred Revenue

FUND EQUITY:

Investment in General
Restricted for Debt Service 2008-2
Restricted for Capital Projects
Restricted for Capital Projects
Unassigned

Total Liabilities and
Fund Equity & Other Credits

REMINGTON COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
Balance Sheet - All Fund Types and Accounts Groups
April 30,2019

Governmental Fund Types

General Debt Service Capital Projects Totals
Fund Fund Fund 2019
$642,913 - - $642,913
— — $594,175 $594,175
— - $109,601 $109,601
$970 — - $970
— $732,699 — $732,699
$5,379 — $460,636 $466,015
$118,490 — — $118,490
— $34,098 — $34,098
$767,751 $766,797 $1,164,411 $2,698,959
$3,720 - $17,545 $21,265
$34,098 - - $34,098
$485 — - $485
— $766,797 — $766,797
= - $92,056 $92,056
- — $1,054,811 $1,054,811
$729,447 — — $729,447
$767,751 $766,797 $1,164,411 $2,698,959




REMINGTON

mmunity Dev n

General Fund

Revenues:

Maintenance Assessments

Miscellaneous Income
Interest Income

Total Revenues
Expenditures:

Administrative

Supervisors Fees
FICA

Engineer
Attorney

Annual Audit

Assessment Administration

Property Appraiser Fee
Management Fees
Information Technology
Trustee Fees

Dissemination Agreement

Arbitrage Rebate
Telephone

Postage

Insurance

Printing and Binding
Newsletter

Legal Advertising
Office Supplies

Dues, Licenses, Subscriptions
Administrative Contingency

Total Administrative
Maintenance
Environmental

Lake Maintenance
Utilities

Kissimmee Utility Authority

TOHO Water Authority

Orlando Utilities Commission

Centurylink
Bright House
Roadwavs
Street Sweeping
Sidewalks/Roadways
Drainage
Signage
Common Area
Landscaping
Feature Lighting
Irrigation

Trash Receptacles & Benches

Plant Replacement & Bed Enhancements
Miscellaneous Common Area Services
Soccer/Ball Field Maintenance

Recreatjon Center
Pool Maintenance
Pool Cleaning
Pool Permits

Recreational Center Cleaning
Recreational Center Repairs & Maintenance

Pest Control

Subtotal Maintenance

Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
For The Period Ending April 30,2019

General Fund Prorated Budget Actual
Budget Thry 04/30/19 Thru 04/30/19 Varlance
$1,137,222 $1,137,222 $1,120,444 ($16,778)
$5,000 $2,500 $3,090 $590
$1,900 $950 $1,818 $868
$1,144,122 $1,140,672 $1,125,352 ($15,319)|
$12,000 $6,000 $5,000 $1,000
$9018 $459 $367 $92
$10,000 $5,000 $6,586 ($1,586)
$30,000 $15,000 $13,312 $1,688
$3,715 $0 $0 50
$5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $0
$1,000 $1,000 $586 $414
$68,580 $34,290 $40,005 {$5,715)
$1,600 $800 $3,433 ($2,633)
$4,500 $4,500 $0 $4,500
$1,000 $500 $583 ($83)
$450 $450 $450 $0
$200 $100 50 $100
$1,000 $500 $316 $184
$40,725 $40,725 $33,776 $6,949
$1,500 $750 $365 $386
$3,300 $1,650 $1,620 $30
$1,500 $750 $796 {$46)
$500 $250 $223 $27
$175 $175 $175 $0
$500 $250 $644 ($394)
$188,163 $118,149 $113,239 $4,910 |
$18,200 $9,100 $8,855 $245
$8,500 $4,250 $3,630 $620
$70,000 $35,000 $34,328 $672
$20,500 $10,250 $9,252 $998
$7,000 $3,500 $3,741 ($241)
$1,600 $800 $895 ($95)
$17,250 $8,625 $5,965 $2,660
$0 $0 $3,595 ($3,595)
$5,000 $2,500 $3,450 ($950)
$5,000 $2,500 $5,925 ($3,425)
$280,000 $140,000 $167,600 ($27,600)
$3,000 $1,500 $3,793 ($2,293)
$20,000 $10,000 $2,874 $7,126
$5,000 $2,500 $500 $2,000
$10,000 $5,000 $8,546 (53,546)
$10,000 $5,000 $9,600 ($4,600)
$1,000 $500 $175 $325
$20,000 $10,000 $10,137 ($137)
$8,000 $4,000 $4,200 ($200)
$550 $550 $0 $550
$15,000 $7,500 $9,208 {$1,708)
$10,000 $5,000 $5,862 ($862)
$700 $350 $652 {$302)
[ $536,300 $268,425 $302,781 {$34,356))




