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COUNCIL === MEETING

Municipal Building CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
175-5t Street North
Second Floor Council Chamber

November 1, 2012
8:30 AM

Welcome to the City of St. Petersburg City Council meeting. To assist the City Council in
conducting the City’s business, we ask that you observe the following:

1. If you are speaking under the Public Hearings, Appeals or Open Forum sections of the
agenda, please observe the time limits indicated on the agenda.

2.  Placards and posters are not permitted in the Chamber. Applause is not permitted
except in connection with Awards and Presentations.

3. Please do not address Council from your seat. If asked by Council to speak to an issue,
please do so from the podium.

4.  Please do not pass notes to Council during the meeting.

5. Please be courteous to other members of the audience by keeping side conversations to
a minimum.

6.  The Fire Code prohibits anyone from standing in the aisles or in the back of the room.

7. If other seating is available, please do not occupy the seats reserved for individuals who
are deaf/hard of hearing.

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION

For your convenience, a copy of the agenda material is available for your review at the Main
Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 1% Floor, City Hall, 175
Fifth Street North, on the Monday preceding the regularly scheduled Council meeting. The
agenda and backup material is also posted on the City’s website at Www.stpete.org and
generally electronically updated the Friday preceding the meeting and again the day
preceding the meeting. The updated agenda and backup material can be viewed at all St.
Petersburg libraries. An updated copy is also available on the podium outside Council
Chamber at the start of the Council meeting.

If you are deaf/hard of hearing and require the services of an interpreter, please contact the
City Clerk, 893-7448, or call our TDD Number, 892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the
meeting and we will provide that service for you.


http://www.stpete.org/

November 1, 2012
8:30 AM

Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.

Invocation and Pledge to the Flag of the United States of America.

Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.

Open Forum

If you wish to address City Council on subjects other than public hearing or quasi-judicial
items listed on this agenda, please sign up with the Clerk prior to the meeting. Only the

individual wishing to speak may sign the Open Forum sheet and only City residents, owners
of property in the City, owners of businesses in the City or their employees may speak. All
issues discussed under Open Forum must be limited to issues related to the City of St.
Petersburg government.

Speakers will be called to address Council according to the order in which they sign the
Open Forum sheet. In order to provide an opportunity for all citizens to address Council,
each individual will be given three (3) minutes. The nature of the speakers' comments will
determine the manner in which the response will be provided. The response will be provided
by City staff and may be in the form of a letter or a follow-up phone call depending on the
request.

Consent Agenda (see attached)

Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 9:00 A.M.

Public Hearings

NOTE: The following Public Hearing items have been submitted for consideration by the City
Council. If you wish to speak on any of the Public Hearing items, please obtain one of the
YELLOW cards from the containers on the wall outside of Council Chamber, fill it out as
directed, and present it to the Clerk. You will be given 3 minutes ONLY to state your position
on any item but may address more than one item.

1.

Ordinance 1040-V approving a vacation of a 20 foot wide ingress/eqress easement
running between 2nd and 3rd Street South as shown on the University Center Subdivision,
recorded in Plat Book 126, Pages 11, 12 and 13. (City File 12-33000006)

Ordinance 1041-V approving a vacation of the street corner rights-of-way on each corner
of the block bound by 3rd Avenue South, 4th Street South, 4th Avenue South and 5th
Street South. (City File 12-33000008)

Ordinance 53-H amending various chapters of the City Code to implement fee changes
and revenue enhancements approved pursuant to the 2013 budget.

Ordinance 54-H of the City of St. Petersburg amending Section 5-56 and adding
Subsection (c) to Section 5-59 of the St. Petersburg City Code; increasing the percentage
from public works projects that shall be set aside for the acquisition of works of art;
capping the total amount that can be set aside for the acquisition of works of art; and




E.

providing for the deposit of proceeds received from insurance claims on public art
collection into the art in public places fund.

Albert Whitted Municipal Airport - Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project:

(a) Ordinance 55-H in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)b., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint Participation Agreement ("JPA") and
the Aviation Program Assurances which are attached to the JPA, to be executed by the
City, as a requirement for receipt of a Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT")
grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000 for the Taxiway A-1 and South Apron
Project which, inter alia require that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or
otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of its title or other interests in the real
property shown as airport owned or controlled on the current airport layout plan
without the prior written approval of the FDOT, throughout the useful life of a facility
developed for any airport development, nor cause or permit any activity or action on
the airport which would interfere with its use for airport purposes for a period, not to
exceed 20 years from the effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to apply for and accept the Grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate
this Ordinance; approving a supplemental appropriation from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting
from these additional revenues in the amount not to exceed $82,000 to the Airport -
Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (Project #12477); providing an effective date;
and providing for expiration. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of
City Council.)

(b) Awarding a contract to Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc. in the amount of $896,655.50
for the construction of Albert Whitted Municipal Airport, Taxiway “A1” and South
Apron Improvements, and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of
$867,830 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital
Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from these additional revenues to the Airport —
Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (#12477). (Engineering Project No. 09050-
113; Oracle Project No. 12477).

(c) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order
No. 08-03-LPA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and LPA Group,
Inc. in the amount not to exceed $14,083 for construction phase professional
engineering services for the Albert Whitted Airport — Taxiway “A1” Extension for a
total amount of $113,984. (Engineering Project No. 09050-113; Oracle No. 12477)

Second Reading and Second Public Hearings

6.

Ordinance 52-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code regarding abandoned signs;
amending regulations regarding nonconforming signs; creating a Section requlating signs
of historic significance; amending certain regulations for digital or electronic message
centers, flags and Large Facility Signs; amending an exemption providing for free speech
signs both held and worn by a person; creating a definition for human signs, creating an
exemption for human signs, and establishing regulations for such signs; deleting the
prohibition against three-dimensional objects used as signs; and creating new requlations
for three-dimensional extensions for off-premises signs and on-premises signs. (City File

LDR 2011-02)

Reports



Mahaffey Theater Update (Oral)

Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) External Auditors Report. (Laura Brock) (Oral)

Police Quarterly Report. (Oral)

City Council Voting Module from Option Technologies Interactive.

Tourist Development Council. (Chair Curran) (Oral)

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. (Vice-Chair Newton)

Update on Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA), Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) and Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority
(TBARTA). (Councilmember Danner) (Oral)

International Relations Committee. (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral)

Resolution setting 10:00 p.m. as the latest time (“‘cutoff time”) for co-sponsored events to
be held in Vinoy Park on or after January 2, 2013; and amending City Council Resolution
No. 2012-441 to reflect the new cutoff time for approvals for events scheduled after
January 2, 2013 in Vinoy Park.

New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing)

Setting November 19, 2012 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s):

1.

Ordinance approving final year-end adjustments to the City of St. Petersburg Operating
and Capital Improvement Budgets for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012;
approving the final amended Budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012 by
incorporating into the aforementioned final amended Budget all adjustments and
appropriations contained in this Ordinance and all adjustments and appropriations
previously made by Resolution for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012; and
approving year-end commitments, assignments, and appropriations from the General Fund
Balance as of September 30, 2012 for inclusion in the Budget for the Fiscal Year ending
September 30, 2013.

New Business

1.

Requesting City Council support a resolution to allow Municipal Referenda for Local-
Option Sales Tax for Transportation. (Councilmember Kennedy)

Requesting City Council support a resolution requesting the leqgislature restore the City's
local home rule powers limiting smoking in public places. (Councilmember Nurse)

Referring to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee to discuss installing a plaque
in memory of a long time City employee, Ron Williams at the Marina. (Vice-Chair

Newton)

Council Committee Reports

1.

2.

Arts Funding Committee. (10/11/12)

Youth Services Committee. (10/18/12)

4



3. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (10/25/12)

4. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (10/25/12)

(a) Resolution approving the policies and procedures set forth in Exhibit “A” attached
hereto, (“Policies and Procedures™), establishing a Special Assessment Lien
Modification Program that authorizes the Mayor or his designee to take the actions set
forth therein on requests for relief from special assessment liens pursuant to the
Policies and Procedures; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this resolution and the Policies and Procedures.

5. Housing Services Committee. (10/25/12)

Legal

1. Executive Action on Foreclosure Reqistry Ordinance 48-H.

2. Retention of Outside Counsel for BP Qil Spill.

3. Confirming the appointment of Michael Dema as an Assistant City Attorney.

Open Forum

1. Additional Information

Adjournment



St. Petersburg
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA)
November 1, 2012

City Council convenes as Community Redevelopment Agency.

Resolution of the St. Petersburg Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) finding "The
Residences at 330 - 3rd Street South," located at 330 - 3rd Street South, consistent with
the Intown Redevelopment Plan, as reviewed in Community Redevelopment Agency
Report IRP 12-09c. (City File IRP 12-09c)

Adjourn Community Redevelopment Agency.
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CONSENT == AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda B
November 1, 2012

NOTE: The Consent Agenda contains normal, routine business items that are very likely to be approved by
the City Council by a single motion. Council questions on these items were answered prior to the meeting.
Each Councilmember may, however, defer any item for added discussion at a later time.

(Purchasing)

1. Approving the purchase of two replacement fire rescue vehicles from Wheeled Coach
Industries, Inc. for the Fire Department at a total cost of $333,078.

2. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with AGC Electric, Inc., a sole source supplier,
for pedestrian crosswalk rectangular rapid flashing beacon (RRFB) assemblies for the
Transportation & Parking Department at an estimated annual cost of $200,000.

3.  Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to Apollo Construction & Engineering
Services, Inc. and Ross Plumbing & Heating, Inc. for plumbing services and repairs at an
estimated annual cost of $152,500.

4. Approving the purchase of a replacement 20-passenger paratransit vehicle from LBS
South, LLC for the Parks and Recreation Department at a total cost of $111,270.

(City Development)

5. Approval of Arts Advisory Committee recommendations for FY2013 funding of
$178,187.01 for Arts and Cultural Grants for the period of October 1, 2012 through
September 30, 2013; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $3,187.01
from the unappropriated balance of the General Fund.

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Second Amendment to the September
21, 2009 Lease Agreement with Comas Enterprises, Inc. that operates a Cold Stone
Creamery franchise in a space located at 1961 - 4th Street North, St. Petersburg, within
the City-owned Sunken Gardens building.

(
(Public Works)

7. Approving a resolution rescinding an unencumbered appropriation in the Water Resources
Capital Projects Fund (4003) in the amount of $168,000 from the WRL FDOT US19
Whitney Rd FY12 Project (13358); and approving a supplemental appropriation in the
amount of $168,000 from the unappropriated balance in the Water Resources Capital
Projects Fund (4003), resulting from this rescission, to the WRL 46th Avenue North (62-
80 St N) Road Widening Project (11115). (Engineering Project No. 06102-111; Oracle

No. 11115)




(

Approving a resolution rescinding an unencumbered appropriation in the Water Resources
Capital Projects Fund (4003) in the amount of $123,000 from the WRL FDOT US19
Whitney Rd FY12 Project (13358); and approving a supplemental appropriation in the
amount of $123,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital
Projects Fund (4003), resulting from this rescission, to the WRL Gandy Overpass FY11
Project (12944), FPID #416838-1-52-01. (Engineering Project No. 10043-111; Oracle No.

12944)

(Miscellaneous)

9.

10.

11.

Approving the minutes of the City Council meetings held July 12, July 19 and July 26,
2012.

Resolution setting 10:00 p.m. as the latest time (“cutoff time”) for co-sponsored events to
be held in Vinoy Park on or after January 2, 2013; and amending City Council Resolution
No. 2012-441 to reflect the new cutoff time for approvals for events scheduled after
January 2, 2013 in Vinoy Park. [DELETED: Moved to Reports as E-9]

Accepting a $15,000 grant from the Juvenile Welfare Board in support of the St.
Petersburg College Allstate Center’s Inner-City Operation to Recruit Public Safety
(“iCORPS”) initiative; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $15,000
from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Fund - Special Projects
(0003) resulting from these additional revenues to the Police Department, Fiscal Support
Services (140-1389); and a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $15,000 from the
unappropriated balance of the Law Enforcement Fund (1023) to the Police Department,
Local Law Enforcement Fund (140-2857) to provide a total of $30,000 to partially fund
the 2012 iICORPS summer camp; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Note: An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, October 25, 2012, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, October 25, 2012, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

Housing Services Committee
Thursday, October 25, 2012, 10:30 a.m., Room 100

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, November 8, 2012, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, October 25, 2012, 1:30 p.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, November 8, 2012, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

City Council Waterfront Master Plan Process Workshop
Thursday, October 25, 2012, immediately following Agenda Review., Room 100

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Tuesday, November 13, 2012, 1:30 p.m., Room 100

Joint Meeting of Budget, Finance & Taxation and Youth Services Committees
Thursday, November 1, 2012, 2:00 p.m., Room 100

City Council Meeting
Thursday, November 8, 2012, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber

10



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG —p—
Board and Commission Vacancies v

Code Enforcement Board
2 Regular Members (Engineer & Non-Category)
(Terms expire 12/31/12 and 12/31/13)

Community Preservation Commission
1 Regular Member
(Term expires 9/30/14)

Planning & Visioning Commission
1 Regular Member
(Term expires 9/30/13)

City Beautiful
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/12 & 12/31/14)

Commission on Aging
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/13)

11



PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS:

1. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a yellow card and present the card to the Clerk. All speakers must be
sworn prior to presenting testimony. No cards may be submitted after the close of the Public Hearing. Each
party and speaker is limited to the time limits set forth herein and may not give their time to another speaker
or party.

2. At any time during the proceeding, City Council members may ask questions of any speaker or party. The time
consumed by Council questions and answers to such questions shall not count against the time frames allowed
herein. Burden of proof: in all appeals, the Appellant bears the burden of proof; in variance application cases, the
Applicant bears the burden of proof; in rezoning and Comprehensive Plan land use cases, the Owner bears the
burden of proof except in cases initiated by the City Administration, in which event the City Administration bears the
burden of proof. Waiver of Objection: at any time during this proceeding Council Members may leave the Council
Chamber for short periods of time. At such times they continue to hear testimony because the audio portion of the
hearing is transmitted throughout City Hall by speakers. If any party has an objection to a Council Member leaving
the Chamber during the hearing, such objection must be made at the start of the hearing. If an objection is not made
as required herein it shall be deemed to have been waived.

3. Initial Presentation. Each party shall be allowed ten (10) minutes for their initial presentation.
a. Presentation by City Administration.

b. Presentation by Applicant and/or Appellant. If Appellant and Applicant are different entities then each is allowed
the allotted time for each part of these procedures. The Appellant shall speak before the Applicant. In
connection with land use and zoning ordinances where the City is the applicant, the land owner(s) shall be given
the time normally reserved for the Applicant/Appellant, unless the land owner is the Appellant.

c. Presentation by Opponent. If anyone wishes to utilize the initial presentation time provided for an Opponent, said
individual shall register with the City Clerk at least one week prior to the scheduled public hearing.

4. Public Hearing. A Public Hearing will be conducted during which anyone may speak for 3 minutes. Speakers should
limit their testimony to information relevant to the ordinance or application and criteria for review.

5. Cross Examination. Each party shall be allowed five (5) minutes for cross examination. All questions shall be
addressed to the Chair and then (at the discretion of the Chair) asked either by the Chair or by the party conducting
the cross examination of the speaker or of the appropriate representative of the party being cross examined. One (1)
representative of each party shall conduct the cross examination. If anyone wishes to utilize the time provided for
cross examination and rebuttal as an Opponent, and no one has previously registered with the Clerk, said individual
shall notify the City Clerk prior to the conclusion of the Public Hearing. If no one gives such notice, there shall be no
cross examination or rebuttal by Opponent(s). If more than one person wishes to utilize the time provided for
Opponent(s), the City Council shall by motion determine who shall represent Opponent(s).

a. Cross examination by Opponents.
b. Cross examination by City Administration.
c. Cross examination by Appellant followed by Applicant, if different.

6. Rebuttal/Closing. Each party shall have five (5) minutes to provide a closing argument or rebuttal.
a. Rebuttal by Opponents.
b.  Rebuttal by City Administration.
c. Rebuttal by Appellant followed by the Applicant, if different.

12



Attached documents for item Ordinance 1040-V approving a vacation of a 20 foot wide
ingress/egress easement running between 2nd and 3rd Street South as shown on the University
Center Subdivision, recorded in Plat Book 126, Pages 11, 12 and 13. (City File 12-33000006)
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of November 1, 2012

TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair, and Members of City
Council
SUBJECT: Ordinance approving the vacation of a 20 foot wide

ingress/egress easement running between 2™ and 3™ Street
South as shown on the University Center Subdivision,
recorded in Plat Book 126, Pages 11, 12 and 13 (City File
No.: 12-33000006).

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration and the Development Review
Commission recommend APPROVAL.

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the second reading and public hearing; and
2) Approve the proposed ordinance.

The Request: The request is to vacate the 20-foot wide, east-west, public ingress-
egress and utility easement which exists to the north of 4™ Avenue South, between 2™
and 3" Streets South. The area of the right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on
the attached maps and plat.

Background: The applicant's goal is to eliminate the easement to accommodate
redevelopment of the block. The requested vacation was previously approved in 2001,
but the approval lapsed after certain conditions could not be completed within the
specified amount of time.

Discussion: As noted in the attached DRC report, Staff finds that vacating the subject
easement would be consistent with the applicable criteria. Staff is recommending
approval of the proposed alley vacation.

Agency Review & Public Notice: The application was routed to other departments
and utilities for comments. The proposed ordinance contains conditions to address the
issues noted. The applicant also provided the prescribed public notices prior to the



DRC hearing and the City Council hearing. No public opposition has been expressed
as of the date of this report.

DRC Action/Public Comments: The Development Review Commission (DRC) held a
public hearing on the subject application and voted 6-0 to recommend approval of the
proposed vacation.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the alley right-of-way vacation, subject
to the following conditions:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the subject
easement, together with the abutting private land, that will be the subject of the
anticipated redevelopment project.

2. Through the replat process, the applicant shall be responsible for coordinating all
necessary permitting, work, inspections and costs associated with any necessary
abandonment and/or relocation of existing infrastructure or utilities.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A
20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS & UTILITY
EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT
SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2"° STREET
SOUTH AND 3®° STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON
THE UNIVERSITY CENTER SUBDIVISION,
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 126, PAGES 11, 12
AND 13; SETTING FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE
VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following right-of-way is hereby vacated as recommended by
the Administration and the Development Review Commission:

That 20-foot wide Ingress/Egress & Utility Easement known as Charles Court South, lying
approximately 200 feet north of the northern boundary of 4™ Avenue South and between 2™
Street South and 3" Street South, as shown on the University Center Subdivision, recorded in
Plat Book 126, Pages 11, 12 and 13 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned right-of-way is not needed for public use or
travel.

SECTION 3. The vacation is subject to and conditional upon the following:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the subject
easement, together with the abutting private land, that will be the subject of the
anticipated redevelopment project.

2. Through the replat process, the applicant shall be responsible for coordinating all
necessary permitting, work, inspections and costs associated with any necessary
abandonment and/or relocation of existing infrastructure or utilities.

SECTION 4. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth
business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice
filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance
shall become effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the
event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not
become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City
Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.



APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

ﬁ [0- 7-12

Planning & Economic Deveiopment Date

Ll /QZW lo—4-/z

City Attorney (Designee) Date
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S>3 CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

BVSEll | ANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
BN  DEvELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION
L
st.petersburg oeveELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, Commissioner Wendy
Giffin resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on October 3, 2012 at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 12-33000006 PLAT SHEET: E-1

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of a 20 foot wide ingress/egress easement
running between 2™ and 3 Street South as shown on the
University Center Subdivision, recorded in Plat Book 126, Pages
11,12 and 13.

APPLICANT: Osprey S.P. Properties, LLC °
7600 Grand River, Suite 120
Brighton, Michigan 48114-9311

AGENT: R. Donald Mastry
200 Central Avenue, Suite 1600
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 330 3™ Street South
PARCEL ID NO.: 19/31/17/93450/000/0020; 19/31/17/93450/000/0030;
19/31/17/93450/000/0040

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: DC-1
DISCUSSION:

Request

The request is to vacate the 20-foot wide, east-west, public ingress-egress and utility easement
which exists to the north of 4™ Avenue South, between 2™ and 3™ Streets South. The area of
the right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached maps and plat. The



Case No. 12-33000006
Page 2 of 3

applicant’s goal is to eliminate the easement to accommodate redevelopment of the block. The
requested vacation was previously approved in 2001, but the approval lapsed after certain
conditions could not be completed within the specified amount of time. Staff finds that vacating
the subject easement would be consistent with the applicable criteria.

Analysis
Section 16.40.140.2.1E of the LDR’s contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

1. Easements for public utilities including stormwater drainage and pedestrian easements may
be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility
companies.

The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. Several comments were received regarding the need for relocation of existing
infrastructure at the applicant's expense. Staff has included the appropriate special conditions
in this report to address these issues.

2. The vacation shall not cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially impair or
deny access to any lot of record as shown from the testimony and evidence at the public
hearing.

The requested vacation was previously approved by the City in 2001. If this application is
approved, no substantial detrimental effect upon access to another lot of record is anticipated.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.

