COUNCIL B8 MEETING

175-5t Street North
Second Floor Council Chamber

February 7, 2013
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/

February 7, 2013
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 66-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16 (Land Development
Regulations) providing for additional residential density, intensity (floor-area-ratio) and
building height for property located within an activity Center and designated with CRT-1
(Corridor Residential Traditional) and CCT-1 (Corridor Commercial Traditional) zoning.
(City File LDR-2012-04)

Ordinance 1046-V approving the partial street vacations of 2nd Avenue South and 5th
Street South abutting the southern and western sides of 116 - 5th Street South (Lots 11-14,
Block 38, Revised Map of the City of St. Petersburg), being more specifically described as
the northern 35 feet (MOL) of 2nd Avenue South, the eastern 35 feet (MOL) of 5th Street
South and the associated portion of the intersection (City File 12-33000018), and
providing for an exception to certain conditions in the City Code.

Resolution authorizing the removal of the existing hexagon block sidewalk located within
a portion of the 2nd Street North right-of-way between 3rd Avenue North and 4th Avenue
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North. This request is related to the applicant's proposal to develop the southern half of
the block with a new 8-story, 309-unit multi-family project.

Reports

1.

2.

Police Update. (Oral)

Resolution to allocate $500,000 in the General Fund Contingency.

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

Accepting a proposal from Federal Property Regqistration Corporation to create a
foreclosure reqistry and collect registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance

Department.

Approving the purchase of 13 replacement vehicles from Garber Chevrolet-Buick-
Pontiac-GMC Truck, Inc. for the Police Department at a total cost of $243,686.30.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an agreement between the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida and the Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc., to provide
the school readiness program for qualified families for one year commencing April 1,
2013, and ending March 31, 2014.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement
with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg
Phase Toilet Replacement Program Phase 13 in the amount of $150,000.

Approving all programs/projects as approved by the Chief of Police as a part of the
FY2013 Law Enforcement Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to execute agreements and all of the documents necessary to effectuate these
awards; and authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $42,347.40 from
the unappropriated balance of the Law Enforcement Fund (1023), to the Police
Department, Local Law Enforcement State Trust (140-2857) to fully fund the awards.

Approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $58,200 from the
unappropriated balance of the Law enforcement Fund (1023) to the Police Department,
Local Law enforcement state fund (140-2857) to pay monetary awards to citizens for
criminal tips pertaining to the illegal gun bounty program; and authorizing the Mayor or is
designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

10. Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. (Councilmember Newton) (Oral)

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

Setting February 21, 2013 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance:

1.

Ordinance amending Chapter 27, Division 3 of Article VV of the St. Petersburg City,
relating to the Industrial Pretreatment Program.

New Business



1. Requesting to have all CRA/Agenda Review and Administrative Updates meetings be
televised live. (Councilmember Newton)

2. Referring to the Committee of the Whole, or alternatively to the Budget, Finance &
Taxation Committee for discussion the proposed Eleventh Amendment Use Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and the Tampa Bay Rays. (Councilmember Gerdes)

Council Committee Reports

1. Youth Services Committee. (1/24/13)

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (1/31/13)

(a) Resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Mortgage Assumption
Agreement, a Mortgage Modification Agreement, and an Agency Agreement between
the City of St. Petersburg and St. Petersburg Free Clinic, Inc. ("Free Clinic") to allow
the Free Clinic to assume the operation of the property located at 423 - 437 11th
Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida previously operated by ASAP Homeless
Services, Inc.; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this Resolution.

3. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (1/31/13)

4. Housing Services Committee. (1/31/13)

Legal

1. Authorizing the City Attorney to use interns paid by a law school or university and
approving they be covered by the City's self-insurance program.

Open Forum
1. Open Forum
Adjournment



CONSENT == AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda A
February 7, 2013

NOTE:Business items listed on the yellow Consent Agenda cost more than one-half million dollars while
the blue Consent Agenda includes routine business items costing less than that amount.

(Purchasing)

1. Approving the purchase of two replacement fire apparatus for the Fire Department from
The Sutphen Corporation at a total cost of $763,915.48.

2. Accepting a proposal from Federal Property Registration Corporation to create a
foreclosure reqistry and collect registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance
Department. [MOVED to Reports as E-4]
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COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda B
February 7, 2013

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 annual service agreement for I/CAD and I/LEADS applications with
Intergraph, Inc., a sole source supplier, at a cost of $286,044.92.