Security
Recreation Center Access
Security Guard
Gate Repairs
Guard House Cleaning
Guard House Repairs and Maintenance
Gate Maintenance Agreement
Other
Contingency
Field Management Services

Subtotal Maintenance

Total Maintenance

Other Sources & Uses

Transfer Out - Pavement Management

Total Other

Total Expenditures

Excess Revenues/({Expenditures)

Fund Balance - Beginning

Fund Balance - Ending

REMINGTON

Distri

General Fund
Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
For The Period Ending April 30, 2019

General Fund Prorated Budget Actual
Budget Thru 04/30/19 Thru 04/30/19 Variance

$4,000 $2,000 $2,341 ($341)

$275,500 $137,750 $146,792 {$9,042)

$11,000 $5,500 $3,168 $2,332

$3,300 $1,650 $1,300 $350

$4,500 $2,250 51,884 $366

$1,100 $1,100 $1,100 $0

$500 $250 $0 $250

$26,671 $13,336 $15,558 $2,223
[ $326,571 $163,836 $172,143 1$3,862)|
| $862,871 $432,261 3474924 ($38,218)]
($93,088) ($93,088) ($93,088) $0
[ {$93,088) ($93,088) ($93,088) $0 |
[ $1,144,122 $681,251 ]
L ($0) $444,101 |
[ s $285,346 |
l ($0) $729,447 ]




Revenues:

Special Assessments

Interest Income

Total Revenues

Expenditures:

Interest Expense - 11/01

Principal - 05/01

Interest Expense - 05/01

Transfer Out5/2 - Pavement Fund
Transfer Out 5/2 - Capital Reserve
Total Expenditures

Excess Revenues/{Expenditures)

Fund Balance - Beginning

Fund Balance - Ending

REMINGTON

unity Development Di

Series 2008-2
Debt Service Fund

rict

Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
For The Pericd Ending April 30, 2019

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Budget Thru 04/30/19 Thru 04/30/19 Variance
$571,509 $571,509 $562,574 {$8,935)
$400 $200 $793 $503
$571,909 $571,709 $563,367 ($8,342)
$11,100 $11,100 $11,100 $0
$555,000 $0 $0 $0
$11,100 $0 50 $0
$56,912 $0 S0 S0
$148576 $0 $0 S0
$782,688 $11,100 $11,100 $0 |
($210,779) $552,267 |
$210,779 $214,530 |
$0 $766,797 |




Revenues:

Transfer In

Interest Income

Total Revenues

Contingency

Total Expenditures

Excess Revenues/(Expenditures)
Fund Balance - Beginning

Fund Balance - Ending

REMINGTON
Community Development District

Pavement Management
Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
For The Period Ending April 30,2019

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Budget Thru 04/30/19 Thru 04/30/19 Variance
$150,000 $93,088 $93,088 $0
$500 $250 $925 $675
$150,500 $93,338 $94,013 $675 |
50 $0 S0 $0
$o0 $0 $0 %0 |
$150,500 $94,013 |
$960,493 $960,797 |
$1,110,993 $1,054,811 |




Revenues:

Transferin
Interest Income

Total Revenues

Expenditures:

Capital Outlay - Fitness Equipments

Capital Outlay - Pressure Washing

Capital Outlay - Landscape Improvements

Capital Outlay - Sidewalk/Roadway Improvements
Capital Outlay - Camera System

Capital Outlay - Rec Center - Roofing Project

Capital Outlay

Total Expenditures

Excess Revenues/(Expenditures)
Fund Balance - Beginning

Fund Balance - Ending

REMINGTON
Community Development District

Capital Projects Fund
Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
For The Period Ending April 30,2019