The vacation, if approved, will not result in adverse impacts to the existing network. Allowing
the easement to be vacated will facilitate redevelopment of the block with a new redevelopment
project that is consistent with the overall goals of the DC zoning district.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The easement was dedicated to preserve access to the rear yards of individual lots within the
block and to ensure access to existing public utilities. In the context of the land assembly and
planned relocation of existing utilities to make way for unified redevelopment, the subject
easement is no longer necessary.

5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council shall also consider any other
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare.

No other factors have been raised for consideration.
Comments from Agencies and the Public

Several comments were provided from the City’s Engineering Department and several outside
utility providers. Copies of the comments have been attached to this report. Staff has
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suggested special conditions which address the issues. No comments from the public have
been received as of the date of this report.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed easement vacation. If the DRC is inclined to
support the vacation, Staff recommends the following special conditions of approval:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the subject
easement, together with the abutting private land that will be the subject of the
anticipated redevelopment project.

2. The replat shall address the issues set forth in the attached comments provided by:

City Engineering Department (dated September 13, 2012);
Brighthouse Networks (dated September 17, 2012);
Knology Broadband (dated September 4, 2012); and
Progress Energy (dated September 12, 2012).

a.
b.
c.
d.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

| A 2 (2
PHILIPT. LAZZARA, AICP, Zoning Official (POD) DATE

Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Department
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Tampa Bay Times
Published Daily
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida

STATE OF FLORIDA ss
COUNTY OF Pinellas -

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared A,
Robison who on oath says that he/she is Legal Clerk of the
Tampa Bay Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg,
in Pincllas County, Florida; that the attached copy of
advertisement, being a Legal Notice in the matter RE: ST
PETERSBURG PUBLIC HEARING ON NOV. 1, 2012 SIX
ORDINANCES was published in said newspaper in the issues of
Neighborhood Times St Petersburg, 10/21/2012 .

Affiant further says the said Tampa Bay Times is a |

newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County,
Florida and that the said newspaper has heretofore been
continuously published in said Pinellas County, Florida, each day
and has been entered as second class mail matter at the post
office in St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, Florida, for a
period of one year next preceding the first publication of the
attached copy of advertisement, and affiant further says that he
Jshe has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or
corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the |
purpose of securing this advertisement for publication in the said

 FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

newspaper.
A Cotris

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 23rd day of October A.D.2012

7 Sigﬁature of Notary Public

Personally known X  or produced indentification

Type of indentification produced

e JOSEPH . FISH
45177, MY COMMISSION #DDS76007
BT e JUN S, 2014
4 Goadug Sucugh Tet Blals Daeraned

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 1040-V

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A 20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS &
UTILITY EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2ND
STREET SOUTH AND 3RD STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON THE UNIVERSITY CENTER
SUBDIVISION, RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 126, PAGES 11, 12 AND 13; SETTING
FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING

= PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO, 1041-V |

AN ORDINANGE ' APPROVING VACATION OF THE STREET .CORNER RIGHTS-OF-
WAY ON EACH CORNER-OF THE BLOCK BOUND.BY 3RD AVENUE BOUTH, 4TH
STREET SOUTH, 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH
CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING FORAN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 52-H

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE REGARDING
ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING REGULATIONS REGARDING NONCONFORMING
SIGNS; CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS-OF HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE;
AMENDING CERTAIN REGULATIONS FOR. DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
CENTERS, FLAGS AND LARGE FACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN EXEMPTION
PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEECH SIGNS BOTH HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON;
CREATING A DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN EXEMPTION FOR
HUMAN SIGNS, AND ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS; DELETING
THE PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS USED AS SIGNS;
CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS FOR OFF-
PREMISES SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 53-H

" AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION OF CERTAIN FEES FOR RECORDING
AND RELEASING LIENS; ESTABLISHING AN ONLINE AND PHONE CONVENIENCE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM APPLICATION FEE: AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.-54-H

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AMENDING SECTION 5-56
AND ADDING SUBSECTION' (C) TO SECTION 5-59 OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY
CODE; INCREASING THE PERCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS THAT
SHALL BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART;, CAPPING THE
TOTAL AMOUNT THAT CAN BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF

- ART: PROVIDING FOR THE DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS RECEIVED FROM INSURANCE

CLAIMS ON PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES FUND; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. .

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 55-H

AN ORDINANCE IN AGCORDANCE WITH SECTION 1.02(C)(5)B., ST. PETERSBURé
CITY CHARTER, AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS GONTAINED IN THE JOINT
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT {(“JPA") AND THE AVIATION PROGRAM ASSURANCES

- WHICH ARE ATTACHED TO THE JPA, TO B8E EXECUTED BY THE LY, AS A

REQUIREMENT. FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
{"FDOT") GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 FOR THE TAXIWAY A-1 AND
SOUTH APRON PROJECT WHICH, INTER ALIA REQUIRE THAT THE CITY WILL NOT
SELL, LEASE, ENCUMBER OR OTHERWISE TRANSFER OR DISPOSE OF ANY PART
OF ITS TITLE OR OTHER INTERESTS IN THE REAL PROPERTY SHOWN AS AIRPORT
OWNED OR CONTROLLED ON THE CURRENT AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN WITHOUT
PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE FDOT, THROUGHOUT THE USEFUL LIFE OF A
FACHITY DEVELOPED FOR ANY AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT, NOR CAUSE OR PERMIT
ANY ACTIVITY OR ACTION ON THE AIRPORT WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH ITS
USE FOR AIRPORT PURPOSES FOR A PERIOD, NOT TO EXCEED 20 YEARS FROM
THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE JPA; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HiS DESIGNEE
TO ACCEPRT THE-GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR HIS DESKGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS ORDINANCE; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
FROM THE INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (4033) RESULTING FROM THESE ADDITIONAL
REVENUES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 TO THE AIRPORT ~ TAXIWAY
A-1 AND SOUTH APRON PROJECT (PROJECT #12477); PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR EXPIRATION. ) :

Date: Novembet 1,2012 Time: 9:00 am.

City Council Chamber
City Hall, 175 5th Street North

Notice is heraby given that all interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard
by City Council, with respect to the proposed ordinance(s) listed above. Copies of the
proposed ordinance{s)-are available in the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, and may be inspected
by the public. Any person who decides to-appeal the decision made by the City Council
with respect to these matters (this matter) will need a record of the proceedings and that for
such purpose the person making the appeal will need to ensure that a verbatim record of
the procsedings is made which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the
appeal is to be based.

If you are a person with a disability who needs an accommodation in order to participate in this
proceeding, please contact the City Clerk’s Office, (727) 893-7448, or call our TDD number,
892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting and we will provide that accommodation
for you.

Eva Andujar, City Clerk ' - \
10/21/2012 : = ’ 838562-01




Attached documents for item Ordinance 1041-V approving a vacation of the street corner rights-of-
way on each corner of the block bound by 3rd Avenue South, 4th Street South, 4th Avenue South
and 5th Street South. (City File 12-33000008)
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of November 1, 2012

TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair, and Members of City
Council
SUBJECT: Ordinance approving the vacation of the street

corner rights-of-way on each corner of the block bound by 3™
Avenue South, 4™ Street South, 4" Avenue South and 5%
Street South (City File No.: 12-33000008).

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration and the Development Review
Commission recommend APPROVAL.

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the second reading and public hearing; and
2) Approve the proposed ordinance.

The Request: The request is to vacate the four street corner easements which exist at
all four corners of the subject block. The specific easements proposed for vacation are
depicted on the attached maps and survey sketches.

Background: The applicant’s goal is to eliminate these rights-of-way to accommodate
unified redevelopment of the block with a project that has been designed to front all
street corners, which is consistent with the applicable zoning regulations. Staff finds
that vacating the subject easement would be consistent with the applicable criteria.
Staff is recommending approval of the proposed alley vacation.

Agency Review & Public Notice: The application was routed to other departments
and utilities for comments. The proposed ordinance contains conditions to address the
issues noted. The applicant also provided the prescribed public notices prior to the
DRC hearing and the City Council hearing. No public opposition has been expressed
as of the date of this report.

DRC Action/Public Comments: The Development Review Commission (DRC) held a
public hearing on the subject application and voted 7-0 to recommend approval of the



proposed vacation. Per Staff's suggestion, the DRC eliminated the requirement to
replat.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the alley right-of-way vacation, subject
to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work, inspections
and costs associated with the vacation.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING VACATION OF THE
STREET CORNER RIGHTS-OF-WAY ON EACH
CORNER OF THE BLOCK BOUND BY 3Rf°
AVENUE SOUTH, 4™ STREET SOUTH, 4™
AVENUE SOUTH AND 5™ STREET SOUTH;
SETTING FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE
VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following right-of-way is hereby vacated as recommended by
the Administration and the Development Review Commission:

The street corner right-of-ways at the northeast, northwest, southeast and
southwest corners of Lot 1, Block 2, St. Petersburg Times Replat, as recorded in
Plat Book 111, Page 87 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned right-of-way is not needed for public use or
travel.

SECTION 3. The vacation is subject to and conditional upon the following:

1. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work, inspections and costs
associated with the vacation.

SECTION 4. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth
business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice
filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance
shall become effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the
event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not
become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City
Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.

APPROVED AS TOF AND SUBSTANCE:

/_— Jo-Y -1 ___

Planning & Economic Development Date

@Mﬁ/ 1o/ f)1n

City Attorngy/(D’esig'r‘iee)‘*/ Datd |
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S, CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

HV/SSEEl | ANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
BN bEVEL OPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

gl
st.petershurg peveELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, Commissioner Wendy
Giffin resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on October 3, 2012 at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 12-33000008 PLAT SHEET: F-1

REQUEST: Approval of the vacation of the street corner rights-of-way on each
corner of the block bound by 3™ Avenue South, 4" Street South,
4™ Avenue South and 5" Street South.

APPLICANTS: Times Publishing Company
Jana L. Jones
4901 1st Avenue South
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33731-1121

NRP 4th Avenue South Residences LLC
5309 Transportation Boulevard
Cleveland, Ohio 44125

ADDRESS: 450 3rd Avenue South
PARCEL ID NO.: 19/31/17/78428/002/0010
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File

ZONING: DC-2

DISCUSSION:

Request

The request is to vacate the four street corner easements which exist at all four corners of the
subject block. The specific easements proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached
maps and survey sketches. The applicant's goal is to eliminate these rights-of-way to
accommodate unified redevelopment of the block with a project that has been designed to front
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all street corners, which is consistent with the applicable zoning regulations. Staff finds that
vacating the subject easement would be consistent with the applicable criteria.

Analysis
Section 16.40.140.2.1E of the LDR'’s contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

1. Easements for public utilities including stormwater drainage and pedestrian easements may

be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility
companies.

The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. The City's Engineering Department provided the attached memo dated September
13, 2012 regarding the applicant’s responsibility to handle all issues regarding abandonment
and/or relocation. Staff has included a special condition in this report to address this issue.

2. The vacation shall not cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially impair or

deny access to any lot of record as shown from the testimony and evidence at the public
hearing.

If this application is approved, no substantial detrimental effect upon access to another lot of
record is anticipated.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.

The vacation, if approved, will not result in adverse impacts to the existing network. Allowing
these unnecessary rights-of-way to be vacated will facilitate redevelopment of the block with a
new project that is consistent with the overall goals of the DC zoning district.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The subject corner radii were dedicated to accommodate future intersection widening projects
which are no longer planned. The subject rights-of-way are no longer necessary.

5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council shall also consider any other
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare.

No other factors have been raised for consideration.

Comments from Agencies and the Public
The City's Engineering Department provided the attached comments Staff has suggested a

special condition to address the issues. No comments from the public have been received as of
the date of this report.
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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed right-of-way vacations. If the DRC is inclined to
support the vacation, Staff recommends the following special conditions of approval:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the vacated rights-of-
way together with the abutting private property that will be redeveloped.

2. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work, inspections and costs
associated with the vacation and the required replat.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

M. 2.\

PHILIP T. LAZZARA, AICP, Zoning Official (POD) DATE
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Department




to0sssase? PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
Tampa Bay Times CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

X . PROPOSED OHDINANGE NO. 1040-V
Published Daily
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A 20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS &

$ Potorc 5. Pincllas County. Florida UTLITY EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2ND
St. Petersburg, Pincll: Yo ‘ STREET SOUTH AND 3RD STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON THE UNIVERSITY CENTER
SUBDIVISION, RECORDED N PLAT BOOK 125, PAGES 11, 12 AND 13; SETTING
STATE OF FLO_RIDA S.S FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING
COUNTY OF Pinellas . FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO, 1041-V _
Belore the undersigned authority personally appeared A. AN ORDINANCE APPROVING VACATION OF THE STREET CORNER RIGHTS-OF-
. s that he/she is Lepal Clerk of the WAY ON EACH CORNER OF THE BLOCK BOUND BY 3RD AVENUE SOUTH, 4TH
Robison WhO.O“ oath says that s Legal e STHEET SOUTH, 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH
Tampa Bay Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg, CONDITIONS FOR THE VAGATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
in Pincllas County, Florida; that the attached copy of EFFECTIVE DATE. .
advertisement, being a Legal Notice in the matter RE: ST ! PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 52-H
PETERSBURG PUBLIC HEARING ON NOV. 1, 2012 SIX AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE REGARDING
! . L emid e in the issues of | J. ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING REGULATIONS REGARDING NONGONFORMING
ORDINANCES was published in said newspaper in the issucs SIGNS; CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS OF HISTORIC SIGNIFIGANCE:
Neighborhood Times St Petersburg , 10/21/2012. AMENDING CERTAIN REGULATIONS FOR DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE

CENTERS, FLAGS AND LARGE FACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN EXEMPTION

! o \ imes s a
Afliant further says the said Tampa Bay Times is PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEEGH SIGNS BOTH HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON;

newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, CREATING A DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN EXEMPTION FOR

> ; . . e been HUMAN SIGNS, AND ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS: DELETING
Florida and that the said newspaper has heretofore been | Hul PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS USED AS SIGNS.
continuously published in said Pinellas County, Florida, each day CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS FOR OFF.

PREMISES SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

and has been entered as second class mail matter at the post
office in St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, Florida, for a
period of one year next preceding the first publication of the
attached copy of advertisement, and affiant further says that he
/she has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or
corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the
purpose of securing this advertisement for publication in the said

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 53-H

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION OF CERTAIN FEES FOR RECORDING
AND RELEASING LIENS; ESTABLISHING AN ONLINE AND PHONE CONVENIENGE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM APPLICATION FEE: AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE,

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.-54-H
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AMENDING SECTION 5-56

spaper.
newspap AND ADDING SUBSECTION' (C) TO SECTION 5-58 OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY
CODE; INCREASING THE PERCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS THAT

LA S MDD SHALL BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART. CAPPING THE

. TOTAL AMOUNT THAT GAN BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF

- - - ART. PROVIDING FOR THE DEPOSIT OF PROGEEDS REGEIVED FROM INSURANGE
Signature of Affiant CLAIMS ON PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLAGES FUND: AND

PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. .

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 55-H

AN DRDINANGE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 1.02(C)5)8., ST. PETERSBURG
CTY CHARTER, AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS GONTAINED IN THE JOINT
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT ("JPA") AND THE AVIATION PROGRAM ASSURANCES
WHICH ARE ATTACHED TO THE JPA, TO BE EXECUTED BY THE CITY, AS A
REQUIREMENT. FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
{"FDOT") GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 FOR THE TAXIWAY A1 AND
SOUTH APRON PROJECT WHICH, INTER ALIA REQUIRE THAT THE GITY WILL NOT
o SELL, LEASE, ENGUMBER OR OTHERWISE TRANSFER OR DISPOSE OF ANY PART

A 7 / : OF ITS TITLE OR OTHER INTERESTS IN THE REAL PROPERTY SHOWN AS AIRPORT
.Y % 4 J/ e OWNED OR CONTROLLED ON THE CURRENT AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN WITHOUT

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 23rd day of October A.D.2012

7 < 7 . PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE FDOT, THROUGHOUT THE USEFUL LIFE OF A

Signature of Notary Public FACILITY DEVELOPED FOR ANY AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT, NOR CAUSE OR PEFMIT
ANY ACTIVITY OR ACTION ON THE AIRPORT WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH ITS
USE FOR ARPORT PURPOSES FOR A PERIOD, NOT TO EXGEED 20 YEARS FROM

: » know ced indentification THE EFFEGTIVE DATE OF THE JPA; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE
Personally known X or produced " | TO ACCEPT THE-GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000; AUTHORIZING
£ indentificati duced THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOGUMENTS NECESSARY TO
Type of indentification produce EFFECTUATE THIS ORDINANCE; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
FROM THE INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (4033) RESULTING FROM THESE ADDITIONAL
REVENUES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 TO THE AIRPORT ~ TAXIWAY
A-1 AND SOUTH APRON PROJECT (PROJECT #12477); PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR EXPIRATION. :

JOSEPH F. FISH Date: Novembet 1,2012 Time: 9:00 a.m.
AMUY<Y 3 . . .
177 MY GOMMISSION #DDO76007 Gity Council Chamber
Lo P EXPOES JUN TS, 2014 City Hall, 175 5th Street North
IR Uoda eengh et Biele purane Notice is hereby given that ail interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard
by City Council, with respect to the proposed ordinance(s) listed above. Copies of the

proposed ordinance(s) are available in the City Clerk’s Office, City Half, and may be inspected
by the. public. Any person who decides to appeal the decision made by the City Council
with respect to these matters (this matter) will need a record of the proceedings and that for
such purpose the person making the appeal will need to ensure that a verbatim record of
the proceedings is made which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the
appeal is to be based.

ifyou are a person with a disability who needs an accommodation in order to participate in this
proceeding, please contact the City Clerk’s Office, (727) 893-7448, or call our TDD number,
892-5258, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting and we will provide that accommodation
for you.

Eva Anduijar, City Clerk
10/21/2012 : ' ‘ #38562.01




Attached documents for item Ordinance 53-H amending various chapters of the City Code to
implement fee changes and revenue enhancements approved pursuant to the 2013 budget.
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MEMORANDUM

November 1, 2012
TO: Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and Members of City Council
THRU: /{D/ Tish Elston, City Administrator

FROM: Tammy Jerome, Director, Billing & Collections l{&y\g/ﬂ‘g’

SUBJECT: Ordinance Amending Various Sections of the City Code to Implement Fee Changes
and Revenue Enhancements Approved Pursuant to the FY 2013 Budget

The Billing & Collections Department submitted the fee changes and revenue enhancements
below as part of the Fiscal Year 2013 budget process. These changes and enhancements were
included in the Recommended Budget which was approved by City Council at the Public Budget
Hearing on September 27, 2012.

The ordinance attached provides for the codification of these enhancements in City Code:

* Implementing a convenience fee of $2.00 per transaction for each on-line (Click-2-Gov,
Link-2-Gov) or telephone (Interactive Voice Response) payment made. Payment
transactions made in person using credit or debit cards will not be charged a convenience
fee. The projected annual revenue for this enhancement is $325,000.

* Implementing a Special Assessment lien filing and releasing fee of $35 as is currently
charged for filing and releasing Utility Account liens. The projected annual revenue for
this enhancement is $30,000.

e Increasing the current Special Assessment/Utility Account lien research fee from $35 to
$55. The projected annual revenue for this increase is $175,000.

» Increasing the current Security Alarm permit application fee from $15 to $25. The
projected annual revenue for this increase is $25,000 to the General Fund.

In order to achieve the projected revenue as budgeted for FY 2013, Administration recommends
City Council proceed with the final adoption of the proposed ordinance at the Public Hearing
being held today.

Attachment



AN ORDINANCE  AMENDING  VARIOUS
SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION
OF CERTAIN FELES FOR RECORDING AND
RELEASING  1JENS; KESTABLISHING AN
ONLINE  AND  PHONE  CONVENIENCE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM
APPLICATION FEE; AND PROVIDING AN
BFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:
SECTION 1. Section 2-303(7) of the City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 2-303. - Resolution ordering special assessments and setting public hearing.

(7) States the total estimated costs of the proposed capital improvement which may
include the cost of construction or reconstruction, the cost of all labor and materials, the cost of
all lands, property, rights, easements, and franchises acquired, financing charges, including
interest, discount on the sale of bonds, if any, cost of plans and specifications, surveys of
estimates of costs and of revenues, and all other expenses necessary or incident to determining
the feasibility or practicability of such construction or reconstruction, cost of engineering and
legal services, administrative expenses (which shall include the lien recording and releasing fee
set forth in Chapter 12), and such other expenses as may be necessary or incident to the

construction and financing;

SECTION 2. Section 8-270(a) of the City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:
Sec. 8-270. - Assessment of cost of demolition, etc.; lien on property.

(a) Upon expiration of the appeal period with no appeal having been taken, or upon
expiration of a 30-day period following the denial of an appeal, or following an emergency
demolition authorized and conducted in accordance with section 8-274, the POD, after
proceeding under this division, shall report the abatement of the nuisance by the City; and the
City Council shall assess the entire cost of such vacation, demolition, removal or securing
against the real property upon which such cost was incurred. The costs which may be assessed
include the cost of rodent extermination where employed, all administrative costs (which shall
include all costs related to any hearing before a hearing officer and the lien recording and
releasing fee set forth in Chapter 12), postal expense, newspaper publication and other costs
reasonably and necessarily incurred by the City, and attorney's fees and costs. Such costs when
assessed shall constitute a lien upon such property superior to all others except taxes.