2. Approving the purchase of 13 replacement vehicles from Garber Chevrolet-Buick-
Pontiac-GMC Truck, Inc. for the Police Department at a total cost of $243,686.30.
[MOVED to Reports as E-5]

3. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Rowland, Inc. for unscheduled utility
infrastructure repairs for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of
$100,000.

(City Development)

4. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell the surplus, improved City-owned property
located at 2901 Fairfield Avenue South, St. Petersburg, to Christopher J. Cantrelle for
$50.000, subject to the City’s affordable housing program requirements.

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a First Amendment to Lease Agreement
with VK, Inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use of facilities located at 421 Eighth
Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg (‘“Premises”), within Albert Whitted Airport for a period of
five (5) years at a rental rate of $1,027 per month, with the right to request extensions for
two (2) additional five (5) year terms, subject to approval by City Council; and
authorizing VK, Inc. to sublease variable space within the Premises to Aristiz, Inc. for the
operation of an aircraft upholstery fabrication and repair service. (Requires affirmative
vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.)

(Leisure & Community Services)

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an agreement between the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida and the Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc., to provide
the school readiness program for qualified families for one year commencing April 1,
2013, and ending March 31, 2014. [MOVED to Reports as E-6]

7. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a grant of $96,539 from the Florida
Housing Finance Corporation (FHFC) for FY 2012-2013 to fund the State Housing
Initiatives Partnership (“SHIP”) Program for the purpose of providing affordable housing
opportunities for low- and moderate-income persons; authorizing the submission of the
2012-2013 SHIP Funding Strategies Summary Certification form to FHFC; authorizing
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the Mayor or his designee to execute a grant agreement with FHFC and all other
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and approving a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $96,539 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of
the SHIP Fund (1019), resulting in these additional revenues to the SHIP Program,
Housing and Community Development Department (082) Division (1089).

(Public Works)

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement
with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg
Phase Toilet Replacement Program Phase 13 in the amount of $150,000. [MOVED to
Reports as E-7]

(Appointments)

9. Confirming the appointment of Vito D. Sheeley as a reqular member to the International
Relations Committee to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2015.

(Miscellaneous)

10. Approving all programs/projects as approved by the Chief of Police as a part of the
FY2013 Law Enforcement Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to execute agreements and all of the documents necessary to effectuate these
awards; and authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $42,347.40 from
the unappropriated balance of the Law Enforcement Fund (1023), to the Police
Department, Local Law Enforcement State Trust (140-2857) to fully fund the awards.
[MOVED to Reports as E-8]

11. Approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $58,200 from the
unappropriated balance of the Law enforcement Fund (1023) to the Police Department,
Local Law enforcement state fund (140-2857) to pay monetary awards to citizens for
criminal tips pertaining to the illegal gun bounty program; and authorizing the Mayor or
his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. [MOVED
to Reports as E-9]

12. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept $47,604 from Pinellas County as the
City’s share of the FY2009 JAG ARRA Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant
earmarked for the Countywide Prison Transport Service to fund special project overtime,
and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

13. Authorizing the Mayor to execute a 5-year renewal of the existing Interlocal Agreement
by and among Pinellas County Law Enforcement Agencies for information sharing.
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MEETING == AGENDA

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Note: An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, January 31, 2013, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, January 31, 2013, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

Housing Services Committee
Thursday, January 31, 2013, 10:30 a.m., Room 100

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, January 31, 2013, 1:30 p.m., Room 100

City Council Workshop - Bayfront Restated L ease
Thursday, February 7, 2013, 2:00 p.m., Room 100

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, February 14, 2013, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, February 14, 2013, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, February 14, 2013, 1:30 p.m., Room 100

City Council Meeting
Thursday, February 14, 2013, 3:00 p.m., Council Chambers




CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG —R—
Board and Commission Vacancies s

Arts Advisory Committee
1 Regular Member
(Term expires 9/30/15)

City Beautiful
3 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/13, 12/31/14 & 12/31/15)

Civil Service Board
1 Regular & 2 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 6/30/13, 6/30/14 & 6/30/15)

Code Enforcement Board
2 Regular Members (Engineer & Non-Category)
(Terms expire 12/31/13 & 12/31/15)

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

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

International Relations Committee
3 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/15)

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

Social Services Allocation Committee
4 Regular Members
(Terms expire 9/30/15)




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.
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 66-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16
(Land Development Regulations) providing for additional residential density, intensity (floor-area-
ratio) and building height for property located within an activity Center and designated wi
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TO:

SUBJECT:

REQUEST:

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of February 7, 2013
The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair, and Members of City Council

City File LDR 2012-04: Proposed amendments to the St. Petersburg City Code,
Chapter 16 (Land Development Regulations), providing for additional residential
density, intensity (floor-area-ratio) and building height for property located within
an activity center and designated with CRT-1 (Corridor Residential Traditional)
and CCT-1 (Corridor Commercial Traditional) zoning.