Adopted Prorated Budget Actual
Budget Thru 04/30/19 Thru 04/30/19 Variance

$148,576 $0 $0 $0
$100 $50 $34 ($16)
$148,676 $50 $34 ($16)|

$10,000 $5,000 $0 $5,000

$20,000 $10,000 $0 $10,000

$0 $0 $8,618 {$8,618)

$95,000 $47,500 $90,795 {$43,295)

$30,000 $15,000 $0 $15,000

$38,500 $19,250 $0 $19,250

$0 50 $16,242 ($16,242)
$193,500 $96,750 $115,655 {$18,905) |
($44,824) ($115,621) |
$297,086 $207,676 |
$252,262 $92,056 ]
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REMINGTON
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
LONG TERM DEBT REPORT

SERIES 2008-2, SPECIAL ASSESSMENT REFUNDING BONDS
INTEREST RATE: 4.00%
MATURITY DATE: 5/1/2019
RESERVE FUND DEFINITION MAXIMUM ANNUAL DEBT SERVICE
RESERVE FUND REQUIREMENT COVERED BY LETTER OF CREDIT
BONDS OUTSTANDING - 9/30/13 $3,035,000
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 5/1/14 ($455,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 5/1/15 {$475,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 5/1/16 ($495,000)
LESS: SPECIAL CALL5/1/16 ($5,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 5/1/17 ($515,000)
LESS: PRINCIPAL PAYMENT 5/1/18 {5535,000)
CURRENT BONDS OUTSTANDING $555,000




REMINGTON
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT RECEIPTS - FY2019

TAX COLLECTOR
Gross Assessments $ 1,817,268 $ 1,209,819 § 607,449
Net Assessments $ 1,708,232 $ 1,137,230 § 571,002
2008-2
Date Gross Assessments  Discounts/  Commissions Interest Net Amount | General Fund Debt Sve Fund Total
Received Check No. Received Penalties Paid Income Received 66.57% 33.43% 100%
11/9/18 ACH S 18,667.07 $ 95297 §$ 35428 S - $ 17,359.82| $ 11,557.04 $ 580278 $ 17,359.82
11/26/18 ACH S 286,876.40 $ 11,475.08 $ 5,508.03 §$ - $ 260,893.29 | $ 179,677.43 $ 90,215.86 $ 269,893.29
12/10/18 ACH $  1,234,78852 $ 4939196 $ 23,70792 $ - $1,161,688.64 | $ 773,376.86 $ 388,311.78 S 1,161,688.64
12/12/18 ACH S 3,282.04 S 3768 $ 6490 $ - $ 3,179.46 | $ 2,116.68 $ 1,062.78 $ 3,179.46
12/21/18 ACH $ 46,937.60 $ 1,669.73 $ 90536 $ - $ 4436251 |5 29,533.68 $ 14,828.83 $  44,362.51
1/11/19 ACH S 30,669.38 $ 93230 $ 5§94.73 $ - $ 2914235|3% 19,401.08 $ 9,741.27 $  29,142.35
1/11/19 ACH S 8,137.87 $ 20881 $ 15859 $ - $ 7,77047 | $ 5,173.07 $ 259740 $ 2,770.47
1/11/19 ACH $ - $ - s - $ 356.82 $ 356.82 | $ 23755 $ 11927 $ 356.82
2/13/19 ACH $ 969.78 $ 2909 $ 1882 $ . $ 92187 $ 613.72 § 308.15 $ 921.87
2/13/19 ACH $ 23,39531 $ 521.88 $ 457.46 $ $ 2241597|$ 1492310 $ 7,492.87 $  22,415.97
3/11/19 ACH $ 24,663.84 $ 25885 $ 488.10 $ $ 23916895 1592231 § 7,99458 $ 23,916.89
4/9/19 ACH $ 95,443.82 $ - $ 1,908.89 $ $ 9353493 |$ 62,269.48 $ 31,26545 $ 9353493
4/9/19 ACH $ 8,591.10 $ - S 17181 $ - $ 8,419.29 | $ 5,605.02 $ 2,814.27 § 8,419.29
4/12/19 ACH $ - $ - 3 $ 5587 $ 5587 | $ 3719 $ 18.68 $ 55.87
$ -8 -8 -8 -8 $ - % -8 -
$ -8 -5 $ $ $ $ $ -
$ -8 -8 -8 $ $ $ $ -
$ -8 - S $ $ $ $ $ -
Totals S 1,782,422.73 $ 6547835 $ 34,33889 S 412,69 $1,683,018.18 | $1,120,444.21 $ 562,573.97 $ 1,683,018.18
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SECTION 3