00163631



SECTION 3. Scction 12-6(9) of the City Code is hereby amended by adding the
following three service fees at the beginning of that section to read as follows:

Convenience fees for online and telephone payments. ... $2.00

speeial Assessment lien recording and releasing fee (if this fec is included in a special
asscssment and if the special assessment is paid in full prior to recordation, this fee
shall be deducted from the total; if this fee was not included in a recorded special
asscssment, it shall be added to the amount of the final payment). ............ $35.00

Lienresearch fees.......................ooocei ... 855.00

SECTION 4. Section 16.40.060.4.4.A of the City Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

Sec. 16.40.060.4.4. - Assessment and lien for costs of lot clearance.

A. Preliminary assessment roll. After causing the violation to be corrected, the POD
shall determine the costs incurred by the City in correcting the violation, including all
administrative and other costs as are necessary to correct the violation (administrative costs shall
include the lien recording and releasing fee set forth in Chapter 12), and shall determine the
proportionate costs that each property should bear if violations on more than one property were
corrected. The POD shall cause a preliminary assessment roll to be prepared containing a
complete list of the properties and of properties abutting street right-of-way upon which
violations were corrected, setting opposite each property the cost of doing said work, which shall
be submitted to City Council.

SECTION 5. The introductory paragraph to Section 20-228(c) of the City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows (subsections (1) and (2) remain unchanged):

Sec. 20-228. - Alarm permits required; annual alarm permit renewal required; penalties.

(c)  Applications for a security alarm permit are available from, and shall be filed
with, the City Police Department. Upon approval of the application, the Enforcement Official
shall issue a security alarm permit which shall be valid for one permit year. The initial
application for a security alarm permit shall be accompanied by a $25.00 15-00 fee.

'SECTION 6. Section 27-141 of the City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:
Sec. 27-141. - Established; amount; service categories defined; surcharge.

(b)  Utility water service charges rate.
(2)  Utility lien recording and releasing Lienreseareh fee .....35.00

00163631



SECTION 7. Coding.  As used in this ordinance, langvage appearing in struck-through
type is language in the City Code to be deleted, and underlined language is language to be added
to the City Code in the section, subscction or other location which is indicated. Language in the
City Code not appearing in this ordinance continues in full force and effect unless the context
clearly indicates otherwise.

SECTION 8. Severability. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable.
The unconstitutionality or invalidity of any word, sentence or portion of this ordinance shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions.

SECTION 9. Effective date. In the event that this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor
in accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective after the fifth business day after
adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City
Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall take effect
immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this ordinance is
vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless
and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case
it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to Form and Content:

City Attorney (dedignee)

00163631



MEMORANDUM
TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and Members of City Council
Eva Andujar, City Clerk
FROM: Mayor Bill Foster
DATE: November 1, 2012
RE: Notice of Non-Veto by the Mayor of Ordinance 53-H amending various

chapters of the City Code to implement fee changes and revenue
enhancements approved pursuant to the 2013 budget.

This memo will serve to notify City Council and the City Clerk, pursuant to Section
3.05 of the City Charter, that | will not veto the above-referenced Ordinance.

By:

Bill Foster, Mayor

Date: November 1, 2012 Time:

cc. Tish Elston

00164773
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Tampa Bay Times
Published Daily
St. Petersburg, Pincellas County, Florida
LORIDA
STATE OF FLO } 58,

COUNTY OF Pinelias
Before the undersigned authority personally appeared A.
Robison who on oath says that he/she is Legal Clerk of the
Tampa Bay Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg,
in Pincllas County, Florida; that the attached copy of
advertisement, being a Legal Notice in the matter RE: ST
PETERSBURG PUBLIC HEARING ON NOV. 1, 2012 SIX
ORDINANCES was published in said newspaper in the issues of
Neighborhood Times St Petersburg , 10/21/2012.

Affiant further says the said Tampa Bay Times is a
newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County,

Florida and that the said newspaper has heretofore been |

continuously published in said Pinellas County, Florida, each day
and has been entered as second class mail matter at the post
office in St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, Florida, for a
period of one year next preceding the first publication of the
attached copy of advertisement, and affiant further says that he
/she has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or

corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the ;

purpose of securing this advertisement for publication in the said

newspaper,
A Kotois O

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 23rd day of October A.D.2012

e Lot F Aok

Sigﬁature of Notary Public

Personally known X  or produced indentification

Type of indentification produced

JOSEPH F. FISH
AR v COVMISSION #DDST6007
: O EERSS UN 23, 2014
ol Tt Btale etianee

~ ART; PROVIDING FOR THE

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 1040-V

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VAGATION OF A 20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS &
UTILITY EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2ND
STREET SOUTH AND 3RD STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON THE UNIVERSITY CENTER
SUBDIVISION, RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 126, PAGES 11, 12 AND 13: SETTING
FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE,

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 1041V

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING VACATION OF THE STREET CORNER RIGHTS-OF-
WAY ON EACH CORNER OF THE BLOGK BOUND B 3RD AVENUE SOUTH, 4TH
STREET SOUTH, 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH
?‘::“N[)”l\(/)NS FORTHE VACATION TO BECOME EFFEC TIVE; AND PROVIDING FORAN
EFFECTIVE DATE,

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 52.H

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST, PETERSBURG GITY CODE REGARDING
ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING REGULATIONS REGARDING NONCONFORMING
SIGNS; CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS OF HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE;
AMENDING CERTAIN REGULATIONS FOR DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
CENTERS, FLAGS AND LARGE FACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN EXEMPTION
PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEECH SIGNS BOTH HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON;
CREATING A DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN EXEMPTION FOR
HUMAN SIGNS, AND- ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS; DELETING
THE PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS USED AS -SIGNS;
CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS FOR OFF-
PREMISES SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE,

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 53-H

" AN ORDINANGCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION OF CERTAIN FEES FOR RECORDING
AND RELEASING LIENS; ESTABLISHING AN ONLINE AND PHONE CONVENIENGE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM APPLICATION FEE: AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

A)
PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.-54-H

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AMENDING SECTION 5-56
AND ADDING SUBSECTION' (C) TO SECTION 5-59 OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY
CODE; INCREASING THE PERCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS THAT
SHALL BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART, CAPPING THE
TOTAL AMOUNT THAT CAN BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF
DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS RECEIVED FROM INSURANCE
CLAIMS ON PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES FUND: AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. .

PROPOSED ORDIMANCE NO. 55-H

AN ORDINANCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 1.02(C)5)B., ST. PETERSBURG
CITY CHARTER, AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS CONTAINED IN THE JOINT
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT (“IPA") AND THE AVIATION PROGRAM ASSURANCES
WHICH ARE ATTACHED TO THE JPA, TO 8E EXECUTED BY THE CITY, AS A
REQUIREMENT FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
{"FDOT") GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 FOR THE TAXIWAY A-1AND
SOUTH APRON PROJECT WHICH, INTER ALIA REQUIRE THAT THE CITY WILL NOT
SELL, LEASE, ENCUMBER OR OTHERWISE TRANSFER OR DISPOSE OF ANY PART
OF ITS TITLE OR OTHER INTERESTS IN THE REAL PROPERTY SHOWN AS AIRPORT
OWHED OR CONTROLLED ON THE CURRENT AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN WITHOUT
PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE FDOT, THROUGHOUT THE USEFUL LIFE OF A
FACIUTY DEVELOPED FOR ANY AIRPORT DEVEL OPMENT, NOR CAUSE OR PERIMIT
ANY ACTIVITY OR ACTION ON THE AIRPORT WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH ITS
USE FOR AIRPORT PURPOSES FOR A PERIOD, NOT TO EXCEED 20 YEARS FROM
THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE JPA; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE
TO ACCEPT THE-GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR HIS DESKGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS ORDINANCE; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
FROM THE INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (4033} RESULTING FROM THESE ADDITIONAL
REVENUES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 TO THE AIRPORT ~ TAXIWAY
A-1 AND SOUTH APRON PROJECT (PROJECT #12477); PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR EXPIRATION. ; :

Data:b Novembet 1, 2012 Time: 9:00 a.m.

City Council Chamber
City Hall, 175 5th Street North

Notice is hereby given that all interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard
by City Council, with respect to the proposed ordinance(s) listed above. Copies of the
proposed ordinance(s) are available in the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, and may be inspected
by the public. Any person who decides to appeal the decision made by the City Council
with respect to these matters (this matter) will need a record of the proceedings and that for
such purpose the person making the appeal will nead to ensure that a verbatim record of
the proceedings is made which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the
appeal is to be based.

if you are a person with a disability who needs an accommodation in order to participate in this
proceeding, please contact the City Clerk's Office, (727) 893-7448, or call our TDD number,
892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting and we will provide that accommodation

for you.
D /

838562-01

Eva Anduijar, City Clerk
10/21/2012
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 54-H of the City of St. Petersburg amending Section 5-56
and adding Subsection (c) to Section 5-59 of the St. Petersburg City Code; increasing the percentage
from public works projects that shall be set aside for the acquisition of works of art;
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ST. PE1ERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeltmg of November 1, 2012

TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Clhair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Ordinance amending section 5-56 and Adding Subsection (c) te Section 5-59 of
the St. Petersburg City Code; incrcasihg the percentage from public works projects that shall be
set aside for the acquisition of works of art; providing for the deposit of the proceeds received

from insurance claims on public art collection into the art in public places fund; and providing
for an effective date.

EXPLANATION: The City of St. P'ftcrsburg began its Percent for Art program in 1990 and has
worked with the Public Art CommiSSfon to create a 73-piece public art collection. Through the
program, dollars from specified capital improvement projects are set aside to fund works of art
which shall be displayed in, upon, orjadjacent to a city owned facility and for such
administrative, insurance, or repair aﬁxd maintenance costs reasonably attributable to the
operation of the program. The Public Art Commission and the art in public places fund are
addressed in Chapter 5, sections 54—&0 of the St. Petersburg City Code.

After significant research and discussion, the Public Art Commission recommended amending
the formula used to calculate the set-aside for public works of art. Additionally, following a
professional appraisal of the collection, the Commission acquired a stand-alone insurance policy
for the collection and recommended an addition to the ordinance related to the insurance policy.

On July 26, 2012, City Council heard a report item regarding these recommendations from the
Public Art Commission and adopted resolutions requesting that the City Attorney’s Office draft
an ordinance to make the below described change and addition to the St. Petersburg City Code.

The attached proposed ordinance amends section 5-36 and adds subsection (c) to section 5-59 of
the St. Petersburg City Code.

aside for the acquisition of works|of art and caps the total amount that can be set aside at

This proposed ordinance increases rme percentage from public works projects that shall be set
$500,000 for any single project. It is a straight line formula as follows:

For public works projects with construction costs between $100,000 and $2,500,000, two percent
(2%) shall be set aside for the acquisition of works of art. For public works projects with
construction costs between $2,500,001 and $10,000,000, one percent (1%) shall be set aside for
the acquisition of works of art. Fgr public works projects with construction costs exceeding

$10,000,001, three-quarters of a percent (3/4%) shall be set aside for the acquisition of works of
art.

This proposed ordinance also adds a new subsection to the art in public places fund requiring the
proceeds from any insurance claim made on the City’s Public Art Collection insurance policy be
deposited into said fund for the repair or replacement of the damaged piece(s) in the City’s
Public Art Collection, which is a 73 piece collection.



All other sections of the Code, including the types of projects specified remain the same.

A first reading for this ordinance was|held on October 18, 2012.

RECOMMENDATION: Administriation recommends approval of the attached ordinance

amending the Percent for Art formula and adding a subsection regarding the Public Art
Collection insurance policy, as recommended by the Public Art Commission.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT iNF ORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENT: Ordinance

Resolutions
'V’
\
APPROVALS: Administrative: /IZMMI' [0-]5[2- &\\/\"9
Budget: N/A

Legal: Wﬂ




AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
AMENDING SECTION 5-56 AND ADDING
SUBSECTION (C) TO SECTION 5-59 OF THE ST.
PETERSBURG |CITY CODE; INCREASING THE
PERCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS
THAT SHALL| BE SET ASIDE FOR THE
ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART; CAPPING THE
TOTAL AMOUNT THAT CAN BE SET ASIDE FOR
THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART;
PROVIDING FOR THE DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS
RECEIVED FROM INSURANCE CLAIMS ON PUBLIC
ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC
PLACES FUND; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Section 5-56 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended as
follows:

Sec. 5-56 — Public dedication.
A percentage of the construction

Gae—pereenﬁ-ef—tae—ﬁfs{—s%@%‘go-%-
cost of from all pubhc wprks pro;ccts ee%agmer&ﬂaaa&%@@%@ exceedlng
§100,000 and-one 9 i oB-cast-65a o e

; -900—00—aad—$4——590—000—00— shaII be set asxdc for the
acquisition of works of art, which shall be displayed in, upon, or adjacent to a city
owned facility, and for such administrative, insurance, or repair and maintenance
costs reasonably attribu%le to the operation of this article. For public works

proiects with construction costs between $100,000 and $2,500,000, two percent
(2%) shall be set aside [for the acquisition of works of art. For public works

projects with construction costs between $2.500,001 and $10.000,000, one
percent {1%) shall be set aside for the acquisition of works of art. For public
works projects with cons ructlon costs e:xceedmg 310,000,001, three-quartegs of a

public works project under this article shall not exceed $500.000. If it would be
inappropriate to display a work of art at a facility, if the funds set aside from any
public works project are not sufficient to acquire a work of art appropriate for the
City or if the Comm1ssm? deems it appropriate to pool funds to provide for works
of art of greater cost or a larger more intricate or detailed work of art at another
facility, then such monies shall be used for the acquisition of a work of art for
display in, upon or adjacent to any other city facilities. The Commission should
determine at the beginning of cach fiscal year which budgeted public works
projects will receive a work of art. The Commission shall determine what portion
of the set aside funds shall be used for acquisition, administration, insurance,




repair and maintenance in each instance and shall determine at which facility a
work of art shall be displayed.

SECTION 2. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new
Section 5-59 (¢) to read as follows:

Sec. 5-59 — Art in public places fund.

¢} The proceeds from anv claims made on the public art ion’s insurance

policy shall be deposited in the art in public places fund which shall be used to
repair or replace damaged or destroyed works of art in the City’s public art
collection.

SECTION 3. Words that are struek-through shall be deleted from the existing
City Code and words that are :underlined shall be added to the existing City Code.
Provisions not specifically amcnded shall continue in full force and effect.

SECTION 4. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If
any portion of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional it shall not affect the
constitutionality of any other portion of this ordinance.

SECTION 5. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the
fifth business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through
written notice filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the Ordinance, in
which case the Ordinance shall ibecome effective immediately upon filing such written
notice with the City Clerk. In the event this Ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Chancr it shall not become effective unless and until the City
Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case it shall
become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to form and content:

Waualy L/

Clty Attomey (dksignee)
documen( number 00163375




NO. 2012-340

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THAT THE
CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE DRAFT AN
ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 5-56 OF
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE TO
CHANGE THE PERCENT OF ART FORMULA
PURSUANT TO THE PUBLIC ART
COMMISSION’S RECOMMENDATION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that this City Council hereby requests that the City Attorney’s Office draft
an ordinance amending section 5-56 of the St. Petersburg City Code to change the percent of
art formula pursuant to the Public Art Commission’s recommendation.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Adopted at a regular se:ssion of the City Council held on the 26th day of July,
2012.

Leslie Curran Chair-Councilmember
Presiding Officer of the City Council

-
ATTEST: /éd W

Eva Andujar City Clérﬁ;
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NO. 2012-338

A RESOCLUTION REQUESTING THAT THE
CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE DRAFT AN
ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 5-59 OF
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE TO ADD
A SUBSECTION THAT PROVIDES FOR THE
PROCEEDS FROM ANY CLAIMS MADE ON
THE PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INSURANCE
POLICY BE DEPOSITED IN THE ART IN
PUBLIC PLACES FUND FOR REPAIR OR
REPLACEMENT OF DAMAGED PIECES IN
THE CITY'S PUBLIC ART COLLECTION;
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that this City Council hereby requests that the City Attorney’s Office draft
an ordinance amending section 5-59 of the St. Petersburg City Code to add a subsection that
provides for the proceeds from any claims made on the public art collection insurance policy
be deposited in the art in public places fund for repair or replacement of damaged pieces in the
City’s Public Art Collection. '

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Adopted at a regular se;ssion of the City Council held on the 26th day of July,

2012.
E LA Zr—
Leslie Curran Chair-Councilmember
Presiding Officer of the City Counncil
-
ATTEST:

Eva Andujar City CJérk
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Tampa Bay Times
Published Daily
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida
RIDA
STATE OF FLORID } ..

COUNTY OF Pinellas

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared A.
Robison who on oath says that he/she is Legal Clerk of the
Tampa Bay Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg,
in Pincllas County, Florida; that the attached copy of

advertisement, being a Legal Notice in the matter RE: ST !

PETERSBURG PUBLIC HEARING ON NOWV. 1, 2012 SIX
ORDINANCES was published in said newspaper in the issues of
Neighborhood Times St Petersburg , 10/21/2012 .
Affiant further says the said Tampa Bay Times
newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County,
Florida and that the said newspaper has heretofore been
continuously published in said Pinellas County, Florida, each day
and has been entered as second class mail matter at the post
office in St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, Florida, for a
period of one year next preceding the first publication of the
attached copy of advertisement, and affiant further says that he
/she has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or
corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the
purpose of securing this advertisement for publication in the said

newspaper.
A Kobois O

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 23rd day of October A.D.2012

Signature of Notary Public

Personally known X or produced indentification

Type of indentification produced

JOBEPH F. FISH

5 MY GOMMISSION #0D976007
EXPIRES: JUN 28, 2014
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 1040-V

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A 20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS &
UTILITY EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2ND
SOUTH AND 3RID STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON THE UNIVERSITY CENTER
SUBDIVISION, RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 126, PAGES 11, 12 AND 13; SETTING
FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION T0O BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 1041-V _

AN ORDINANCE  APPROVING VACATION OF THE STREET CORNER RIGHTS-OF-
WAY ON CACH CORNER OF THE BLOCK BOUND BY 3RD AVENUE BOUTH, 4TH
STREET SOUTH, 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH
CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BEGOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING FORAN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 52-H

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST PETERSBURG CITY CODE REGARDING
ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING REGULATIONS REGARDING NONCONFORMING
SIGNS; CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS OF HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE;
AMENDING CERTAIN REGULATIONS FOR DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
CENTERS, FLAGS AND LARGE FACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN EXEMPTION
PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEECH SIGNS BOTH HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON;
CREATING A DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN EXEMPTION FOR
HUMAN SIGNS, AND ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS; DELETING
THE PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS USED AS SIGNS;
CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL. EXTENSIONS FOR OFF-
PREMISES SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 53-H

~ AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION OF CERTAIN FEES FOR RECORDING
AND RELEASING LIENS; ESTABLISHING AN ONLINE AND PHONE CONVENIENGCE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM APPLICATION FEE: AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE,

| \
PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.-54-H

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AMENDING SECTION 5-56
AND ADDING SUBSECTION' (C) TO SECTION 5-58 OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY
CODE; INCREASING THE PERCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS THAT
SHALL BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART; CAPPING THE
TOTAL AMOUNT THAT CAN BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF
ART. PROVIDING FOR THE DEPOSIT OF PROGEEDS RECEIVED FROM INSURANCE
CLAIMS ON PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES FUND: AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. .

PROPOSED CRIDINANCE NO. 55-H

AN ORDINANCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 1.02(C)5)B., ST. PETERSBURG
CITY CHARTER, AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS CONTAINED IN THE JOINT
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT {“JPA™ AND THE AVIATION PROCGRAM ASSURAMCES
WHICH ARE ATTAGHED TO THE JPA, TO BE EXECUTED BY THE CITY, AS A
BEQUIREMENT FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
{'FDOT"} GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 FOR THE TAXIWAY A-1 AND
SOUTH APRON PROJECT WHICH, INTER ALIA REQUIRE THAT THE CITY WILL NOT
SELL, LEASE, ENCUMBER OR OTHERWISE TRANSFER OR DISPOSE OF ANY PART
OF ITS TITLE OR OTHER INTERESTS IN THE REAL PROPERTY SHOWN AS AIRPORT
OWNED OR CONTROLLED ON THE CURRENT AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN WITHOUT
PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE FDOT, THROUGHOUT THE USEFUL LIFE OF A
FACHITY DEVELOPED FOR ANY AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT, NOR CAUSE OR PERIMIT
ANY ACTIVITY OR ACTION ON THE AIRPORT WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH ITS
USE FOR AIRPORT PURPOSES FOR A PERIOD, NOT TO EXCEED 20 YEARS FROM
THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE JPA; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR ORHIS DESIGNEE
TG ACCEPT THE-GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS ORDINANCE; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPHOPRIATION
FROM THE INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (4033} RESULTING FROM THESE ADDITIONAL
REVENUES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 TO THE AIRPORT ~ TAXIWAY
A-1 AND SOUTH APRON PROJECT (PROJECT #12477); PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR EXPIRATION, :

Date: Novembet 1,2012 Time: 9:00 a.m.

City Council Chamber
City Hall, 175 5th Street North

Notice is hereby given that all interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard
by City Council, with respect to the proposed ordinance(s) listed above. Copies of the
" proposed ordinance(s) are available in the City Clerk’s Office, Gity Half, and may be inspected
by the public. Any person who decides to appeal the decision made by the City Council
with respect to these matters (this matter) will need a record of the proceedings and that for
such purpose the person making the appeal will need to ensure that a verbatim record of
the proceedings is made which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the
appeal is to be based.

If you are a person with a disability who needs an accommodation in order to participate in this
proceeding, please contact the City Clerk’s Office, (727) 893-7448, or calt our TDD number,
892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting and we will provide that accommodation

Eva Anduijar, City Clerk

for you.
638562-01

10/21/2012
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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

City Council Meeting of November 1, 2012
TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: David Metz, Director, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department ﬂdquﬂ’

SUBJECT: An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg
City Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint
Participation Agreement ("JPA”) and the Aviation Program Assurances
which are attached to the JPA, to be executed by the City, as a
requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of Transportation
("FDOT") Grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000 for the Taxiway A-
1 and South Apron Project which, inter alia require that the City will not
sell, lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of its
title or other interests in the real property shown as airport owned or
controlled on the current airport layout plan without prior written
approval of the FDOT, throughout the useful life of a facility developed
for any airport development, nor cause or permit any activity or action
on the airpprt which would interfere with its use for airport purposes for
a period, not to exceed 20 years from the effective date of the JPA;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the Grant in an amount
not to exceed $82,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance;
approving a supplemental appropriation from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund
(4033) resulting from these additional revenues in the amount not to
exceed $82,000 to the Airport — Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project
(Project #12477); providing an effective date; and providing for
expiration.

EXPLANATION: Section 1.02 (c) (5) B of the St. Petersburg City Code authorizes City
Council, by a single ordinance dealing with only a single encumbrance, receiving a public
hearing and receiving an affirmative vote for at least six (6) members of City Council, to
permit the recording of encumbrances on Albert Whitted Airport as follows:

Encumbrances or restrictions of up to twenty years for that property or portions of
that property generally known as Albert Whitted Airport which would restrict the use
of that property, or portions of that property, to airport uses each time such a
restriction is executed. The Albert Whitted property is generally described as:
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All of Block 1, Albert Whitted Airport Second Replat and Additions as recorded in Plat
Book 112 Pages 23 and 24, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida

On August 16, 2012, City Council approved Ordinance No.41-H which authorized the City to
apply for and accept a grant from the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA”), in an amount
not to exceed $950,000 which provides ninety (90%) percent of the construction costs of the
Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project. On September 19, 2012, the Mayor’s designee
executed the grant after receiving the formal grant offer from the FAA in the amount of
$867,830.

As the Airport Sponsor for Albert Whitted Airport, the City must provide the ten ( 10%) match
for the FAA grant.

The Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") has offered the City a grant to provide up
to eighty (80%) percent of the City’s match requirement (or 8% of the total project’s costs).

Accordingly, the project funding and participation from each agency will be as follows:

FAA - $867,830(90%)
FDOT - $ 77,140( 8%)
City -$ 19,285( 2%)

Acceptance of any grants requires the City to meet certain grant assurances, including a 20-
year commitment to keep the Albert Whitted Airport property as an operating airport.

A First Reading of this Ordinance was held on October 18, 2012.

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends adoption of the Ordinance in
accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, authorizing the restrictions
contained in the Joint Participation Agreement ("JPA") and the Aviation Program Assurances
which are attached to the JPA, to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the
Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") Grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000 for
the Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project which, inter alia require that the City will not sell,
lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of its title or other interests in
the real property shown as airport owned or controlled on the current airport layout plan
without prior written approval of the FDOT, throughout the useful life of a facility developed
for any airport development, nor cause or permit any activity or action on the airport which
would interfere with its use for airport purposes for a period, not to exceed 20 years from the
effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the Grant in an
amount not to exceed $82,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; approving a supplemental appropriation
from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund
(4033) resulting from these additional revenues in the amount not to exceed $82,000 to the
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Airport — Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (Project #12477); and providing an effective
date; and providing for expiration;

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funding in the project will be available after a
supplemental appropriation in the amount of $82,000 from the increase in the unappropriated
balance of the Airport Capital Projects Fund (4033), resulting from these additional revenues,
to the South Apron Project (12477).

Approvals:

Legal:

Budget:/’4w /0\_

Legal: M64037.doc v. 1

Administration:J/, i&/&
v U/
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Ordinance No.

An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg
City Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint
Participation Agreement ("JPA") and the Aviation Program Assurances
which are attached to the JPA, to be executed by the City, as a
requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of Transportation
("FDOT") Grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000 for the Taxiway
A-1 and South Apron Project which, inter alia require that the City will
not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or dispose of any part
of its title or other interests in the real property shown as airport
owned or controlled on the current airport layout plan without prior
written approval of the FDOT, throughout the useful life of a facility
developed for any airport development, nor cause or permit any
activity or action on the airport which would interfere with its use for
airport purposes for a period, not to exceed 20 years from the
effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
accept the Grant in an amount not to exceed $82,000; authorizing the
Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to
effectuate this Ordinance; approving a supplemental appropriation
from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital
Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from these additional revenues in
the amount not to exceed $82,000 to the Airport — Taxiway A-1 and
South Apron Project (Project #12477); providing an effective date;
and providing for expiration.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section One. Albert Whitted Municipal Airport (“Airport”) is defined by the
City of St. Petersburg, Florida, City Charter Section 1.02(c)(5) B. as: All of Block 1,
Albert Whitted Airport Second Replat and Additions as recorded in Plat Book 112 Pages
23 and 24, Public Records of Pinelias County, Florida.

Section Two. The Florida Department of Transportation (“"FDOT”) has
offered the City grant in the estimated amount of $82,000 ("Grant”). The Grant is to be
used for the following project on the Airport: construction of Taxiway A-1 and the South
Apron. The Grant will provide an eight percent (8%) match toward the total cost of the
project.

Section Three. The restrictions contained in the Aviation Program
Assurances which are set forth in the grant agreement ("JPA”) to be executed by the
City, as a requirement for receipt of the Grant for the project described in Section Two
of this ordinance, which require that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise
transfer or dispose of any part of the City's right, title or other interests in the real
property shown as Airport owned or controlled on the current Airport Layout Plan



without the prior written approval of the Department, throughout the useful life of a
facility developed for any Airport development not to exceed 20 years from the effective
date of the JPA, nor cause or permit any activity or action on the Airport which would
interfere with its use for airport purposes for a period, not to exceed 20 years from the
effective date of the JPA, are authorized.

Section Four. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to accept a grant
from the FDOT in an amount not to exceed $82,000.

Section Five. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this ordinance.

Section Six. There is hereby approved from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from
these additional revenues, the following supplemental appropriations for the Fiscal Year
2012:

Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033)

Taxiway A-1 and South Apron (Project #12477) $82,000

Section Seven. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be
deemed to be severable. If any portion of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional, it
shall not affect the constitutionality of any other portion of this ordinance.

Section Eight. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by
the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the
expiration of the fifth business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City
Council through written notice filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the
ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall become effective immediately upon filing
such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this ordinance is vetoed by the
Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless and until
the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case it
shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Section Nine. Expiration. In the event the FDOT fails to award the Grant

set forth in Section Two, above, within one year of the effective date of this ordinance,
this ordinance shall expire.

Approvals: _ / , /
Legal: // /é% pa Administration: ./W N

Budget:

Legal: 00163549.docv. 2



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of November 1, 2012

To: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Awarding a contract to Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc. in the amount of $896,655.50 for
the construction of Albert Whitted Municipal Airport, Taxiway “A1” and South Apron
Improvements, and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $867,830 from the
increase in the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033)
resulting from these additional revenues to the Airport —Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project
(#12477) (Engineering Project No. 09050-113; Oracle Project No. 12477).

Explanation: The contractor will provide all labor, material, services, and equipment necessary
to construct a new paved aircraft tie-down apron area for 31 aircraft, and connector taxiway
south of Runway 7-25, providing additional aircraft storage space and taxiway holding areas.
Work includes grading, storm drainage, asphalt pavement, airfield lighting and signs, and
sodding. This project will enhance airfield operations and safety, and is being implemented
pursuant to a federal grant approved by City Council on August 16, 2012.

Work includes the following approximate quantities: 14,760 square yards (SY) of 6” Subgrade
Stabilization; 1,620 cubic yards (CY) of Recycled Concrete Aggregate Base Course; 1,550 tons
of P-403 Asphaltic Concrete Surface Course; 1,420 gallons (Gal.) of Bituminous Prime Coat;
3,645 square feet (SF) of Reflective Pavement Markings; 5,120 SF of Non-Reflective Pavement
Markings; 99 each (ea.) Aircraft Tie-Down Anchors; 102 linear feet (LF) of 18" Reinforced
Concrete Pipe (RCP); 225 If of 24” RCP; 358 If of 36" RCP; 6 ea. Type “D” Inlets; 14,560 SY of
Sodding; 1,650 CY of Topsoil Placement; 7,400 LF of No. 8 AWG, 5kV L-824-C Cable; 1,425
LF of Bare Counterpoise Wire; 1,390 If of Electrical Conduit, 1-Way, 2 inch Schedule 40 PVC;
37 ea. L-861T, Elevated Medium Intensity L.E.D. Taxiway Edge Lights in Earth Shoulder; 5 ea.
L-861T, Elevated Medium Intensity Quartz Taxiway Edge Lights in Earth Shoulder; 3 ea.
Relocate L-858 Signs, Double Face, Size 1, Style 5, 5-6 Characters with new Concrete Pad.

The contractor will begin work approximately ten (10) days from Notice to Proceed and is
scheduled to complete the work within one hundred fifty (150) consecutive calendar days
thereafter. Bids were opened on July 10, 2012 and are tabulated as follows:

Bidder Contract Total
Kamminga and Roodvoets, Inc. ( Tampa, FL) $ 896,655.50
Ajax Paving Industries of Florida, LLC (Nokomis, FL) $ 953,224.00
Gator Grading and Paving, LLC (Palmetto, FL) $1,008,206.25

The low bidder, Kamminga and Roodvoets Inc. (Tampa, Fl), has satisfactorily performed other
similar projects in the past for various airport authorities located in Michigan and Tennessee as
well as roadway and drainage improvements project for the City. Principals of the firm are Kurt
Poll, President, Marcus B. Tidey, Jr., Vice President and Kraig L. Klynstra, Secretary/Treasurer.

Continued on Page 2



Albert Whitted Municipal Airport, Taxiway “A1” and South Apron Improvements
November 1, 2012
Page 2

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this Contract to Kamminga and
Roodvoets, Inc. in the amount of $896,655.50

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: A federal grant of $867,830 has been accepted from
the FAA, which represents 90% of the cost of this project. Additionally, FDOT will provide 8%
match at $77,140 with the City providing the remaining 2% match at $19,285 and all totaling
$964,255. Funds are available in the Airport Capital Fund (4033) and the General Capital
Improvements Fund (3001), Apron Construction Project (12477) after a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $867,830 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the
Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from these additional revenues to the Airport
~Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (#12477).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

Admi:;traﬁve




A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND APPROVING
THE AWARD OF AN AGREEMENT TO KAMMINGA &
ROODVOETS, INC. FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE
ALBERT WHITTED MUNICIPAL AIRPORT TAXIWAY “Al1”
AND SOUTH APRON IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT AT A
TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $896,655.50; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
TRANSACTION; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATION IN THE AMOUNT OF $867,830 FROM THE
INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE
AIRPORT  CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND  (4033)
RESULTING FROM A FAA GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF
$867,830 TO THE AIRPORT-TAXIWAY A-1 AND SOUTH
APRON  PROJECT (#12477); AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received three
bids for construction of the Albert Whitted Municipal Airport, Taxiway “A1” and South Apron
Improvements Project pursuant to Bid No. 7315 dated June 7, 2012; and

WHEREAS, Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc. has met the requirements of Bid No.
7329; and :

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the bid and award of an agreement to Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.
for construction of the Albert Whitted Municipal Airport, Taxiway “A1” and South Apron
Improvements Project at a total cost not to exceed $896,655.50 is hereby approved and the
Mayor or Mayor's Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this
transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that there is hereby approved from the increase in
the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from the
FAA Grant to the Airport — Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (#12477) the following
supplemental appropriation for Fiscal Year 2013:

Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033)
Airport Taxiway A-1 and South Apron Project (#12477) $867,830

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Budget Depattment

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attoméy (Designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of November 1, 2012

TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to
Task Order No. 08-03—-LPA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
LPA Group, Inc. in the amount not to exceed $14,083.00 for construction phase
professional engineering services for the Albert Whitted Airport — Taxiway “A1”
Extension for a total amount of $113,984.00 (Engineering Project No. 09050-113;
Oracle No. 12477)

EXPLANATION: On January 8, 2008, the City Council approved a Master Agreement
with the professional consulting engineering firm of LPA Group, Inc. for engineering
services related to the design and construction of Albert Whitted Airport Improvement
Projects.

On September 8, 2009, the City administratively authorized Task Order No. 08-03-LPA
in the amount of $99,901.00 to perform design phase services for geometric
reconfiguration improvements and reconstruction of Taxiway A1; construction of
holding/run-up area and new apron to serve aircraft parking both contiguous with
Taxiway A1, plus related pavement markings, aircraft tie-downs, drainage
improvements and modifications to airfield lighting and signage systems affected by the
proposed improvements. Taxiway A1 is orientated north/south and connects aircraft to
Taxiway C to the south and with Runway 7-25 to the north. These design services
along with corresponding bidding assistance phase services were satisfactorily fulfilled
at the cost of $99,901.00.

Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. 08-03-LPA scope of work includes, but is not
limited to, construction phase services consisting of attending the pre-construction
meeting; review of shop drawing submittals; responding to the contractor’'s requests for
information and clarifications to the contract documents; conducting interim job site
visits; conducting final inspection with the contractor; and preparation and submittal of
record drawings and FAA construction management plan.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. 08-03-LPA to the Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and LPA Group, Inc. in the amount not to exceed
$14,083.00, bringing the total not to exceed amount to $113,984.00.
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COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: A federal grant in the amount of
$867,830 has been accepted from the FAA, which represents 90% of the cost of this
project. Additionally, FDOT will provide 8% of the match at $77,140 with the City
providing the remaining 2% match at $19,285 and all totaling $964,255. Funds are
available in the Airport Capital Fund (4033) and the General Capital Improvements
Fund (3001), Apron Construction Project (12477).

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

APPROVALS: ﬂd‘(f

rch Adminisfrafive U Budget
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Resolution No. 2012-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE
AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO TASK ORDER NO.
08-03-LPA TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AND LPA
GROUP, INC. IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $14,083.00 FOR CONSTRUCTION
PHASE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING
SERVICES FOR THE ALBERT WHITTED
AIRPORT — TAXIWAY “A1” EXTENSION FOR
A TOTAL AMOUNT OF $113,984.00
(ENGINEERING PROJECT NO. 09050-113,;
ORACLE NO. 12477)

WHEREAS, on January 8, 2008, the City Council approved a Master
Agreement with the professional consulting engineering firm of LPA Group, Inc. for
engineering services related to the design and construction of Albert Whitted Airport
Improvement Projects; and

WHEREAS, on September 8, 2009, the City administratively authorized
Task Order No. 08-03-LPA in the amount of $99,901.00 to perform design phase
services for geometric reconfiguration improvements and reconstruction of Taxiway A1
at the cost of $99,901.00; and

WHEREAS, this Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. 08-03-LPA provides
for construction phase services consisting of attending the pre-construction meeting;
review of shop drawing submittals; responding to the contractor's requests for
information and clarifications to the contract documents; conducting interim job site
visits; conducting final inspection with the contractor; and preparation and submittal of
record drawings and FAA construction management plan.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor or his designee execute Amendment No. 1 to
Task Order No. 08-03-LPA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
LPA Group, Inc. in the amount not to exceed $14,083.00 for construction phase
professional engineering services for the Albert Whitted Airport — Taxiway “A1”
Extension for a total amount of $113,984.00 (Engineering Project No. 09050-113;
Oracle No. 12477)

This resoluytion‘shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved by: ’ / Approved by:

% Lt BL

Legal Deparffment Thomas B. Gibson, P.E.
By: (City Attorney or Designee) Engineering Director
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Tampa Bay Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg,
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
CITY.OF ST. PETERSBURG

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO, 1040-V

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A 20 FOOT WIDE INGRESS/EGRESS &
UTILITY EASEMENT KNOWN AS CHARLES COURT SOUTH, RUNNING BETWEEN 2ND
STREET SOUTH AND 3RD STREET SOUTH, AS SHOWN ON THE UNIVERSITY GENTER
SUBDIVISION, HECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 326, PAGES 11, 12 AND 13: SETTING
FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE,

PROPOSED ORDINANGE NO. 1041-V _

AN ORDINANGE 'APPROVING VACATION OF THE STREET CORNER RIGHTS-OF -

WAY ON EACH CORNER' OF THE BLOCK BOUND BY 3RD AVENUE SOUTH, 4TH

STREET SOUTH, 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH

CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EF FECTIVE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN |
- EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 52-H

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE REGARDING
ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING REGULATIONS REGARDING NONCONFORMING
SIGNS; CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS OF HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE;
AMENDING GERTAIN REGULATIONS FOR DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
CENTERS, FLAGS AND LARGE EACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN EXEMPTION
PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEECH: SIGNS BOTH HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON;
CREATING A DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN EXEMPTION FOR
HUMAN SIGNS, AND ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS; DELETING
THE PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS USED AS SIGNS;
CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS FOR OFF-
PREMISES SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING AN EF FECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. §3-H

" AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE CITY CODE RELATING
TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND IMPOSITION OF CERTAIN FEES FOR RECORDING
AND RELEASING LIENS; ESTABLISHING AN ONLINE AND PHONE CONVENIENCE
PAYMENT FEE; AMENDING THE ALARM APPLICATION FEE: AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.-54-H

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AMENDING SECTION 5-56
AND ADDING SUBSECTION' (C) TO SECTION 5-59 OF THE ST, PETERSBURG CITY
CODE; INCREASING THE PERGCENTAGE FROM PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS THAT
SHALL BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF ART; CAPPING THE
TOTAL AMOUNT THAT CAN BE SET ASIDE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF WORKS OF
- ART; PROVIDING FOR THE DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS REGEIVED FROM INSURANCE
CLAIMS ON PUBLIC ART COLLECTION INTO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLAGES FUND: AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. .

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 55-H

AN ORDINANCE N ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 1.02(C)(5)B., ST. PETERSBURG
CITY CHARTER, AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS GONTAINED iN THE JOINT
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT (“JPA™) AND THE AVIATIOM PROGRAM ASSURANGCES
WHICH ARE ATTACHED TO THE JPA, 7O BE EXECUTED BY THE CITY, AS A
REQUIREMENT FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
('FDOT") GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 FOR THE TAXIWAY A-1 AND
SCUTH APRON PROJECT WHICH, INTER ALIA REQUIRE THAT THE CITY WILL NOT
SELL, LEASE, ENCUMBER OR OTHERWISE TRANSFER OR DISPOSE OF ANY PART
OF ITS TITLE OR OTHER INTERESTS IN THE REAL PROPERTY SHOWN AS AIRPORT
OWNED OR CONTROLLED ‘ON THE CURRENT AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN WITHOUT
PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE FDOT, THROUGHOUT THE USEFUL LIFE OF A
FACILITY DEVELOPED FOR ANY AIBPORT DEVELOPMENT, NOR CAUSE OR PERIMIT
ANY ACTIITY OR ACTION ON THE AIRPORT WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH ITS
USE FOR AIRPORT PURPOSES FOR A PERIOD, NOT TO EXCEED 20 YEARS FROM
THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE JPA; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE )
TO AGCEPT THE-GRANT 1IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO £XCEED $82,000; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS ORDINANCE; APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
FROM THE INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (4033) RESULTING FROM THESE ADDITIONAL
REVENUES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $82,000 TO THE AIRPORT - TAXIWAY
A-1 AND SOUTH APRON PROJECT (PROJECT #12477); PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR EXPIRATION. :

Date: Novembet 1, 2012 Time: 9:00 a.m.

City Council Chamber
City Hall, 175 5th Street North

Notice is hereby given that all interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard
by City Council, with respect to the proposed ordinance(s) listed above. Copies of the
" proposed ordinance(s) are availabie in the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, and may be inspected
by the public. Any person who decides to appeal the decision made by the City Council
with respect to these matters (this matter) will need a record of the proceedings and that for
such purpose the person making the appeal will need to ensure that a verbatim record of
the proceedings is made which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the
appeal is to be based.

If you are a person with a disability who needs an accommodation in orderto patticipate in this
proceeding, please contact the City Clerk’s Office, (727) 893-7448, or call our TOD number,
892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting and we will provide that accommodation

Eva Andujar, City Clerk

10/21/2012

for you.
b 5 838562-01




Attached documents for item Ordinance 52-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code regarding
abandoned signs; amending regulations regarding nonconforming signs; creating a Section

regulating signs of historic significance; amending certain regulations for digital or electronic
messag
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TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and Members of City Council
FROM: L —Philip Lazzara, AICP, Zoning Official

DATE: October 26, 2012

SUBJECT: Modifications to Proposed Sign Ordinance (City File No.: LDR

2011-02). November 1, 2012 Council Meeting Agenda Item D (6).