REBATE REPORT
$5,495,000
Remington Community
Development District
(Osceola County, Florida)

Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2

Dated: February 1, 2008
Delivered: February 14, 2008

Rebate Report to the Final Computation Date
May 1, 2019
Reflecting Activity To
May 1, 2019

AMTEC
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90 Avon Meadow Lane

M Avon, CT 06001

I I i : ‘ (T) 860-32]1-7521

e ————— (F) 860-321-7581

e———, American Municipal Tax- Exempt Compliance www.amteccorp.com

May 7, 2019

Remington Community Development District
c/o Ms. Teresa Viscarra

Governmental Management Services-CF, LLC
14128 Narcoossee Road

St. Cloud, FL 34771

Re:  $5,495,000 Series 2008-2, Remington Community Development District, (Osceola County,
Florida), Special Assessment Refunding Bonds

Dear Ms. Viscarra:

AMTEC has prepared certain computations relating to the above referenced bond issue (the “Bonds™) at
the request of Remington Community Development District (the “District”).

The scope of our engagement consisted of preparing the computations shown in the attached schedules
to determine the Rebatable Arbitrage as described in Section 103 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954,
Section 148(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (the "Code"), as amended, and all applicable
Regulations issued thereunder. The methodology used is consistent with current tax law and regulations
and may be relied upon in determining the rebate liability. Certain computational methods used in the
preparation of the schedules are described in the Summary of Computational Information and
Definitions.

Our engagement was limited to the computation of Rebatable Arbitrage based upon the information
furnished to us by the District. In accordance with the terms of our engagement, we did not audit the
information provided to us, and we express no opinion as to the completeness, accuracy or suitability of
such information for purposes of calculating the Rebatable Arbitrage.

This is our final Report since the bonds have been retired. Thank you and should you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.
Very truly yours,

7L Vﬂz% b

Michael J. Scarfo Trong M. Tran
Senior Vice President Analyst




SUMMARY OF REBATE COMPUTATIONS

Our computations, contained in the attached schedules, are summarized as follows:

For the May 1, 2019 Final Computation Date

Reflecting Activity from February 14, 2008 through May 1, 2019

Fund Taxable Net Rebatable
Description Investment Yield Income Arbitrage
Cost of Issuance Fund 4.812340% | $ 36.62 $ 6.22
Capital Reserve Fund 1.994283% 26.491.32 (47.314.38)
Totals | $26,527.94 $(47,308.16)
Summary
Bond Yield 4.299332%
Taxable Investment Yield 1.995919%
Rebatable Arbitrage $(47,308.16)
Rebate Computation Credits _(12.887.77)
Net Rebatable Arbitrage $(60,185.93)

Based upon our computations, no rebate liability exists.




SUMMARY OF COMPUTATIONAL INFORMATION
AND DEFINITIONS

COMPUTATIONAL INFORMATION

1.

For the purpose of computing Rebatable Arbitrage, investment activity is reflected from February
14, 2008, the date of the closing, through May 1, 2019, the Final Computation Date. All nonpurpose
payments and receipts are future valued to the Final Computation Date of May 1, 2019.

Computations of yield are based on a 360-day year and semiannual compounding on the last day of
each compounding interval. Compounding intervals end on a day in the calendar year
corresponding to Bond maturity dates or six months prior.