On November 1, 2012, proposed changes to the sign regulations are scheduled for second
reading and second public hearing. Based on comments provided by City Council at the
first reading and first public hearing on October 18, 2012, the following changes have
been made to the proposed Ordinance:

CC:

Repairs (not only structural alterations) to nonconforming signs have been
included as counting against the 25% threshold;

The proposed minimum dwell time for Electronic Message Centers has been
changed from five (5) minutes to one (1) minute;

The proposed prohibition on distracting movement by human signs has been
deleted; and

The proposed permitted locations for human signs have been modified to a
minimum of five (5) feet from the edge of the road or, where a sidewalk exists, a
minimum of five (5) feet from the edge of the road or anywhere on the side of the
sidewalk away from the road. Also human signs are prohibited from locating in
street parking spaces and from blocking access to the sidewalk.

Mayor Foster
Tish Elston
Rick Mussett
Dave Goodwin



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY
CODE REGARDING ABANDONED SIGNS; AMENDING
REGULATIONS REGARDING NONCONFORMING SIGNS;
CREATING A SECTION REGULATING SIGNS OF HISTORIC
SIGNIFICANCE; AMENDING CERTAIN REGULATIONS
FOR DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTERS,
FLAGS AND LARGE FACILITY SIGNS; AMENDING AN
EXEMPTION PROVIDING FOR FREE SPEECH SIGNS BOTH
HELD AND WORN BY A PERSON; CREATING A
DEFINITION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, CREATING AN
EXEMPTION FOR HUMAN SIGNS, AND ESTABLISHING
REGULATIONS FOR SUCH SIGNS; DELETING THE
PROHIBITION AGAINST THREE-DIMENSIONAL OBJECTS
USED AS SIGNS; CREATING NEW REGULATIONS FOR
THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS FOR OFF-PREMISES
SIGNS AND ON-PREMISES SIGNS; AND PROVIDING FOR
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The existing language in Section 16.40.120.3.4 of the St. Petersburg City
Code is hereby deleted in its entirety and Section 16.40.120.3.4 is hereby amended to read as
follows:

Section 16.40.120.3.4. -Abandoned on-premises signs:

A.  Definition. An on-premises sign becomes “abandoned” at the time any of the following
conditions occur:

1. there has been no sign copy appearing on the sign face for a period of
ninety (90) consecutive days; or
2. the establishment with which the sign is associated has ceased operation

for ninety (90) consecutive days. This definition excludes signs for
seasonal uses, which are operated intermittently throughout the year,
where business has not ceased operation on a permanent basis. A
conforming on-premises sign associated with an establishment that has
ceased operation shall not be deemed “abandoned” if the owner takes one
of the actions in Paragraph B.

a. Evidence that an establishment has ceased operation for ninety
(90) consecutive days includes, but is not limited to, the following:
1. No water and/or electric service to the establishment for a
ninety (90) consecutive day period;
2. Expiration of business tax at least ninety (90) consecutive
days prior without renewal;



3. Personal documented observation of City code
investigator(s) that establishment has ceased operation for
a period of ninety (90) consecutive days; or
4. General community knowledge, as documented through
going-out-of-business announcements, newspaper
announcements, etc. showing that the establishment has
ceased operation for at least ninety (90) consecutive days.

B.  When an establishment ceases operation, the owner of an on-premises sign that is
associated with the establishment shall within ninety (90) days reuse the sign in conjunction with
the ownership or operation of a new establishment on the property or take one of the following
actions:

1. Paint over the message on the sign face that advertises the business or
other activity of the establishment.

2. Remove the sign face and replace it with a blank sign face.

3. Reverse the sign face and not illuminate the sign face from the interior.
The message of the sign face shall not be visible when the sign face is
reversed.

4. Utilize the sign face to display the message, “this space available,” or

words of similar significance, and the name and telephone number of the
owner or the owner’s agent, while the premises are vacant. A sign that
contains such a message and that otherwise complies with the
requirements of this sign code shall be deemed an allowable temporary
sign for which a permit shall not be required.

C. If a freestanding on-premises sign that is nonconforming as to height, sign area, or
placement becomes “abandoned” under Paragraph A and remains abandoned for six (6)
consecutive months, such sign shall be removed by the property owner at the owner’s expense. If
the owner fails to remove the sign upon notice by the City, the City shall have the right to seek
available legal and equitable relief to have the sign removed, and the costs of such removal shall
be paid by the owner. No permit for any new sign on the site shall be issued until the abandoned
sign is removed. This shall not be deemed to require the removal of a lawful off-premises sign.

D.  If an existing building or structure is demolished, any existing freestanding on-premises
signs that are nonconforming as to height, sign area, or placement shall be considered abandoned
and shall be removed at the time of demolition. This shall not be deemed to require the removal
of a lawful off-premises sign.

SECTION 2. Section 16.40.120.3.5 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

16.40.120.3.5. -Nonconforming signs:



Except as provided in this sign code, a sign shall not be erected, raised, moved, placed,
reconstructed, extended, enlarged, or altered, unless in conformity with this sign code.

Nonconforming signs may be maintained er-repaired. However, if a nonconforming sign is
relocated or replaced, repaired or structurally altered by more than 25 percent of the
replacement cost of the existing sign, the sign shall be made to conform to this sign code. The
value of all structural alterations to a nonconforming sign shall be calculated cumulatively and
shall not exceed 25 percent of the replacement cost of the existing sign or the sign shall be
made to conform to this sign code.

A building or site which is improved or redeveloped at a cost in excess of 50 percent of the
assessed value of the existing building or site shall require any nonconforming sien which is
located on or is part of such building or site to conform to this sign code.

No variances to this subsection may be granted and the POD shall not accept any application
therefore..

SECTION 3. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new Section

16.40.120.3.6 to read as follows:

Section 16.40.120.3.6. - Signs of Historic Significance:

A.

Purpose. The Signs of Historic Significance regulations are intended:

1. To provide for the preservation of the City of St. Petersburg’s unique character,
history, and identity, as reflected in its historic and iconic signs, and

2. To preserve the sense of place that existed within the central business district and in
areas of the City with concentrations of surviving historic signs, and

3. To protect the community from inappropriate reuse of nonconforming and/or illegal
signs while ensuring that the signs are safe and well maintained, and

4. To prevent the unintentional loss of individual signs with historic or unique
characteristics and, where possible, to provide a means for their retention and
restoration, and

5. To allow the owner the flexibility to preserve historic and vintage signs. This
classification does not preclude owners from removing these signs. The regulations of
this section apply only to signs included in the City’s Inventory of Signs of Historic
Significance as set forth below.

Criteria for Identification of a Sign of Historic Significance

1. The Community Preservation Commission (the Commission) shall establish and
maintain an Inventory of Signs of Historic Significance.

2. A proposed Sign of Historic Significance shall comply with the following criteria.

a. Technical criteria;



1. The sign shall have been installed at least 40 years prior to the date of
application;

2. The sign is an example of technology, craftsmanship or design of the
period when it was constructed;

3. The sign uses historic sign materials or means of illumination such as
exposed integral incandescent lighting, or exposed neon lighting;

4. The sign may include, but is not limited to, a detached sign, a projecting
sign, a roof sign, a painted building sign, or a sign integral to the
building’s design (fascia sign) or any other type of sign that was permitted
on the property;

5. The sign is structurally safe or can be made safe without substantially
altering its historical appearance; and

6. The sign retains the majority of its character-defining features (materials,
technologies, structure, colors, shapes, symbols, text and/or art) that have
historical significance, are integral to the overall sign design, or convey
historical or regional context. If character-defining features have been
altered or removed, the majority of these features must be able to be
restored to their historic function and appearance.

b. Cultural/historical/design criteria:

1. The sign exemplifies the cultural, economic, and historic heritage of the
City;

2. The sign exhibits extraordinary aesthetic quality, creativity or innovation;
or

3. The sign is unique, was originally associated with a local business or local
or regional chain, there is academic research, including but not limited to
sign industry journals, articles or books to support its significance, or it is
a surviving example of a once common sign type that is no longer
common.

C. Process for Including a Sign in the Inventory of Signs of Historic Significance.

1. Application for inclusion in the Inventory of Signs of Historic Significance may be
made by the property owner having control over a sign or may be initiated by the
City.

2 Within 30 days of submittal of an application, the POD shall determine if the
application is complete and if the sign meets the applicable criteria for classification,
and shall notify the property owner in writing whether or not the sign is eligible for
classification as a Sign of Historic Significance.

3. If the POD determines that the sign is not eligible for classification, the property
owner may appeal the decision to the Commission by following the procedures for
appeals in the Application and Procedures Section. The Commission shall review the
application at a public hearing after providing notice as required in the Application
and Procedures Section.



4. If the POD determines that the sign is eligible for classification, the POD shall prepare
an inventory report within 45 days of the determination of eligibility, which shall
identify how the sign meets the applicable criteria, and schedule a public hearing
before the Commission after providing notice as required in the Application and
Procedures Section. The report shall include the legal description of the property on
which the sign is located.

5. After the public hearing, the Commission shall approve, approve with conditions, or
deny the request. The decision by the Commission shall be final unless appealed to
the City Council.

6. Notice of the inclusion on the inventory of Signs of Historic Significance shall be
mailed to the property owner.

7. Any notice required to be mailed by this section regarding Signs of Historic
Significance is only required to be mailed to the property owner and not property
owners within 200 feet.

Exemptions, replica signs.

1. Classification as a Sign of Historic Significance does not require a Certificate of
Appropriateness for changes to the sign or demolition of the sign.

2. Signs classified as a Sign of Historic Significance are exempt from the sign
regulations regarding height, area, and location as set forth in the sign code.

3. Signs of Historic Significance that are nonconforming as to size, height, or location
are exempt from the regulations governing nonconforming signs and abandoned
signs. However, changes to the sign may not increase the nonconformity unless a
variance is approved by the Commission.

4. A Sign of Historic Significance may be repaired, restored, and/or adaptively reused if
there is sufficient surviving original material or sufficient historical documentation
(photographs, postcards, permits, or other records) as determined by the POD on
which to base the repair, restoration or adaptive reuse. A permit is required before a
sign may be repaired, restored, and/or adaptively reused. The property owner may file
an application for a permit with the POD. The POD shall review the application for
compliance with this section. Upon issuance of the permit, an existing Sign of
Historic Significance may then be repaired, restored, or rehabilitated either in place,
or off-site, and then re-erected on site as set forth in Section E (subject to receipt of
any required building permit). If the POD denies the permit application, the property
owner or applicant may appeal the decision to the Commission. The decision by the
Commission shall be final unless appealed to the City Council.

5. A Sign of Historic Significance may be repaired or restored to any past appearance
prior to 40 years before the date of the application. If the owner of a Sign of Historic
Significance provides documentation or physical evidence that the original design
included intermittent lighting features (e.g., flashing, blinking, chasing or
sequentially lit elements which create the appearance of movement) or moving parts,
those sign elements may be repaired and restored and shall be exempt from those
prohibitions in the sign code.



6. A Sign of Historic Significance that will be adaptively reused must retain, repair, or
restore the majority of the character-defining features (e.g., materials, technologies,
structure, colors, shapes, symbols, text, typography and/or artwork) that have
historical significance, or are integral to the overall design of the sign, or convey
historical or regional context. Changes to character-defining text (size, font,
coloration) are not allowed. Any text that is not character defining can be changed.
Changes to noncharacter defining text must either match or be compatible with the
character defining text, or the text being replaced, in terms of materials, letter size,
font, and color.

7. A Replica Sign is permissible when based on sufficient historical documentation of
the sign and its location. The sign to be replicated must have been originally
installed at least 40 years prior to the date of application. In order to construct a
Replica Sign, the sign being replicated must be a Sign of Historic Significance. A
Replica Sign shall meet the same criteria, reviews and processes as a Sign of
Historic Significance. A sign can be replicated only once. Replicas of replicas are
not permitted. A Replica Sign must use historical materials and technologies, or use
contemporary materials and technologies that visually match historical ones.
Replica Signs shall only be allowed on the property on which the Sign of Historic
Significance was originally erected and shall not be relocated. Variances to height
and area shall not be required, however, the replica sign must meet setback
requirements unless a variance is granted by the Commission.

8. A permit is required before a sign may be replicated. The property owner may file an
application for a replication permit with the POD. The POD shall review the
application for compliance with this section. A Replica Sign shall meet the same
criteria, reviews and processes as a Sign of Historic Significance. Upon issuance of
the permit, the Sign of Historic Significance may be replicated. If the POD denies
the permit application, the property owner may appeal the decision to the
Commission. The decision by the Commission shall be final unless appealed to the
City Council.

E. Guidelines for Relocating a Sign of Historic Significance. If the current location of a Sign
of Historic Significance prevents desired development, the sign may be relocated to
another site to ensure preservation. Signs removed from their original location may be
stored elsewhere before relocation.

1. A Sign of Historic Significance may be relocated as follows:

a. To another location on the same property,

b. To another location that houses the same or similar business,

c. To areas of similar character as the present location, or

d. To the original location
2. A Sign of Historic Significance shall not be relocated to NT or NS zoned property.
3. All relocations are subject to the following:



a. The sign shall meet the required sign setbacks of the zoning district in which it
is relocated or the required setback for the principal structure, whichever is
less.

b. Projecting signs that project into the public right-of-way shall have the required
incidental architectural details contained in Chapter 25 and shall follow the
sign permitting process.

4. Ifrelocated to another property, the Sign of Historic Significance shall contain text on
the sign face or display a plaque that indicates that the sign has been relocated, the
date of relocation, and the original location.

5. A permit is required before a sign may be relocated. The property owner may file an
application for a relocation permit with the POD. The POD shall review the
application for compliance with this section. Upon issuance of the permit, the Sign of
Historic Significance may be relocated. If the POD denies the permit application, the
property owner may appeal the decision to the Commission. The decision by the
Commission shall be final unless appealed to the City Council.

F. Sign Calculations for a Sign of Historic Significance. A Sign of Historic Significance
(whether relocated or not) and a replica sign shall not count against the total allowable sign area
allowed for the property and shall not count against the number of signs allowed for the property.

G. Demolition of a Sign of Historic Significance. Classification as a Sign of Historic
Significance does not prevent the owner from demolishing the sign. Demolition is subject to a 30
day waiting period, which begins upon the date of the application for a demolition permit, to
facilitate relocation of the sign. The sign owner shall allow reasonable access to the sign to
facilitate documentation of the sign. The sign owner shall allow reasonable access to the sign for
removal of all or part of a Sign of Historic Significance from the property by a third party for
reuse at a different location. If all or part of a Sign is relocated to another property in the City,
the guidelines for relocating a Sign of Historic Significance contained in this Section shall apply.

SECTION 4. Subsection B (“Electronic message centers”™) of Section 16.40.120.15 of the
St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

Section 16.40.120.15. — Supplementary sign regulations.

B.  Digital or Eelectronic message centers. Digital or Eelectronic message center signs shall
comply with the following regulations:

1. Location. Digital or Eelectronic message center signs are permitted in all zoning
districts except for neighborhood and corridor residential districts.

a. Digital or electronic message center signs are prohibited within the boundary of
a locally designated historic structure or site. Performing arts venues are exempt
from this prohibition with approval of a certificate of appropriateness.




b. Digital or electronic message center signs may not directly face a residential
one- or two-unit property located within a Neighborhood zoning district.

Digital or electronic message center signs are prohibited from being inserted
into, or added to, nonconforming signs. No variance to this prohibition may be
granted and the POD shall not accept any variance application to this
requirement therefore.

[

2. Design. An electronic message center sign shall be permitted only as an integral
component of a freestanding sign or, to the extent permitted by these regulations, as
an integral component of a building sign. An electronic message center sign shall be
compatible with the design of the primary sign structure, including width, depth and
color of the cabinet.

3. Size. An electronic message center sign shall comprise no more less than 50 percent
of the overall sign area of the sign structure and shall not, in any case, exceed 32

square feet in area. Aﬁ-&lé@tf&ﬂiﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬂgé—é&ﬂtéﬁig&ﬁh&ﬂ—b&%mpﬁ&bl&%h%he

The dwell txme deﬁned as the interval of change between each 1nd1v1dua1 message,

shall be at least one (1) minute. Any change of message shall be completed
instantaneously. There shall be no special effects between messages.

5. Images and Messaging.

a. Consecutive Images and Messages. Consecutive images and messages on a
single electronic changeable message sign face are prohibited when the second
message answers _a _textual question posed on the prior slot, continues or
completes a sentence started on the prior slot, or continues or completes a story
line started on the prior slot.

b. Static Images and Messages. The image or message shall be static. There shall

N be no animation, flashing, scintillating lighting, movement, or the varying of light

intensity during the message. Messages or images shall not scroll and shall not
give any appearance or optical illusion of movement.

6. Brightness.

a. Each sign shall have a light sensing device to adjust brightness or illuminance as
ambient light conditions change in order to ensure that the message meets the




|

following brightness standards. The maximum brightness shall be 0.2 foot candles
and shall be measured using the following formula:

i. Measurement Distance = Y Area of EMC Sign Face (sq. ft.) x 100

The sign face shall not display light that is of such intensity or brilliance to cause
olare or otherwise impair the vision of a driver. No sign shall display light of such
intensity that it interferes with the effectiveness of an official traffic sign, signal or
device. Any violation of this section will result in the City requiring the sign
owner to turn the sign off or show a “full black” image until the sign can be
brought into compliance.

7. Default Mechanism. The sign shall have a default mechanism or setting that will

cause the sign to turn off or show a “full black” image if a visible malfunction or

failure occurs.

8. Safety Hazard. The sign shall not be configured to resemble a warning or danger

signal. The sign shall not resemble or simulate any lights or official signage used to

control traffic.

9. Sign at a Place of Public Assembly. Electronic message center signs at an arena,
theater, or other place of public assembly on a site consisting of fifteen-(15) five (5)
acres or more with 1,900 or more fixed seats:

a.

Msaay be attached to a wall or to a free standing sign, or both.

|©

d.

mefe-ﬁ*ed—seats Sshall not exceed 250 square feet per 51de At such locatlons an

electronic message center sign is not subject to the size limitations of subsection
B(3) of this Section.

An electronic message center sign is deemed to be an on-premise sign but may
also provide community, governmental and public information announcements.

No variances to this subsection may be granted and the POD shall not accept any
application therefore.

10. Sign at Large Facility. Electronic message center signs within large facility signs
shall not exceed 50 percent of the overall sign area. At such locations, an electronic
message center sign is not subject to the size limitations of subsection B3 of this

Section, and-may-display-non-text-graphies:

9



11. Fines Increased. Any person who violates any provision of this section shall be
subject to the following fines:

a. $300 for the first violation
b. $500 for all subsequent violations

SECTION 5. Subsection C (“Flags™) of Section 16.40.120.15 of the St. Petersburg City
Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

Section 16.40.120.15. — Supplementary sign regulations.

- ha 1 M ha 1
- v O e

ite—A maximum of three flags per property shall be permitted on properties with
lot frontages of 100 feet or less. One additional flag shall be permitted for each 100 feet or less of
lot frontage thereafter. For example, a maximum of four flags shall be permitted for properties
with lot frontages greater than 100 feet up to 200 feet, and a maximum of five flags shall be
permitted for properties with lot frontages greater than 200 feet up to 300 feet.
2. Up to three flagpoles shall be alewed permitted on any site-property with lot frontages of
100 feet or less. One additional flagpole shall be permitted for each additional flag that is
permitted on the property under paragraph 1 of this subsection. For example, a property with lot
frontages greater than 100 feet up to 200 feet would be permitted to have a maximum of four
flags and a maximum of four flagpoles.
3. The maximum vertical dimension of any flag displayed from a flagpole shall be 20
percent of the height of the flagpole upon which the flag is displayed, or in the absence of a
flagpole, 20 percent of the distance from the top of the flag to the ground.
4, Flags which read "model," "open," "open house," or any other phrase which identifies
property for sale, may be displayed in the following locations and numbers. The maximum
height of such flags shall be eight feet and the maximum size shall be 15 square feet. No more
than two such flags shall be allowed at the entrance to any development and not more than two
such flags shall be allowed at the site of the model or property for sale.

SECTION 6. Subsection D.3. (“Large Facility Signs™) of Section 16.40.120.15 of the St.
Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

3. The following types of display components shall be permitted as part of a large facility sign
and may be combined within any one sign face:

10



a. The dwell time, defined as the interval of change between each individual message,

for Eelectronic message center signs shall meet-the-requirements-of-subsectionB-of

this-section- be at least ten (10) seconds. Flashing, chasing and scintillating lighting
or operations are prohibited.

b. Tri-vision signs shall not exceed 35 percent of the overall sign area.

¢. Internally illuminated or non-illuminated cabinets and letters.

SECTION 7. The exemption in Section 16.40.120.3.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code for
“Signs held by the hand of a person™ is hereby amended to read as follows:

Free-speech Ssigns held by-the-hand-of or worn by a person and not attached to any pole or other
object affixed to the ground.

SECTION 8. Section 16.40.120.3.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code is amended to add a
new exemption for “Human signs” to read as follows:

Human signs. A business shall be allowed to use one (1) human sign to advertise the products,
programs, or services offered by the business provided that the human sign meets the following
criteria:

(1)  Human signs may only be displayed during the hours of operation of the business
location that the human sign is advertising.
(2)  Human signs shall operate only:
a) on the private property of the business being advertised, or
b) on the right-of-way adjacent to the private property of the business being
advertised, provided that:
1) if no sidewalk exists, the human sign shall be displayed a
minimum of five (5) feet from that portion of the street used for vehicular
traffic lanes, or
2) if a sidewalk exists, the human sign shall be displayed either a
minimum of five (5) feet from that portion of the street used for
vehicular traffic lanes or anywhere on that portion of the sidewalk
furthest away from the vehicular traffic lanes. Human signs shall not
be displayed in parking spaces located on the street and shall not interfere
with or prevent access to the sidewalk or right-of-way.
3) Podiums, risers, stilts, vehicles, roofs, or other structures or devices shall not
support a human sign. Human signs shall only be persons who stand or walk on
the ground.

11



SECTION 9. Section 16.40.120.19 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by
adding a new definition of “human sign” to read as follows:

Human sign means a sign held or worn by a human being for the purposes of advertising or
otherwise drawing attention to an individual, business, commodity, service, activity, or product.

SECTION 10. The prohibition against three-dimensional signs in Section 16.40.120.3.3
of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby deleted in its entirety as follows:

SECTION 11. Section 16.40.120.15.F of the St. Petersburg City Code is amended by
adding a new subsection 10 to read as follows:

F.10 Three-dimensional extensions. Off-premises signs may include one or more three-
dimensional extensions. Each extension is permitted to project to a maximum depth of
five (5) feet beyond the surface of the sign face but not into any right-of-way. Three-
dimensional extension(s) on any sign shall not exceed a total maximum area that
exceeds thirty (30) percent of the total sign face area. Each three-dimensional extension
shall comply with the requirements of the Florida Building Code and shall be required
to obtain a building permit when necessary.

SECTION 12. Section 16.40.120.16 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended
by adding a new subsection 8 to read as follows:

8. Three-dimensional signs. An on-premises sign may be in the shape of a three-
dimensional object or may include one or more three-dimensional extensions.

a. Three-dimensional signs shall conform in all respects to the required height, area,
location and numerical requirements of this Section.

b. The area of a three-dimensional sign shall be determined by drawing a square,
rectangle, parallelogram, triangle, circle or semi-circle, the sides of which touch
the extreme points or edges of the projected image of the sign and multiplying
that area by two (2). The “projected image” is that image created by tracing the
largest possible two-dimensional outline of the sign.

C. The three-dimensional sign shall be located so that no sign or portion thereof is
within a public pedestrian easement or extends beyond the property line of the
premises on which such sign is located into the right-of-way unless the sign is
attached to the face of the building and located at least eight feet above grade.
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SECTION 13. Words that are struek-threugh shall be deleted from the existing City Code
and language which is underlined shall be added to the existing City Code. Provisions not
specifically amended shall continue in full force and effect.

SECTION 14. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If any
portion of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional it shall not affect the constitutionality of any
other portion of this ordinance.

SECTION 15. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with
the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth business day after
adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City
Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the Ordinance, in which case the Ordinance shall become
effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this
Ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become
effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City
Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.

Approved as to form and content:

City Attorney (designee)
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A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA REQUESTING
STAFF REVIEW ORDINANCE 52-H AND
PROVIDE A REPORT IN JANUARY 2014, TO
THE PUBLIC SERVICES &
INFRASTRUCTURE =~ COMMITTEE; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida that
the City Council requests that staff review Ordinance 52-H and provide a report in January 2014,
to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney ﬁs‘gnee)
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The Mahaffey Theater
Year End Report to City Council
Fiscal Year 2011/12

ENTERTAINMENT GROUFP
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Mahaffey Theater FY “11/°12 Highlights

Marquee headliners in Year 1 under Big3 Entertainment
management included: Diana Ross, Don Henley, Marc Anthony,
Stevie Nicks, Yo Gabba Gabba, Cedric the Entertainer, Ron White,
Vince Gill, Chris Tucker, Chris Isaak, Penn and Teller, Cee Lo
Green, Shrek The Musical, and many more

270 Event Days were held at the Mahaffey in the current fiscal
year vs. 220 Event Days in FY ‘10/°11, an increase of 23 %

190,000 event guests this year versus 142,000 in FY ‘10/°11

50,000 more attendees, an increase of 34%
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position as a leader in Arts & Entertainment

Mahaffey Theater FY ‘11/°12 Highlights

Big 3 Entertainment continues to develop new and non-traditional usage
of the Mahaffey Theater public areas to maximize visitor volume

Non traditional events have included: 97X Craft Beer Experience, CBS
Radio’s Wine Down Downtown, and Titanic the Artifact Exhibition, which
has already achieved in excess of 10,000 admissions and advance
reservations. More non-traditional events are being planned for
2012/13

Big 3 has developed and cultivated relationships with downtown
museums, restaurants, corporate partners, and the local media to
bolster the downtown experience and further enhance the Mahaffey’s

” n\.\ e
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 ™Nand a 45% Savings over 2010/11 under prior management company!

2011/12 Anticipated Financial Results

Fiscal Year Net Operator
Operating
Results
2008/09  ($943,143)  SMG: Year 3
2009/10 (5933,684) SMG: Year 4
2010/11 (51,101,000) SMG: Year 5

*2011/12 ($603,000) Big3: Year 1

Official closing of books for the year pending

. I:/lr/'ylf\!lil » .
Big3 Year 1 results represent a 39% Savings over prior 3 year average,

Just c:amq a half million dollars saved. That’s something every
tax payer can m_unqmn_mﬁm isn’t it.......
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2011/12 Financial Results

* In addition to significant net operating deficit reduction in

Year 1, attendance increased by 50,000 compared to prior
year!

* Since taking over management in September 2011,

Bill Edwards has personally invested Mh—S\ between venue

improvements, marketing and advertising, and show
promotions, at no cost to the city or tax payers!

mahaffey
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Mahaffey Theater FY ‘11/°12 Highlights
Continued

— Upheld the Commitment to Diversity in Programming which
included:

* Family Shows
* Performing Arts & Dance
Rock, Pop, and Comedy Shows

Educational Programming
Exhibitions, Trade Shows, and Signature Event Partnerships
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Mahaffey Theater FY ‘11/°12 Highlights
Continued

— Class Acts — Celebrating 20 years of providing Tri -County
students culturally diverse educational and cultural experiences,
a City of St. Petersburg sponsored program

m — Approximately 20,000 students in FY ‘11/°12 had the
opportunity to experience the arts in an educational and
professional environment
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Titanic the Artifact Exhibition
100" Year Anniversary

Grand Opening October 6th
5 Month Exclusive Engagement @ the Mahaffey

Never Before Seen Artifacts in the Tampa Bay Area including 3D
Video from the most recent 2010 dive

Creating business-to-business opportunities and aspiring to drive
75,000+ people to Downtown St. Petersburg
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Upcoming Shows

Tap Dogs..The Hottest Show On Legs |

Weezer

ahaffey
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Upcoming Shows

Michael Bolton

Cirque Chinois

the

Mahaffey




Upcoming Shows

Wynonna’s Rockin’ Christmas Jack Hanna’s Into The Wild Live

the <
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Upcoming Shows

The Boston Pops Smokey Robinson

And Many More on sa
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We are pleased and honored to report such great advancements for the Mahaffey Theater,
and look forward to a strong and promising new year ahead!
Thank You for the opportunity to serve the City of St. Petersburg, It’s been a pleasure.
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Attached documents for item Transportation Impact Fee (T1F) External Auditors Report. (Laura
Brock) (Oral)
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St. Petersburg City Council
Meeting of November 2, 2012

TO: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and members of City Council

SUBJECT: Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) External Auditors Report

Attached is a copy of the TIF External Auditors Report for your information.
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MHM Mayer Hoffman McCann P.C.
. An Independent CPA Firm
- KRMT Tampa Bay Division

| 13577 Feather Sound Drive, Suite 400

i Clearwater, FL 33762
Phone: 727.572.1400 s 813.879.1400
Fax: 727.571.1933
www.mhm-pc.com

Independent Accountants’ Report on Applying Agreed-Upon Procedures

City of St. Petersburg
St. Petersburg, Florida:

We have performed the procedures enumerated in Appendix A (attached), which were agreed to by the
City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (City), related to the Transportation Impact Fees (TIF)
for the period from January 1, 2004 to December 31, 2011. The City’s management is responsible for the
TIF calculations and maintaining récords in support of the compliance requirements. This agreed-upon-
procedures engagement was conducted in accordance with attestation standards established by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. The sufficiency of the procedures is solely the
responsibility of those parties specified in this report. Consequently, we make no representation
regarding the sufficiency of the procedures described in Appendix A for the purpose for which this report
has been requested or for any other purpose.

We were not engaged to, and did not perform an examination, the objective of which would be the
expression of an opinion on management’s assertion, Accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.
Had we performed additional procedures, other matters might have come to our attention that would have
been reported to you.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg
and management, and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified

| AN agpr fopfram e Lian A<

August 29, 2012
Clearwater, Florida

Member of Keeston Intermational - a global network of independent accounting frms



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA
AGREED-UPON PROCEDURES REPORT

Appendix A

The procedures we performed are summarized as follows:

Procedure: Obtain the population of projects subject to Transportation Impact Fees for the
period January 1, 2004 to December 31, 2011.

Finding: We utilized data extraction software to extract the necessary data. We obtained the
BP200AP file from the City of St. Petersburg that contained all the permit applications from May
2, 1988 to June 7, 2012. From there, we imported the file into the data extraction software and
filtered certain character fields. This resulted in a population of 443,269 permit applications. We
extracted all permit applications that occurred between January 1, 2004 and December 31, 2011
which resulted in a smaller population of 119,776 permit applications. We identified all permit
types where a Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) could be applicable based on the application code,
further reducing our population to 9,946 permit applications. We identified permit types where a
TIF could be applicable as follows:

ACOM-NONRESID AND NONHOUSEKEEPING ADDNS & ALTER
MFR5-MULTI FAMILY RESIDENCE, 5 UNITS & OVER - NEW
NCHU-CHURCHES & OTHER RELIGIOUS — NEW
NIND-INDUSTRIAL - NEW

NNON-OTHER NON RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS - NEW
NOFF-OFFICES, BANKS & PROFESSIONAL — NEW

NONH

NOTH-STRUCTURES OTHER THAN BUILDINGS — NEW
NSCH-SCHOOLS & OTHER EDUCATIONAL - NEW
NSFA-SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE ATTACHED, NEW
NSFR-SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE, NEW

NSTO-STORES & CUSTOMER SERVICES - NEW

SRS TR e a0 o

Procedure: Select a sample of one hundred (100) projects and recalculate the TIF charges and
credits for each sample item.

Finding: We used a combination of risk based and random sample methodology for our sample
selection. The risk based approach used high dollar values where we selected the top 20 permits
by project estimated value as so noted in the BPEVAL field in the BP200AP report. The
remaining sample of 80 items was selected using a random sample methodology by selecting 10
permit applications for each of the 8 years from January 1, 2004 to December 31, 2011.

We recalculated the TIF charges and credits in accordance with applicable Ordinances for the
sample of 100 items. This resulted in total recalculated TIF charges of $2,967,560, credits
available of $1,758,214 and TIF amounts assessed and collected of $1,698,072. We noted 1 (one)
item in the sample of 100 where the TIF was calculated incorrectly. The item was for the new
construction of a single family residence in 2005 and the TIF was undercharged by $515. This
item falls outside the statute of limitations for collectability. We also noted 1 (one) item in the
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sample where a Certificate of Occupancy has not yet been issued and where the TIF was correctly
calculated at $419.

In addition, we noted 3 (three) of the 100 items selected where the hard Copy permit applications
were not located. These permit applications ranged from 2005 — 2006 and were to; ( 1) replace a
storage shed, (2) provide space renovation to an existing office and (3) to construct a storage
shed. We were able to review the permit application information in the City’s NaviLine system.
See Appendix B.

Procedure: Provide an overview as to the timeline, methodology and expectations established in
regard to the City Internal Investigations dated January 14, 2009 and June 4, 2009 (based upon
available information).

Finding: We read the January 14, 2009 and June 4, 2009 reports and available information
prepared by the Audit Services Department/Internal Audit Department.

The January 14, 2009 report included a timeline beginning August, 2008 based on a request from
the City Administration to perform a review of the overall procedures in place for processing,
calculating and approving the TIF calculations for commercial projects permitted through the
City of St. Petersburg. In addition, the Audit Services Department was asked to review a sample
of Don Tyre's (Plans Review Coordinator, Construction Services and Permitting) projects to
determine whether appropriate TIF rates were utilized, based on the general fee schedule and land
use type. Fieldwork began on August 28, 2008 where an original sample of 20 permits was
selected that had been approved by Don Tyre This sample was provided to the Construction
Services and Permitting Department. The methodology documented in the file was that the
original 20 sample items would be selected to get an idea of the procedures performed and where,
if any, additional testing should be directed. In October, 2008 an additional sample of 15 items
was selected from all permit applications from 2004 — 2008. The second round of sampling
methodology was that this sample would include permit applications reviewed by all the plan
examiners to determine if the errors were occurring on other permit applications. In November,
2008 an additional 15 items were selected for new construction permits with large dollar amounts
which had been reviewed by Mr. Tyre. The methodology for this last round of sampling was to
focus on permits that were approved by Mr. Tyre and to identify any additional errors. This
resulted in an overall sample of 50 items in the January 14, 2009 report for the period from 2003
— 2008. The project included 245 hours and the report identified findings and recommendations
for improvements to the TIF Administrative Policy.

The June 4, 2009 report included a timeline beginning November, 2008. The Audit Services
Department performed a scheduled Performance Audit of the Construction Services and
Permitting Division to determine if the overall operations were conducted in both an effective and
efficient manner. The period under audit was October 1, 2006 through September 30, 2008. The
Audit Services Department used the sample size formula for a Desired Confidence Level of 95%,
Desired Precision of 5% and an Occurrence Rate of 5% to select a sample of 100 permit
applications (70 commercial permitting and 30 residential permitting). The scope and
methodology for this project included a review of the internal controls surrounding the permit
process and the collection of cash receipts within the Construction Services and Permitting
Division managed by the City Development Administration to determine whether there were
adequate procedures in place to ensure that permits were being processed in the most efficient,
effective and accurate manner. Other objectives included verifying that permit related fees
(including TIF) were accurate and collected properly, permit applications were properly
authorized, inspections were complete and that adequate supporting documentation was on file.

3



The project included 400 hours. The report identified 15 findings related to errors in calculation
and/or collection of TIF fees, or internal controls findings and recommendations.

Procedure: Provide guidelines as to the flow of information that both the Council and the
Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee could establish as best practices in order to provide
oversight to the City.

Finding: In reviewing the best practices for the flow of information for oversight purposes, we
looked to the different auditing and accounting governing bodies for information. The
Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA) made recommendations regarding the audit
committee function as noted in the “Audit Committee Responsibilities” article in The CPA
Journal. The City’s Budget Finance and Taxation Committee serves as the Audit Committee.
Best practices include the following:

* The Audit Committee should oversee the financial reporting process by reviewing the CAFR,
including the MD&A, with management and the external auditors.

* The Audit Committee should monitor the choice of accounting policies and principles. The
audit committee should receive a report from the external auditor about the principles used
and the effects of alternative choices on the financial statements. The audit committee should
review with management and the external auditor the effects of estimates or judgment on
financial reporting.

* The Audit Committee should monitor internal control processes. The audit committee’s role
is to ensure that management has developed and followed an adequate system of internal
control.

o Monitor compliance with legal and regulatory requirements.

o Monitor and assess risk. Audit Committees should understand the risks that face the
City and ensure that management is taking steps to manage these risks.

o Cities should adopt a code of ethics.

o Disclose related party transactions.

* The Audit Committee should ensure open communication among management, internal
auditors, external auditors, and the Audit Committee. The Audit Committee should meet
separately with management, internal auditors, and external auditors.

* The Audit Committee should oversee the hiring and performance of the external auditors.
The Audit Committee should be responsible for selecting and replacing the external auditors
and pre-approving audit and non-audit fees and services, as well as overseeing the external
auditor’s performance.

o The external auditor should be accountable to the Audit Committee.

o The Audit Committee should ensure external auditor independence.

o The Audit Committee should ensure external auditor qualifications. The Audit
Committee should receive a report from the external auditor describing the external
auditor’s quality-control procedures, any material issues raised by the external
auditor’s most recent internal quality-control review or peer review, and any
investigation by governmental or professional authorities within the preceding five
years,

o The Audit Committee should discuss disagreements between management and the
external auditors and also resolve those disagreements.

e All Audit Committee members should be independent and one member should have
accounting or financial management expertise.



The City’s organizational structure (Appendix C) has the City Auditor reporting to the Mayor
who then reports to the Citizens and provides information to City Council. The City updated
Administrative Policy #040700 “Audit Services” effective 9/7/2011 states the mission of the
Audit Services Department is:

“to provide an independent, objective assurance and consulting services function
within the City, designed to add value and improve the organization’s operations”
(Appendix D).

We also reviewed guidelines of Government Auditing Standards, by the US Government
Accountability Office, Comptroller General of the United States (the Yellow Book), and the
International Standards for Professional Practice of Internal Auditing, by the Institute of Internal
Auditors (IIA) for best practices for the internal audit function.

Chapter 3.31 of the Yellow Book states that internal auditors, who work under the direction of the
City's management, are considered independent if the head of the internal audit organization
meets all of the following criteria:

a. Is accountable to the head or deputy head of the government entity or to those charged
with governance;

b. Reports the audit results both to the head or deputy head of the government entity and to
those charged with governance;

c. Islocated organizationally outside the staff or line-management function of the unit under
audit;

d. Has access to those charged with governance; and;

e. Is sufficiently removed from political pressures to conduct audits and report findings,
opinions, and conclusions objectively without fear of political reprisal.

The IIA states that it is important that the chief audit executive (the City Auditor) must
communicate the internal audit activity, including significant interim changes, to senior
management for review and approval. The City Auditor must also communicate the impact of
resource limitations. They also state that the City Auditor must report periodically to senior
management and the board on the internal audit activity’s purpose, authority, responsibility, and
performance relative to its plan. Reporting must also include significant risk exposures and
control issues, including fraud risks, governance issues, and other matters needed or requested by
senior management.

IIA also states that to ensure transparency and thwart collusion and conflicts of interests, best
practice indicates that the City Auditor should report to executive management for assistance in
establishing direction, support, and administrative interface; and provide reports of the results of
the internal audit activities to both the executive management and to the organization’s most
senior oversight group -- typically, the audit committee.



Appendix B

Sample Items Selected
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Appendix C

Organizational Chart
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Appendix D

Audit Services Administrative Policy




CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY #040700
SUBJECT: AUDIT SERVICES APPROVAL: Bill Foster, Mayor
EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/7/11 REPLACES POLICY DATED: 9/14/09

Mission:  Audit Services has responsibility over all internal auditing for the City of St.
Petersburg. The mission of the Audit Services Department is to provide an independent,
objective assurance and consulting services function within the City, designed to add value and
improve the organization’s operations. Qur primary objective is to assist management in the
effective discharge of their duties. To this end, we provide analysis, appraisals,
recommendations, counsel and information concerning the activities and programs reviewed.
The underlying basis for our objectives is to promote effective control at a reasonable cost.

Policy:

1. The City Auditor shall report to the Mayor and has unlimited access to City
Administration and City Council. These reporting relationships ensure independence,
promote comprehensive audit coverage and assure adequate consideration of audit
recommendations.

2. Audit Services has the authority to audit all areas of the City and shall have full and
complete access to all city activities, records, property and personnel related to the
performance of its duties.

3. The City Auditor shall prepare an annual audit plan, identifying the most productive and
essential audit projects. Audits should be planned to leverage the work of external audits
and consulting projects.

4. The scope of internal auditing encompasses the examination and evaluation of the
adequacy and effectiveness of the organization’s system of internal conirol and the
quality of performance in carrying out assigned responsibilities. The scope of internal
auditing includes, but is not limited to:

. Reviewing the reliability and integrity of financial and operating information and
the means used to identify, measure, classify, and report such information.

. Reviewing the systems established to ensure compliance with those policies,
plans, procedures, laws and regulations that could have significant impact on
operations and reports, and determining whether the organization is in
compliance.

. Reviewing the means of safeguarding assets and, as appropriate, verifying the
existence of such assets.

. Reviewing and appraising the economy and efficiency with which resources are
employed.

. Reviewing operations or programs to ascertain whether results are consistent with
established objectives and goals and whether the operations are being carried out
as planned.

. Performing special reviews and/or investigations as requested by the City

Administrator or the Mayor.



10.

At the conclusion of each audit, a written audit report will be prepared and issued by the
City Auditor and distributed as appropriate. The director responsible for the activity
reviewed shall respond to any recommendations. This response may be prior to the
report being issued and therefore included in the body of the report itself, or responses
may be made directly to the Mayor and City Administrator within 30 days of the issuance
of the report. The response will indicate what actions have been or will be taken
regarding specific report findings and recommendations.