For purposes of computing Rebatable Arbitrage, interest earnings and yield, the value of the
investments, subject to rebate and outstanding at the end of the Computation Period, was as follows:

Capital Reserve Fund Value Accrued Interest Totals
— Balance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Totals $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

For investment cash flow, debt service and yield computation purposes, all payments and receipts
are assumed to be paid or received respectively, as shown on the attached schedules.

Purchase prices on investments are assumed to be at fair market value, representing an arm's length
transaction.

As of May 9, 2013, all gross proceeds of the bonds were expended. The Interest Fund and Principal
Fund (together, the “Funds”) are the only remaining funds subject to the Arbitrage Regulations.
During the period between February 14, 2008 and May 1, 2019, the District made periodic
payments into the Funds, which were used, along with the interest eamned, to provide the required
debt service payments.

Under Section 148(f) (4) (A), the rebate requirement does not apply to amounts in certain bona fide
debt service funds. The Regulations define a bona fide debt service find as one that is used
primarily to achieve a proper matching of revenues with principal and interest payments within each
bond year. The fund must be depleted at least once each bond year, except for a reasonable
carryover amount not to exceed the greater of the earnings on the fund for the immediately
preceding bond year or 1/12" of the principal and interest payments on the issue for the immediately
preceding bond year.

We have reviewed the Funds and have determined that the funds deposited have functioned as a
bona fide debt service fund and are not subject to the rebate requirement.



DEFINITIONS

7. Final Computation Date
May 1, 2019.

8. Computation Period

The period beginning on February 14, 2008, the date of the closing, and ending on May 1, 2019, the
Final Computation Date.

9. Bond Year

Each one-year period (or shorter period from the date of issue) that ends at the close of business on the
day in the calendar year that is selected by the Issuer. If no day is selected by the Issuer before the earlier
of the final maturity date of the issue or the date that is five years after the date of issue, each bond year
ends at the close of business on the anniversary date of issuance.

10. Bond Yield

The discount rate that, when used in computing the present value of all the unconditionally payable
payments of principal, interest and qualified guarantee fees with respect to the Bonds, produces an
amount equal to the present value of the issue price of the Bonds. Present value is computed as of the
date of issue of the Bonds.

11. Taxable Investment Yield

The discount rate that, when used in computing the present value of all receipts of principal and interest
to be received on an investment during the Computation Period, produces an amount equal to the fair
market value of the investment at the time it became a nonpurpose investment.

12. Issue Price

The price determined on the basis of the initial offering price to the public at which price a substantial
amount of the Bonds were sold.

13. Rebatable Arbitrage

The Code defines the required rebate as the excess of the amount earned on all nonpurpose investments
over the amount that would have been earned if such nonpurpose investments were invested at the Bond
Yield, plus any income attributable to the excess. Accordingly, the Regulations require that this amount
be computed as the excess of the future value of all the nonpurpose receipts over the future value of all
the nonpurpose payments. The future value is computed as of the Final Computation Date using the
Bond Yield.



14. Funds and Accounts

The Funds and Accounts activity used in the compilation of this Report was received from the District
and US Bank, Trustee, as follows:;

Account Name Account Number
Interest Fund 120933000
Cost of Issuance Fund 120933002
Capital Reserve Fund 120933003
Principal Fund 120933005
Debt Service Reserve Fund 120933007
METHODOLOGY

Bond Yield

The methodology used to calculate the bond yield was to determine the discount rate that produces the
present value of all payments of principal, interest and qualified guarantee fees through the maturity date
of the Bonds.

Investment Yield and Rebate Amount

The methodology used to calculate the Rebatable Arbitrage as of May 1, 2019, was to calculate the
future value of the disbursements from all funds, subject to rebate, and the value of the remaining bond
proceeds, at the yield on the Bonds, to May 1, 2019. This figure was then compared to the future value
of the deposit of bond proceeds into the various investment accounts at the same yield. The difference
between the future values of the two cash flows, on May 1, 2019, is the Rebatable Arbitrage.