The City Auditor shall establish a system to follow-up on reported audit findings and
recommendations. The follow-up system shall track all significant recommendations
from past audits and reviews. The purpose of this follow-up system is to ensure that past
audit issues are satisfactorily resolved; to preserve the value of past audit and consulting
work; and to provide information for the annual audit plan.

The City Auditor shall coordinate internal auditing efforts with those of the City’s
external auditors and outside audit consultants. The City Auditor shall participate in the
planning and coordination of all audits and reviews by external auditors and outside
agencies.

The Audit Services Department shall follow the Institute of Internal Auditors (IIA)
Professional Practices Framework which includes the IIA International Standards for the
Professional Practice of Internal Auditing and the Internal Auditors (IIA) Code of Ethics.
In conjunction with the above, the department shall also follow the standards and
guidelines included in the Government Auditing Standards, 2007 Revision, as published
by the United States General Accountability Office (GAO). These standards, referred to
as generally accepted government auditing standards or GAGAS, pertain to auditors’
professional qualifications, the quality of their audit work, the performance of field work
and the characteristics of meaningful reporting.

Objectivity is essential to the audit staff in the proper fulfillment of its duties.
Performance of line responsibilities by internal auditors may compromise their
objectivity. ~Accordingly, Audit Services staff will have no direct responsibility or
authority for any of the activities or operations under review.

Audit Services will make every effort to accommodate the departments’ or agencies’
daily operations in scheduling and conducting reviews.

Contact: Audit Services

10
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12-95
MEMORANDUM

TO: Bill Foster, Mayor

Tish Elston, City Administrator
FROM: Charles “Chuck” Harmon, Chief of Police
DATE: October 10, 2012

SUBJECT:  September Uniform Crime Report (UCR)

The attached graphs and tables depict UCR crime trends through September 2012. Compared with
2011, the City’s total index crime was down 4.9%. The City's total violent crime was down 9.9%.

Property crime was down 3.9%

Total index crime through September 2012 in the Midtown Economic Development Area was down
8.3% when compared with the same period last year. Violent crime in Midtown was down 5.3%.
Property crime in the Midtown area was down 9.4%.

There were three murders that occurred in September. A. 44-year-old man was fatally stabbed by
his 46-year-old wife during an argument at 1763 57" Terrace South. The suspect was arrested and
charged with second degree murder. A 36-year-old man and a 51-year-old man were both fatally
shot during a burglary at 2635 4™ Avenue North. A 36-year-old man was arrested and charged with
two counts of first degree murder. An additional homicide is being added for July after a ruling of
homicide came back from the Medical Examiner’s Office. A 59-year-old man died from injuries
received after being hit by a 24-year-old man during an argument. This case was closed

exceptionally.

We saw a decrease of 4.9% in the City’s total crime index in 2012 when compared with 2011.
This level of UCR index crime is 19.4% below the five-year average.

s

Charles “Chuck””Harmon
Chief of Police

CEH:ble

cc. City Council Members
Richard Mussett, Senior Administrator
Janis Ford
Accreditation



“ St. Petersburg Police Uniform Crime Report (UCR) September 2012
’ City UCR Index Crime Year to Date Trend With 5 Year Average”

City UCR Index Crime
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+* in addition to Forcible Rape & Attempted Rape, Forcible Sex includes Forcible Sodomy and Fondling.
10/11/2012



St. Petersburg Police

Uniform Crime Report (UCR)

September 2012

Midtown UCR Index Crime Year to Date Trend With 5 Year Average”
Midtown UCR Index Crime
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§ 2011 83 931 100 ool 127 115] 114] 108] 127 114] 115] 105 1298
3 AVG 104 a2l 101 114} 121] 118 111] 128] 103] 114] 115 104 1322 12/Av -3.2%
o & 2012 7 8 10 6 17 8 12 16 7 12111 | -28.3%
Eg 2011 14 12 15 10 17 17 10 15 17 7 5 17 156
AVG 25 21 21 27 30 23 24 25 24 22 20 20 282 12/Avg} -58.6%
g E 2012 175] 143] 126] 148] 174 183] 201] 183] 164 12111 | -9.4%
5 2011 161 151] 158 158} 216] 190 205] 203] 210} 171] 175 181 2179
A E AVG 187] 183] 178] 202} 217 208] 201] 223} 184] 190 189} 180 2320 12/Avg] -15.0%
s Year | Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul | Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov Dec | Annual YriYr | Trend
s 2012 231 182] 195{ 211] 251 243 269| 246{ 225 2053 12111 | -8.3%
é 2011 242| 222] 217] 233] 271 253] 203 254 254) 246 230} 237 2052) 2239 )
£ AVG 276] 2321 260] 286} 307 2011 289| 312] 283] 262 252 260 3200] 2516] 12/Avg] -18.4%

* Mean of five years (2007-2011).
*+ |n addition to Forcible Rape & Attempted Rape, Forcible

Sex includes Forcible Sodomy and Fondling.
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Attached documents for item City Council VVoting Module from Option Technologies Interactive.
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Report
Meeting of November 1, 2012
To: The Honorable Leslie Curran, Chair and Members of City Council . W‘/—/
From: Louis Moore, Director, Procurement and Supply Management gw
Subject: City Council Voting Module
Objective

Approving the purchase of a City Council Voting Module from Option Technologies Interactive at
a total cost of $2,430.

Proposal

The Procurement Department received a quotation for a Council voting module. The voting
module is designed to tabulate votes using a 5-button wireless keypad. The software will be
installed on the City Clerk’s laptop and communication received through a USB port. This will
allow the City Clerk to prepare, administer and count votes for Council motions on resolutions,
ordinances and other actions.

Voting devices are tracked by Council Member. A Council Member may change their vote while
polling is open. Only the last vote from each Council Member is recorded and tabulated. Once
all the votes have been recorded the Clerk will do an oral presentation (roll call) of how each
member voted. If during the roll call any member claims that their vote was improperly recorded,
they will have the opportunity to change their vote. After roll call and after any necessary
changes are made the Clerk will indicate whether the motion has passed or failed.

The Administration recommends:

OptionPower Voting Module $2,140
30 KP Capacity License
Council Voting Module Software License
Micro CRS5000 Wireless Keypads (15)
CRS941 Base Station
Soft sided carrying case
Client Web Training 245
Shipping 45
Total 2,430

Action

The Administration recommends that City Council review the proposal and instruct staff
accordingly.

LM:ca



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE QUOTE
AND APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF A
VOTING MODULE TO BE USED TO PREPARE,
ADMINISTER AND COUNT VOTES FOR CITY
COUNCIL MOTIONS FROM  OPTION
TECHNOLOGIES INTERACTIVE L.L.C. INC.
AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $2,430;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO  EFFECTUATE  THIS
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received one
quote for a voting module to be used to prepare, administer and count votes for City Council
motions; and

WHEREAS, City Council has decided to purchase this product; and

WHEREAS, in view of City Council’s decision, the Administration recommends
approval of this purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City
of St. Petersburg, Florida, that the quote and purchase of a voting module to be used to prepare,
administer, and count votes for City Council motions from Option Technologies Interactive,
L.L.C. at a total cost not to exceed $2,430 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor's
Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

City Attdyned(Designée)



Attached documents for item Tourist Development Council. (Chair Curran) (Oral)
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Attached documents for item Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. (Vice-Chair Newton)
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Attached documents for item Update on Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA), Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) and Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA).
(Councilmember Danner) (Oral)
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OIS - Sl

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THE
APPOINTMENT OF ROBERT THOMPSON TO
THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ORGANIZATION (MPO) CITIZEN ADVISORY
BOARD; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that
Robert Thompson is hereby recommended to be appointed to the Metropolitan Planning

Organization (MPO) Citizen Advisory Board.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:
/?
City Attorney (%ee)

M

W- -\ L



Attached documents for item International Relations Committee. (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral)
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Attached documents for item Resolution setting 10:00 p.m. as the latest time (“cutoff time”) for co-
sponsored events to be held in Vinoy Park on or after January 2, 2013; and amending City Council
Resolution No. 2012-441 to reflect the new cutoff time for approvals for events schedu
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MEMORANDUM

TO: City Council Chair and Members of City Council

FROM: Charles Gerdes, Chair and Members of the Co-Sponsored Events Committee
Richard B. Badgley, Senior Assistant City Attorney

DATE: November 1, 2012

SUBJECT: Status of Approvals for 11:00 P.M. Closing of Events in Vinoy Park for 2012-2013

At the last meeting of the Committee, the Committee requested a memo setting out the actions
taken by City Council regarding Co-Sponsored Events for 2012-2013.

City Council has adopted four resolutions dealing with Co-Sponsored Events for 2012-2013.

Two of the resolutions (Res. No. 2012 - 307 and 2012 - 308) approve co-sponsored status to
groups of events scheduled between October 2012 and May 2013. According to the Parks and
Recreation Department, the events that requested a closing time of 11:00 p.m. are all among
those that requested the dispensing of alcohol.

Resolution 2012-308 authorizes the dispensing of alcohol (subject to the Police Dispensing
Protocol) as follows:

1) Vinoy Park for Ribfest to be held November 9, 10 and 11, 2012 between the
hours of 11:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m. on November 9 and 10, and 1:00 p.m. and 10 p.m. on
November 11.

2) North Straub Park for Chillounge Night to be held November 17, 2012,
between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m.

Resolution 2012-441 authorizes the dispensing of alcohol (subject to the Police Dispensing
Protocol) as follows:

1) Spa Beach for Pandora-Fuse Events to be held October 18, 2012 between the
hours of 6:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m.

2) Vinoy Park for Ribfest to be held November 9, 10 and 11, 2012 between the
hours of 11:00 am. and 11:00 p.m. on November 9 and 10 and 11:00 am. and 10 p.m. on
November 11.

3) North Straub Park For Chillounge Night to be held November 17, 2012 between
the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m.;

Page 1 of 2
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4) Vinoy Park for 97x Next Big Thing to be held December 1, 2012 between the
hours of 10:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m.

5) Vinoy Park for Funkfest 2013 to be held March 30, 2013 between the hours of
11:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m.

6) Vinoy Park for Festivals Of Speed to be held April 7, 2013 between the hours of
11:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

7) Vinoy Park for Tampa Bay Bluesfest to be held April 12, 13 and 14 2013
between the hours of 11:00 am. and 11:00 p.m. on April 12 and 13 and 11:00 am. and
10:00 p.m. on April 14.

8) Vinoy Park for 97x Backyard BBQ to be held May 5, 2013 between the hours
of 11:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m.

Of those approved by City Council, the following events are scheduled in Vinoy Park and have
an approved closing time of 11:00 p.m. on at least one night (subject to the Police Dispensing
Protocol):

1) Vinoy Park for Ribfest to be held November 9, 10 and 11, 2012 between the
hours of 11:00 am. and 11:00 p.m. on November 9 and 10 and 11:00 a.m. and 10 p.m. on
November 11.

2) Vinoy Park for 97x Next Big Thing to be held December 1, 2012 between the
hours of 10:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m.

3) Vinoy Park for Funkfest 2013 to be held March 30, 2013 between the hours of
11:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m.

4) Vinoy Park for Tampa Bay Bluesfest to be held April 12, 13 and 14 2013

between the hours of 11:00 am. and 11:00 p.m. on April 12 and 13 and 11:00 a.m. and
10:00 p.m. on April 14.

Legal: 00164127.doc V. 6

Page 2 of 2



Resolution No. 2012 -

A RESOLUTION SETTING 10:00 P.M. AS THE LATEST
TIME (“CUTOFF TIME”) FOR CO-SPONSORED EVENTS
TO BE HELD IN VINOY PARK ON OR AFTER
JANUARY 2, 2013; AMENDING CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-441 TO REFLECT THE NEW
CUTOFF TIME FOR APPROVALS FOR EVENTS
SCHEDULED AFTER JANUARY 2, 2013 IN VINOY
PARK; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Co-Sponsored Events held in Vinoy Park (“Events”) frequently include loud amplified
music performances and attract large crowds; and

WHEREAS, many of the promoters of these Events have requested that they be allowed to close at
11:00 p.m., rather than the previously established time of 10:00 p.m., which has been approved in the past; and

WHEREAS, the Events benefit the City by creating activities for residents that add to the vibrancy and
livability of the City and attract larger numbers of people to the downtown which benefits the downtown
businesses; and

WHEREAS, the noise and crowds generated by these Events are an annoyance to some of the
residents of the downtown area; and

WHEREAS, while these downtown residents understand that a balance is needed between the benefits
of the Events and their desire for a quieter surroundings, they have expressed a desire that Events not continue
after 10:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, some Event promoters have planned their Events and made financial commitments based
on a previous policy of allowing an 11:00 p.m. closing; and

WHEREAS, limiting the closing time to 10:00 p.m. for Events scheduled through January 1, 2013,
would likely create a financial hardship on those Events; and

WHEREAS, this City Council wishes to strike a balance between the desires of these downtown
residents, the benefits of the Events to the City, its citizens and businesses, and the existing financial
commitments of the Event promoters.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida
that 10:00 P.M., is established as the latest time that City Council will approve a Co-Sponsored Event in Vinoy
Park (“Cutoff Time™) which is to be held on or after January 2, 2013; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Council Resolution No. 2012-441 is hereby amended to
reflect the new Cutoff Time for approvals for Co-Sponsored Events in Vinoy Park scheduled after January 2,
2013.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:
Legal: Administration:
Legal: 00164126.doc V. 5




Attached documents for item Ordinance approving final year-end adjustments to the City of St.
Petersburg Operating and Capital Improvement Budgets for the Fiscal Year ending September 30,
2012; approving the final amended Budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012 by incor
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of November 19, 2012
TO: City Council Chair and City Council Members

SUBJECT: An Ordinance Enacting Year-End Appropriation Adjustments — FY 12 Operating
Budgets & Capital Improvement Program Budgets & Adjustments to the FY13
Budget

EXPLANATION / COST FUNDING ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:

This agenda item transitions budgets from the year just closed to the new budget year. For
FY12, it adjusts budgets that exceeded annual appropriations and commits and assigns funds in
the General Operating Fund for specific purposes. It also provides adjustments (supplemental
appropriations) to the FY13 budget. Council is asked to approve an ordinance to enact these
changes, as required by the Charter.

The agenda item is divided into three major parts. Each part may involve several types of
transactions including appropriation transfers or supplemental appropriations. This item is
subdivided into the sections of the Ordinance giving a detailed description of the provisions
within the Ordinance and reasons for each budget modification.

Back-up for the Ordinance is covered in Parts I, I, and III

Part I describes transactions which will clean up and finalize the FY12 budget (Ordinance
Sections 1-5). The final accounting transactions for FY12 are being posted, requiring some
adjustments to the FY12 appropriations for both operations and capital projects. Additional
appropriations are necessary to authorize expenditures in excess of budgeted amounts, even if
related revenues are available to cover these expenses. State law requires that any budgetary
adjustments to the prior year budget be made within 60 days of the close of the fiscal year.

Part II recommends commitments and assignments of funds remaining in the General Operating
Fund at the close of FY12 for a variety of purposes for FY13 and the future, as has been the
practice for the past several years. Commitments and assignments are not legal commitments to
expend funds set-aside in the various categories and require appropriation by City Council in
order to do so. These appear in Section 6 of the Ordinance.

Part III provides for supplemental appropriations to the FY13 Budget, including re-
appropriation of unexpended FY12 monies and transfers, Ordinance Sections 7-9.

ATTACHMENTS: Ordinance for Council Action
APPROVALS:

Administrative;

Budget:




PRELIMINARY YEAR-END APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENTS
FY12 OPERATING BUDGETS &
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGETS

This report presents recommendations for budget adjustments in various funds. Expenditure and
revenue estimates are based on financial data through October 29, 2012 and may require further
adjustment.  Budget adjustments are only required for entities that exceed previous
appropriations for the entity as a whole. While some appropriations are made at the
departmental level, such as the Fire Department, others are made at the administration level. For
example, an appropriation would be required for the Leisure & Community Services
Administration only if the expenditures exceed the total appropriations for all departments within
the administration. The Budget Ordinance is the guiding document for these requirements.

Supplemental appropriations are supported either by unanticipated revenue or by resources
from the balances of the fund specified. Supplemental appropriations increase the total amounts
authorized in their funds.

PART I: FY12 APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENTS

Ordinance Section 1

GENERAL OPERATING FUND — Appropriation Transfers

From: Budget ($316,000) | Appropriation transfers are needed to move the funds
Department-Contingency budgeted in the General Fund contingency for the Police step

increases. Funding for the Police step increases was budgeted
To: Police Department 316,000 | in the FY12 contingency, and now needs to be moved.

GENERAL OPERATING FUND — Supplemental Appropriations

Police 788,352 | Overages include Social Security ($201K) related to Overtime;
($359K) for Vehicle and Accident Repairs; and Fuel ($228K)
due to increase in fuel prices. All line item overages are not
detailed here as they are offset by lines which were under
budget.

Coliseum Subsidy 37,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed because of higher than
budgeted benefits and event costs based on requirements of
actual events conducted during FY12.

Pier Subsidy (31,000) | A reduced subsidy is needed due to lower costs for contract
employees.

Sunken Gardens (97,000) | A reduced subsidy is needed due to increased revenue from
events.

Port Subsidy 90,000 | An increase in the subsidy is needed due to lower revenue

from dock and wharf charges.

Tropicana Field Subsidy 221,000 | An increase in the Tropicana Field subsidy is needed due to
reduced revenues for events.

Golf Course Loan 21,000 | A transfer to the Golf Course is needed because the reduced
revenues received this year negatively impacted the fund
balance. The Golf Course Fund is an enterprise fund and the
Golf Course will repay the General Fund from future earnings.




Jamestown Subsidy 188,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed due to higher than
budgeted facility repairs and maintenance, lower revenue, and
an accounts receivable write off. This subsidy corrects the
negative fund balance at the end of FY12 in the Jamestown
Fund.

Legal 476,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed for Legal and Fiscal
expenses ($106,408) for expert witnesses, costs for medical
records subpoenaed for court, etc.; Salaries and Benefits
($341,804) for support to other departments will be accounted
for differently in the 2013 budget to avoid overages.

Budget 2,329,400 | A supplemental appropriation is needed because citywide
salary savings of $2.3 million was budgeted in this
department. The actual salary savings for the General Fund
departments that were under budget was approximately $1.6
million, which is reflected in the individual

SPECIAL DISCUSSION OF GENERAL FUND RESULTS AND IMPACT OF RNC

Currently, the General Fund is $1.053 million over the expense budget and $3.91 1million under the
budgeted revenue. Adjusting this imbalance for the $1.571 million planned use of fund balance in the
2012 Budget and the RNC reimbursement described below ($1.282 million) produces a $5.253
difference between FY 12 revenues and expenditures.

At the end of the third quarter of FY12, a report was made to the BFT indicating a projected year-end
use of Fund Balance of $5.2 million, for the following reasons:

* Planned use of $1.5 million from the General Fund Balance when the FY 12 budget was adopted;

* $2.3 million salary savings built into the Budget Department’s budget, which was not expected to be
achieved due to low turnover and the need to fill vacancies essential to continued service delivery;

*» Higher than expected fuel and vehicle maintenance costs of $446,000;

» Budgeting issues in Legal and City Council totaling $359,000.

* An estimate of $580,000 of unreimbursed RNC expenses, as no agreements with Tampa had been
signed at the time the report was prepared.

While salary savings of $2.3 million was budgeted in the Budget Department and that amount was not
totally achieved, under-expenditure of budgeted salaries in the various departments of the General Fund
was approximately $1.6 million, resulting in achievement of almost 70% of the savings target.

Higher fuel costs and vehicle maintenance are reflected throughout the operating budgets, but the
greatest impact on the General Fund was in the Police Department, where a high percentage of the
General Fund’s vehicles are required. Overall, General Fund fuel costs were $401,835 higher than
budgeted.

As noted above, Legal expenses were up, and the remaining large contributor to the expense overages
was the overtime and related benefits cost for the Police Department, predominantly attributable to the
additional hours for late night policing downtown.

We are just completing our requests for reimbursement to the City of Tampa for the RNC under the
agreements signed on August 10, 2012. Those requests are being summarized for Council under a
separate memorandum, which will be accompanied by the remaining requests for reimbursement to
Tampa. A summary of the RNC numbers follows:

$ 364,630 for allowable salary/benefits costs under the Mutual Aid Agreement (9/28/12)
3



$ 826,206 for equipment, supplies, overtime/benefits costs during the Trop Event weekend
under the Interlocal Agreement (9/25 & 9/28/12)

$ 7,675 corrections for Fire salary/benefits allowable under the Mutual Aid Agreement
(to be submitted; will increase the $364,630 request to $372,305)

$ 4,221 corrections for Fire & other overtime/benefits expenses under the Interlocal
Agreement (to be submitted; will increase the $826,206 request to $830,427

$ 33,825 for Police training costs incurred on an overtime basis and eligible for reimbursement
under the Mutual Aid Agreement on a funds available basis; October 2012

request)

$ 45,628 for additional staffing expenses incurred prior to the Trop Event weekend and eligible
for reimbursement under the Interlocal Agreement on a funds available basis plus
School Board invoice for utility surcharge at John Hopkins (October 2012

request)

The total reimbursement sought under the two agreements exceeds $1.282 million.

The major categories of revenues that have not achieved the budgeted level for 2012 are:

Utility Tax: ($1,384,419)
Franchise Tax: ($943,527)

Uncollectible Charges: ($827,909)

ENTERPRISE & SPECIAL REVENUE OPERATING FUNDS — Supplemental Appropriations

These appropriations cover expenditures which exceeded budget. In some cases, revenue also exceeded the
budget. The net impact of these revenue and expenditure variances will be covered from the fund balance in

each individual fund.

Local Option Tax 34 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to reflect final

Revenue transfers from this fund to the General Fund.

Utility Tax Revenue 924 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to reflect final
transfers from this fund to the General Fund.

Excise Tax Revenue 280,403 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to reflect final
transfers from this fund to the General Fund.

Community Redevelopment 614,057 | Currently, two funds are used for the Downtown

District Redevelopment District. A supplemental appropriation is
needed to close this fund and transfer to the Downtown
Redevelopment Fund so that the two funds can be
consolidated.

School Crossing Guard 92,992 | This fund records the revenue collected from the parking
ticket surcharge. A supplemental appropriation is needed to
transfer the additional revenue to the General Operating
Fund to reimburse part of the cost of the crossing guard
program.

American Recovery & 44,200 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to expend grant

Reinvestment Fund revenue received.

Mabhaffey Theater 472,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed because of higher
costs from events and advertising. The increased expenses
for events were offset by increased revenue.

Coliseum 31,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed because of higher

than budgeted benefits and event costs based on
requirements of actual events conducted during FY12.




Sunken Gardens

16,000

A supplemental appropriation is needed because of
maintenance costs from Tropical Storm Debby and
additional cost of resale merchandise. Revenues exceeded
expenses in this fund for the year.

Stormwater

633,500

An insufficient amount was charged to projects to recover
costs for salary and benefits and equipment usage.

Sanitation

973,100

Budget overages include Fuel ($380K), demolition ($151K),
processing and trucking costs ($163K), and Repair and
maintenance costs on vehicles ($268K. The department is
under budget in Overtime by about $352K. All line item
overages are not detailed here as they are offset by lines
which were under budget.

Airport

5,000

A supplemental appropriation is needed because of higher
than budgeted costs for facility repairs and maintenance.

Marina

258,000

A supplemental appropriation is needed because of higher
costs associated with commodities for resale, fuel costs, and
credit card fees. Most of the added expense is offset by
increased revenue.

Golf Courses

62,000

A supplemental appropriation is needed due to higher costs
for resale items. Expenses exceeded revenues due to weather
conditions causing lower than expected green fees and
driving range fee collection.

Jamestown

134,400

A supplemental appropriation is needed due to higher than
expected facility repairs and maintenance. This item just
sets the appropriation for their over expenditure. The first

item, on page 3, takes care of the Jamestown Fund balance.

Ordinance Section 2

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS — Supplemental Appropriations

General Capital (25,000) | Neighborhood This rescission is needed to fund the
Improvement Fund Partnership Grants | transfer of funds in FY13 to the
FY12 Project General Fund.
(13237)
General Capital (31,000) | Neighborhood This rescission is needed to fund the
Improvement Fund Plans Update transfer of funds in FY13 to the
FY11 Project General Fund.
(12841)
General Capital 90,000 | Jamestown A supplemental appropriation is
Improvement Fund Apartments needed to provide matching funds
Renovations Phase | from the unappropriated balance of the
1(11237) General Capital Improvement Fund.
General Capital (407,000) | Police CAD, This rescission is needed to fund part
Improvement Fund RMS, Mobile of the Police CAD Mobile Upgrade
Project (C110231) | Project (13714).
Neighborhood & (16,000) | Neighborhood This rescission is needed to fund the
Citywide Infrastructure Partnership Grants | transfer of funds in FY13 to the
FY12 Project General Fund.
(13237)
Neighborhood & 37,585 | Play Equipment These funds are needed to replace
Citywide Infrastructure Replacement worn and damaged equipment.
FY12 Project
(13252)
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Recreation & Culture 65,000 | Play Equipment These funds are needed to replace
Replacement worn and damaged equipment.
FY13 Project
(13252)
Transportation Impact (100,000) | Traffic Safety This will fund part of the Traffic
Fees Program FY(09 Signal Control Software Project.
Project (12109)
Water Resources 17,343.10 | DIS New Main A supplemental appropriation is
Extension FY12 needed for New Water Main Extension
Project (13341) to cover additional construction costs.
to extend water service to new
customers. Demand exceeded the
budget and overage may be covered by
available funds in 13342 (DIS Main
Relocation FY12).
Water Resources (17,343.10) | DIS Main Re- Rescission to cover overage of funds in
location FY'12 above project.
Project (13342)
Water Resources 288,826.11 | DIS Taps Meters | A supplemental appropriation is
Backflows FY12 | needed to cover additional construction
Project (13345) costs driven by customer requests.
Funding is coming from the close out
of ASM CMMS FY 2007 Project
(11440) and the three following
rescissions.
Water Resources (3,392.89) | REC Ser Taps & | Rescission to cover overage of funds in

Backflow FY12 another project (13345).
Project (13347)

Water Resources (50,000) | REC Flushing Rescission to cover overage of funds in
Appurtenance another project (13345).
FY12 Project
(13353)

Water Resources (208,865.02) | REC Main Rescission to cover overage of funds in
Extension FY12 another project (13345).
Project (13354)

Water Resources {1,000,000) | REC PCCP Re- A rescission is needed to reduce the
placement FY12 budget because the bids received were
Project (13355) lower than anticipated.

Water Resources 0 | NE Aerator Expand scope of work related to this
Equipment project to include Design of
Replacement Headworks Rehabilitation, Clarifier #3
FY12 Project Drive Replacement, RAS Piping
(13382) Modifications, and Filter Influent

Piping Modifications; no additional
budget required at this time.

Airport 21 | Airport Apron A supplemental appropriation is
Construction needed to match the grant funds
Project (12477) associated with this project.

Ordinance Section 3

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS — Increased Authorizations

Fleet Management

665,200

A supplemental appropriation is needed for part of the higher
than budgeted R/M Materials - Equipment costs ($396K) due

6




to the age of the fleet and delayed replacement of vehicles
which increases maintenance costs. Fuel is also over budget
by $269K. All line item overages are not detailed here as they
are offset by lines which were under budget.

Health Insurance 2,157,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed due to higher claims
than expected, primarily in the second quarter of 2012 fiscal
year (last quarter of the plan year).

Equipment Replacement 49,800 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to transfer the FY11
contribution the Fire Department made for replacement mobile
data computers to the Technology & Infrastructure Fund.

Since the books for the City have not been closed at this point, all of the numbers are
preliminary. Final numbers will be provided prior to Council action on or before November
19, 2012

Ordinance Section 4

Ordinance 49-H is hereby amended by incorporating into said Ordinance all appropriations and
adjustments to the operating and capital improvement budgets pertaining to the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2012 made by previous resolution, and all supplemental appropriations
and adjustments contained in this Ordinance, which pertain to the Fiscal Year ending September
30, 2012. Ordinance Number 49-H as amended as provided herein shall constitute the final
budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012,

PART II: COMMITMENTS AND ASSIGNMENTS OF FUND BALANCES FOR FY12
YEAR END

Ordinance Section 5

Each year City Council has committed a portion of the General Operating Fund balance that
exceeds the target balance for specific purposes. Administration recommends the commitment
and assignments of the following amounts totaling $1.292 million within the General Operating
Fund balance as of September 30, 2012. Many of these commitments were planned in preparing
the FY 13 Budget and include amounts requested for re-appropriation during FY'12.

OPERATING RE-APPROPRIATIONS $1,191,973
This commitment provides for funds to be rolled over for purchases that could not be made in the
previous year due to timing or other issues.

LAND SALE PROCEEDS $0
This commitment was created to provide a funding source for acquiring property. Proceeds from
the sale of City properties valued at less than $20,000 are deposited in the General Operating
Fund and are to be used for acquiring property according to Resolution 2002-126 adopted by
City Council on February 21, 2002.

QUALIFIED TARGET INDUSTRY (QTI) TAX REFUND PROGRAM $100,000
This commitment was established to provide the City’s share over the next five years for the QTI
program, which provides funds to local businesses for the purpose of stimulating economic
growth and employment.



TECHNOLOGY $0
This category is kept in reserve to address current and future technology needs including but not
limited to hardware, software, and other technology related items. This has not been funded
since the establishment of the Technology and Infrastructure Fund.

ENERGY CONSERVATION $0
This category provides for projects to address future environmental and energy conservation
issues. Grant funds are sought for most projects in this area.

PART II1: FY12 CHANGES TO GENERAL OPERATING FUND. ENTERPRISE
FUNDS, SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS, INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS, CIP FUND
BUDGETS & TRANSFERS FOR ART IN PUBLIC PLACES

Ordinance Section 6

RE-APPROPRIATION OF FY12 ENCUMBRANCES

Encumbrances are funded with fund balance from each respective fund. All of these amounts
were previously appropriated in FY12 and have legal commitments for expenditure that will
occur in FY13. These include the unspent portion of existing contracts. Actual encumbrances
may be more or less after all the financial transactions are posted.

General Operating Fund

Police 296,387
Fire 28,891
City Development Administration 21,549
Leisure and Community Services Administration 588,804
General Government Administration 49,305
Public Works Administration 207.037
Total General Fund 1,191,973
All Other Funds
Stormwater Utility Operating 25,923
Sanitation Operating 303,913
Sanitation Equipment Replacement 305,104
Airport Operating 9,337
Marina Operating 43,367
Golf Course Operating 16,751
Jamestown Complex 24,850
Port Operating 1,375
Emergency Medical Services 7,264
Local Housing Assistance 117,400
Parking 136,778
Law Enforcement 19,615
Community Development Block Grant 137,782
Emergency Shelter Grant 31,480
HOME Program 375,622
Neighborhood Stabilization Program 682,366
Community Housing Donation 120,000
Building Permit Special Revenue 11,404
Pier Operating 12,549
Coliseum Operating 8,880
Sunken Gardens 14,424



Police Grant
Fleet Management
Equipment Replacement

Municipal Office Buildings
Information & Communication Services 242,166
Technology & Infrastructure

Supply Management
Billing & Collections
Total Other Funds

Ordinance Section 7

660
282,467
423,184

5,884

109,012
3,177
17,897
3,490,631

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
All supplemental appropriations are funded with fund balance from each respective fund. Most of
these amounts (grants) were previously appropriated in FY12 and have legal commitments for
expenditures that will occur in FY13. In some cases (Equipment Replacement and Technology
Funds), the appropriation is needed so that the FY 13 budget is adjusted for expenditures that will

occur in FY'13.

GENERAL OPERATING FUND — FY13 Supplemental Appropriations

Legal

103,408.99

A supplemental appropriation is needed to cover costs in the
case of City v. Wachovia. The funds were appropriated in
FY12, but the case has not come to a conclusion.

Community Services

7,500

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over the
remaining contribution from Sun Trust.

Parks & Recreation

35,716.70

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over unspent
grant funds.

Real Estate & Property
Management

6,000

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over the
balance of the FY12 funds to support demolition of
structure that was acquired in FY12. Demolition was
originally planned immediately after the acquisition;
however the Police Department requested use of the
property through the end of September 2012. Demolition
has been requested but service will not be complete until
FY13.

Police

35,602.17

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over unspent
Pedestrian Safety Grant funds (18,760.02), and unspent
funds for the contract with CASA (16,842.15).

Fire

50,874

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over funds to
purchase protective gear (40,000) and replacement servers
that have exceeded their useful life (10,874).

Downtown Enterprises
Facilities

80,866.97

A supplemental appropriation is needed to roll over the
ticket revenue from International Baseball (46,266.97) and
the balance of the unspent money for the Al Lang
Maintenance Project (34,600).




OTHER FUNDS — FY13 Supplemental Appropriations

Arts & Cultural 50,000 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Programs unspent funds for arts consulting.

Local Housing 971,088 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Assistance unspent grant funds.

Law Enforcement 175,823 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover
unspent grant funds.

Downtown 163,745 | A transfer to the General Capital Improvement for

Redevelopment District funding the Plaza Parkway FY12 Project ($36,203) and
the Mahaffey Theater Mechanical Plant Project
($127,542)

Community 199,979 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Development Block unspent grant funds.

Grant

Emergency Shelter 61,342 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Grant unspent grant funds.

HOME Program 2,255,216 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover
unspent grant funds.

Neighborhood 3,838,483 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Stabilization Program unspent grant funds.

Community Housing 200,537 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Trust unspent grant funds.

Police Grant Trust 320,151 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover
unspent grant funds for the JAG 2010 ($137,564.56)
and JAG 2011 ($182,586.02) grants.

International Sports 13,114 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover

Donation unspent donations from the prior year.

Water Resources 186,088.20 | A supplemental appropriation is needed to rollover
unspent grant funds for the Toilet Rebate Grant
($33,734.37), Sensible Sprinkling Grant ($2,641.51)
and the Toilet Replacement Bulk Grant ($94,020.56),
as well as, to cover POs that were inadvertently closed
($55,691.58) and therefore not included in the FY12
encumbrance rollovers in Section 6 of this ordinance.

Technology & 127,392 | An increase in the authorization level of this internal

Infrastructure service fund is needed to purchase mobile data

computers for the Fire Department. Contributions
have been made by the department for replacement of
this equipment.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS — FY13 Supplemental Appropriations

General Capital (672,458) | AW Park/Civic A rescission is needed to use unspent
Improvement Fund Plaza Project money to fund the Mahaffey Theater
(11020) Mechanical Plant Project.
General Capital 800,000 | Mahaffey Theater Funding for this appropriation comes
Improvement Fund Mechanical Plant from a transfer from the Downtown
Project (12889) Redevelopment Revenue Fund
($127,542) and a rescission from the
AW Park/Civic Plaza Project
($672,458).
General Capital 36,203 | Plaza Parkway A supplemental appropriation of
Improvement Fund FY12 Project $36,203 is needed to cover the costs
(13290) of the final components of the
Bayshore Drive Phase I project.
Funding is available from TIF
revenues held in fund 1105
(Downtown Redevelopment District
Fund).
General Capital 240,897.98 | Transfer to the The Fleet Petro Storage Tank Project
Improvement Fund Equipment (10720) closed out in FY12 with
Replacement Fund | $240,897.98 remaining. This project
was funded by transfers from the
Equipment Replacement Fund
(5002). This will transfer the
unspent funds from the project back
to the Equipment Replacement Fund.
Neighborhood & (75,000) | Wayfaring Signage | A rescission is needed to fund the
Citywide Infrastructure FYO05 (10107) Monuments Structural
Rehab/Improvement Project (TBD).
Neighborhood & 75,000 | Monuments A supplemental appropriation is
Citywide Infrastructure Structural needed to fund this project. The
Rehab/Improvement | funding is coming from a rescission
Project (TBD) in the Wayfaring Signage Project
(10107).
Neighborhood & (840,000) | 4™ Street Business | A rescission of unencumbered funds
Citywide Infrastructure District Project will be used for the Central Avenue
(C120402) Improvements Project. Funds are
available due to FDOT permitting
fewer medians.
Neighborhood & 1,114,500 | Central Ave A supplemental appropriation to fund
Citywide Infrastructure Improvements components of the Central Avenue
Project (TBD) Plan. Funding is from the rescission
from the 4" Street Business District
Project and the closeout of the Entry
Signage Project.
Transportation Impact 140,703 | Downtown A supplemental appropriation is
Fees Intersection & needed to consolidate funding into
Pedestrian Facilities | one project, funding comes from the
FY13 Project closeout of prior year projects.
(13765)
City Facilities (200,000) | MSC Garage A rescission is needed because the
Improvements project will be completed under the

Project (10615)

original budgeted amount.
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Water Resources 754 | BABs TBD Project | A supplemental appropriation to
(13305) match the exact amount of BABs
proceeds.
Water Resources 19,358 | BABs TBD Project | A supplemental appropriation to
(13305) spend the interest earned.
Water Resources 246 | Super BABs TBD A supplemental appropriation to
Project (13306) match the exact amount of Super
BABs proceeds.
Water Resources 71,317 | Super BABs TBD A supplemental appropriation to
Project (13306) spend the interest earned.

Ordinance Section 8

TRANSFERS TO THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES FUND

Certain capital improvement construction projects within the City are required by ordinance to
make transfers to the Art in Public Places Fund. The amount to be transferred is equal to 1% of
the project’s construction costs up to $2,500,000 and 0.5% for costs between $2,500,000 and
$7,500,000 with a maximum transfer of $50,000. The following transfers, totaling $18,950 to the
Art in Public Places Fund, is based on FY12 transactions:

Recreation & Culture Capital Improvement Fund

Approval of the attached ordinance is requested.
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING FINAL YEAR-END
ADJUSTMENTS TO THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
OPERATING AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGETS
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2012;
APPROVING THE FINAL AMENDED BUDGET FOR THE
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2012 BY
INCORPORATING INTO THE AFOREMENTIONED FINAL
AMENDED BUDGET ALL ADJUSTMENTS AND
APPROPRIATIONS CONTAINED IN THIS ORDINANCE AND
ALL ADJUSTMENTS AND APPROPRIATIONS PREVIOUSLY
MADE BY RESOLUTION FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING
SEPTEMBER 30, 2012; APPROVING YEAR-END
COMMITMENTS, ASSIGNMENTS, AND APPROPRIATIONS
FROM THE GENERAL FUND BALANCE AS OF SEPTEMBER
30, 2012 FOR INCLUSION IN THE BUDGET FOR THE
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2013; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1: The following appropriation transfers and supplemental appropriations
to the City of St. Petersburg operating budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30,
2012 are approved from the fund balance of each respective operating fund listed below:

General Operating Fund Appropriation Transfers
From: Budget Department Contingency (316,000)
To: Police Department 316,000

Supplemental Appropriations
General Operating Fund

General Government Administration $3,234,400

Police 788,352
Local Option Tax Revenue 34
Utility Tax Revenue 924
Excise Tax Revenue 280,403
Community Redevelopment District 614,057
School Crossing Guard 92,992
American Recovery & Reinvestment Fund 44,200
Mahaffey Theater 472,000
Coliseum 31,000
Sunken Gardens 16,000
Stormwater 633,500
Sanitation 973,100

Airport 5,000



Marina 258,000
Golf Courses 62,000
Jamestown 134,400

Section 2: The following appropriation adjustments (numbers in parentheses
denote reduced appropriations) to the City of St. Petersburg capital improvement program
(CIP) budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012 are approved from the fund
balance of each respective CIP fund listed below:

General Capital Improvement Fund

Neighborhood Partnership Grants FY'12 Project (25,000)

Neighborhood Plans Update FY'11Project (31,000)

Jamestown Apartments Renovations Phase I Project 90,000

Police CAD, RMS, Mobile Project (407,000)
Neighborhood & Citywide Infrastructure Fund

Neighborhood Partnership Grants FY12 Project (16,000)

Play Equipment Replacement FY'12 Project 37,585
Recreation & Culture Fund

Play Equipment Replacement FY12 Project 65,000
Transportation Impact Fees

Traffic Safety Program FY09 Project (100,000)
Water Resources Fund

DIS New Main Extension FY12 Project 17,343.10

DIS Main Relocation FY12 Project (17,343.10)

DIS Taps Meters Backflows FY12 Project 288,826.11

REC Ser Taps & Backflows FY12 Project (3,392.89)

REC Flushing Appurtenance FY12 Project (50,000)

REC Main Extension FY12Project (208,865.02)

REC PCCP Replacement FY'12Project (1,000,000)
Airport

Airport Apron Construction Project 21

Section 3: The following increases to the Internal Service Fund authorizations
are approved for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012:

Fleet Management 665,200
Health Insurance 2,157,000
Equipment Replacement 49,800

Section 4: Ordinance No. 1033-G is hereby amended by incorporating into said
Ordinance all appropriations and adjustments to the operating and capital improvement
budgets pertaining to the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012 made by previous
resolution, and all supplemental appropriations and adjustments contained in this
Ordinance which pertain to the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2012. Ordinance No.
1033-G, as amended as provided herein, shall constitute the final budget for the Fiscal
Year ending September 30, 2012.



Section 5: The following amounts are established as Commitments and
Assignments for future appropriation in the General Operating Fund Balance which
commitments can be changed by a resolution of City Council:

Operating Re-appropriations $1,191,973
Budget Land Sale Proceeds 0
Qualified Target Industry (QTI) Tax Refund Program 100,000
Technology 0
Energy Conservation 0

Section 6: The following amounts encumbered during FY 2012 are re-
appropriated for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 2013 from the fund balance of the
respective funds:

General Operating Fund:
Police $296,387
Fire 28,891
City Development Administration 21,549
Leisure and Community Services Administration 588,804
General Government Administration 49,305
Public Works Administration 207,037
Stormwater Utility Operating 25,923
Sanitation Operating 303,913
Sanitation Equipment Replacement 305,104
Airport Operating 9,337
Marina Operating 43,367
Golf Course Operating 16,751
Jamestown Complex 24,850
Port Operating 1,375
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