$5,495,000
Remington Community Development District
(Osceola County, Florida)
Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2
Delivered: February 14, 2008

Sources of Funds |
Par Amount $5,495,000.00
Original Issue Discount -81,276.50
1997 Interest Account Contribution 606.97
1997 Revenue Account Contribution 58,099.12
1997 Reserve Fund Contribution 466,000.00
Underwriter’s Discount -109,900.00
Bond Insurance Premium -39.571.32
Surety Bond Premium -7,143.87
Accrued Interest 7.674.06
Total $5,789,488.46

Uses of Funds |
Current Refunding — Series 1997 $4,568,251.00
— Cash Deposit 607.19
Capital Reserve Fund 1,087.380.94
Cost of Issuance 125,575.27
Accrued Interest 7.674.06
Total $5,789,488.46




PROOF OF ARBITRAGE YIELD

$5,495,000
Remington Community Development District

{Oscecla County,

Florida)

Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2

Sinking Fund

Present vValue
to 02/14/2008

Date Debt Service Adjustments Total 8 4.2993316%
05/01/2008 473,128.13 -6,887.57 466,230.56 462,007.87
11/01/2008 98,381.25 98,381.25 95,438.59
05/01/2009 478,381.25 -5,302.22 473,079.03 449,271.05
11/01/2009 91,256.25 91,256.25 84,839.95
05/01/2010 486,256.25 -4,496.02 481,760.23 438,461.82
11/01/2010 83,850.00 83,850.00 74,707.97
05/01/2011 488,850.00 -3,525.93 485,324.07 423,310.23
11/01/2011 76,256.25 76,256.25 65,112.66
05/01/2012 496,256.25 ~2,486.34 493,769.91 412,741.04
11/01/2012 68,381,25 68,381.25 55,956.83
05/01/2013 508,381.25 -1,328.55 507,052.70 406,192.82
11/01/2013 60,131.25 60,131.25 47,156.59
05/01/2014 515,131.25 515,131.25 395,478.73
11/01/2014 51,600.00 51,600.00 38,780.91
05/01/2015 526,600.00 526,600.00 387,446.90
11/01/2015 42,100.00 42,100.00 30,323.30
05/01/2016 537,100.00 537,100.00 378,715.07
11/01/2016 32,200.00 32,200.00 22,226.77
05/01/2017 547,200.00 547,200.00 369,768.26
11/01/2017 21,900.00 21,900.00 14,487.41
05/01/2018 556, 900.00 556,900.00 360,650.76
11/01/2018 11,200.00 11,200.00 7,100.53
05/01/2019 5$71,200.00 571,200.00 354,506.28

6,822,640.63 -24,036.63 6,798,604.00 5,374,682.37

Proceeds Summar
Delivery date 02/14/2008
Par value 5,495,000.00
Accrued interest 7,674.086
Premium (Discount) -81,276.50
Arbitrage expenses -46,715.19
Target for yield calculation 5,374,682.37
Yields for Sinkini Fund Adjustments

Term Bond Arbitrage

Maturing Yield Expenses

05/01/2014 4.0611700% 22,455.97



{Osceola County,

BOND DEBT SERVICE

$5,485,000
Remington Community Development District

Florida)

Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2

13
50
50
00
50

50

00

00

0o

Dated Date 02/01/2008
Delivery Date 02/14/2008
Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

05/01/2008 420,000 3.750% 53,128.13 473,128.13 473,128.
11/01/2008 98,381.25 98,381.25
05/01/2009 380,000 3.750% 98,381.25 478,381.25 576,762,
11/01/2009 91,256.25 91,256.25
05/01/2010 385,000 3.750% 91,256.25 486,256.25 577,512.
11/01/2010 83,850.00 83,850.00
05/01/2011 405,000 3.750% 83,850.00 488,850.00 572,700.
11/01/2011 76,256.25 76,256.25
05/01/2012 420,000 3.750% 76,256.25 496,256.25 572,512.
11/01/2012 68, 381.25 68,381.25
05/01/2013 440,000 3.750% 68,381.25 508,381.25 576,762.
11/01/2013 60,131.25 60,131.25
05/01/2014 455,000 3.750% 60,131.25 515,131.25 575,262.
11/01/2014 51, 600.00 51,600.00
05/01/2015 475,000 4.000% 51, 600.00 526,600.00 578,200.
11/01/2015 42,100.00 42,100.00
05/01/2016 495,000 4.000% 42,100.00 537,100.00 579,200.
11/01/2016 32,200.00 32,200.00
05/01/2017 515,000 4.000% 32,200.00 547,200.00 579,400.
11/01/2017 21,900.00 21,900.00
05/01/2018 535,000 4.000% 21,900.00 556, 900.00 578,800.
11/01/2018 11,200.00 11,200.00
05/01/2019 560,000 4.000% 11,200.00 571,200.00 582, 400.

5,495,000 1,327,640.63 6,822,640.63

10
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DATE

02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/14/08
02/15/08
02/19/08
02/19/08
03/04/08
03/11/08
03/12/08
03/12/08
03/20/08
04/15/08
05/14/08

ISSUE DATE:
COMP DATE:

$5,495,000
Remington Community Develcpment District
(Osceocla County, Florida)
Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2
Cost of Issuance Fund

ARBITRAGE REBATE CALCULATION
DETAIL REPORT

FUTURE VALUE @

RECEIPTS BOND YIELD OF

DESCRIPTION (PAYMENTS) (4.299332%)

Beg Bal -125,575.27 -202,333.78

10,825.45 17,442.56

37,672.58 60,700.13

3,897.16 6,279.32

12,990.54 20,931.07

7,621.12 12,279.57

4,546.69 7,325.88

21,650.91 34,885.14

7,216.03 11,625.49

5,786.00 9,317.21

4,330.18 6,972.90

4,984,88 8,012.95

3,031.13 4,868.37

-5,786.00 -9,291.93

5,786.60 9,292.89

1,052.54 1,688.71

6.07 9.71

0.01 0.02

TOTALS: 36.62 6.22
02/14/08 REBATABLE ARBITRAGE: 6.22
05/01/19 NET INCOME: 36.62
4.299332% TAX INV YIELD: 4,812340%

BOND YIELD:
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DATE

02/14/08
06/11/08
07/10/08
07/11/08
09/09/08
09/09/08
10/08/08
10/08/08
10/08/08
11/04/08
11/04/08
11/04/08
11/04/08
11/25/08
11/25/08
11/25/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
12/23/08
02/03/09
02/03/09
02/03/09
02/03/09
02/03/09
03/04/09
03/04/09
03/04/09
03/04/09
03/04/09
04/13/09
04/13/09
04/13/09
04/13/09
05/07/09
05/07/09
05/07/09
06/04/09
07/17/09
07/17/09
07/17/09
08/06/09

$5,495,000
Remington Community Development District
(Osceola County, Florida)
Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2
Capital Reserve Fund

ARBITRAGE REBATE CALCULATION
DETATL REPORT

FUTURE VALUE @

RECEIPTS BOND YIELD OF
DESCRIPTICON (PAYMENTS) (4.299332%)
Beg Bal -1,087,380.94 -1,752,047.92
26.00 41.32
66,337.50 105, 058.49
4,458.75 7,060.47
1,964.89 3,090.17
4,132.50 6,499.16
7,665.87 12,014.83
282.75 443.16
476.76 747.23
1,729.99 2,703.12
1,777.19 2,776.87
4,229.07 6,607.95
3,045.00 4,757.83
1,087.50 1,695.02
3,650.71 5,690.12
1,408.09 2,194.70
4,606.56 7,156.23
5,426.19 8,429.51
6,794.05 10,554.47
783.00 1,216.38
70,372.86 109,323.29
76,566.22 118,944.59
7,960.50 12,366.53
971.49 1,509.20
816.11 1,267.82
6,532.39 10,100.13
1,843.31 2,850.05
174.00 269.03
85,398.13 132,039.30
5,253.96 8,123.47
4,489.20 6,915.65
2,770.95 4,268.67
292,629.77 450,798.58
92, 680.57 142,775.19
741.67 1,142.55
8,980.36 13,770.71
2,292.45 3,515.30
2,443.66 3,747.17
52,923.29 81,153.93
4,171.86 6,379.12
435.00 665.15
2,792.21 4,269.52
41,188.95 62,780.72
54.37 82.45
1,256.71 1,905.79
34,174.30 51,824.91

447.83 677.61
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DATE

08/06/09
11/27/09
11/27/09
12/18/09
12/18/09
02/10/10
02/10/10
02/10/10
02/10/10
04/06/10
04/06/10
04/06/10
04/20/10
04/20/10
04/20/10
04/20/10
05/24/10
05/24/10
05/24/10
05/24/10
05/24/10
05/27/10
05/27/10
07/01/10
08/06/10
09/08/10
10/12/10
10/12/10
10/29/10
12/09/10
01/06/11
05/09/13

ISSUE DATE:
COMP DATE:

$5,495,000
Remington Community Development District
(Osceola County, Florida)
Special Assessment Refunding Bonds
Series 2008-2
Capital Reserve Fund

ARBITRAGE REBATE CALCULATION
DETAIL REPORT

FUTURE VALUE @

RECEIPTS BOND YIELD OF

DESCRIPTION (PAYMENTS) (4.299332%)

282.75 427.83

4,857.86 7,254.59

588.12 878.28

1,897.47 2,826.60

3,045.00 4,536.05

688.39 1,019.19

3,148.31 4,661.22

626.40 927.41

135.72 200.94

285.36 419.70

13,446.98 19,777.56

2,093.44 3,078.99

2,108.26 3,095.66

327.67 481.13

135.72 199.28

24,847.20 36,484.39

19,192.62 28,068.49

5,700.24 8,336.39

1,561.65 2,283.86

626.40 916.09

4,532.70 6,628.91

172,107.13 251,611.07

-105,587.68 -154,363.32

217.50 316.70

229.46 332.73

163.12 235.64

509.82 733.53

2,806.84 4,038.51

2,071.69 2,974.78

2,528.44 3,613.52

28,452.85 40,533.90

0.34 0.44

TOTALS: 26,491.32 -47,314.38
02/14/08 REBATABLE ARBITRAGE: -47,314.38
05/01/19 NET INCOME: 26,491.32
4.299332% TAX INV YIELD: 1.994283%

BOND YIELD:
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DATE

02/13/09
02/13/10
02/13/11
02/13/12
02/13/13
02/13/14

$5,495,000

Remington Community Development District

(Oscecla County, Florida)

Special Assessment Refunding Bonds

Series 2008-2

Rebate Computation Credits

ARBITRAGE REBATE CALCULATION

DETAIL REPORT

RECEIPTS

DESCRIPTION (PAYMENTS)

-1,490.00
-1,500.00
-1,520.00
-1,550.00
-1,590.00
-1,620.00

FUTURE VALUE @
BOND YIELD OF
(4.299332%)

-2,301.
-2,220.
~-2,155.
-2,106.
-2,071,
-2,022.

06
03
94

ISSUE DATE: 02/14/08 REBATABLE ARBITRAGE:

COMP DATE:

05/01/19

BOND YIELD: 4.299332%

14
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MARY JANE ARRINGTON
OSCEOLA COUNTY SUPERVISOR OF ELECTIONS

April 23,2019

Ms. Lauren Vanderveer

Recording Secretary

Remington Community Development District

135 W. Central Blvd.

Suite 320

Orfando, FL 32801

RE:  Remington Community Development District — Registered Voters

Dear Ms. Vanderveer:

Thank you for your letter of April 16, 2019 requesting confirmation of the number of
registered voters within the Remington Community Development District as of April 15,
2019,

The number of registered voters within the Remington CDD is 3,164 as of April 15, 2019.
If 1 can be of further assistance please contact me at 407.742.6000.

Respectfully yours,

Mary Jane Arrington

Supervisor of Elections

RECEIVED
APR 2 4 2019

BY:_.

2509 East Irlo Bronson Memorial Highway * Kissimmee, FL 34744
407.742.6000 ¢ Fax: 407.742.6001 « www.voteosceola.com
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