Second reading and public hearing of the attached ordinance ___ amending Sections
16.20.060 and 16.20.080 of the City Code regarding the maximum allowable
residential density, nonresidential intensity and building height.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission (DRC):

The DRC conducted a public hearing on December 5, 2012 to consider the
applicant’s request, and voted unanimously (7 to 0) to approve the
amendment based on consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and to
forward the recommendation onto the City Council.

City Council Action:
On January 24, 2013, the City Council conducted the first reading for the

proposed ordinance and set the second reading and public hearing for
February 7, 2013.

Recommended City Council Action:

1. CONDUCT the second reading and public hearing of the proposed
ordinance; and

2. ADOPT the ordinance.
Attachments:

Ordinance
DRC Staff Report



AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST.
PETERSBURG AMENDING CHAPTER
16 OF THE CITY CODE; PROVIDING
FOR  ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL
DENSITY, INTENSITY (FLOOR-AREA-
RATIO) AND BUILDING HEIGHT FOR
PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN AN
ACTIVITY CENTER AND DESIGNATED
WITH CRT-1 (CORRIDOR
RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL) AND
CCT-1 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL
TRADITIONAL) ZONING; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section One. Section 16.20.060.5 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.20.060.5. - Development potential.

Development potential is slightly different within the districts to respect the character of the neighborhoods.
Achieving maximum development potential will depend upon market forces, such as minimum desirable unit
size, and development standards, such as minimum lot size, parking requirements, height restrictions, and
building setbacks.

Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity

CRT-1 CRT-2
Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 4,500
Maximum residential Residential density 24 40
density (units per acre) Residential density 36 40
within activity center
Workforce housing 6 6
density bonus
Maximum nonresidential | Nonresidential intensity | 1 3
intensity (floor area ratio) | Nonresidential intensity | 1.5 LS
within activity center
Workforce housing 0.2 0.2
intensity bonus
Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.75 0.95

Workforce housing density and intensity bonus: All units associated with this bonus shall be utilized in the
creation of workforce housing units as prescribed in the City's workforce housing program and shall meet all
requirements of the program.

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of lot dimensions, calculation of maximum residential
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Secction Two. Section 16.20.060.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby

amendcd (o read as follows:

16.20.060.6. - Building envclope: Maximum height and minimum sctbacks.

Maximum Building Height (All Districts)

Building Height Top of roof peak

CRT-1 CRT-2
Primary building 36 ft. 48 ft.
Primary building within activity center 48 ft. 48ft.

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments.

Minimum Building Setbacks

Building Setbacks CRT-1 CRT-2
Front yard Stoop 7ft. 0 ft.
Open porch 10 ft. 0 ft.
Building 15 ft. 0 ft.
Interior side yard 5 ft. 0 ft.
Street side yard 10 ft. 0ft.
Rear yard With alley 5 ft. 0 ft.
No alley 7.5 ft. 751t
Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes.
Refer to technical standards for yard types, and setback encroachments.
Enclosing porches in the front yard setback is regulated by the general development standards.

Minimum Building Setbacks for SE Uses

Building Setbacks SE Uses

CRT-1

CRT-2

All yards

35 ft.

5 R

Refer to technical standards for yard types.

Section Three. Section 16.20.080.5 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby

amended to read as follows:

16.20.080.5. - Development potential.

Development potential is slightly different within the districts to respect the character of the
neighborhoods. Achieving maximum development potential will depend upon market forces, such as minimum
desirable unit size, and development standards, such as minimum lot size, parking requirements, height

restrictions, and building setbacks.



Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity

CCT-1 CCT-2
Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 4,500
Maximum residential Residential density 24 40
density (units per acre) Residential density 36 40
within activity center
Workforce housing 6 6
density bonus
Hotel density (rooms per | 45 N/A
acre)
Maximum nonresidential | Nonresidential intensity | 1.0 1.5
intensity (floor area ratio) | Nonresidential intensity | 1.5 1.5
within activity center
Workforce housing 0.2 0.2
intensity bonus
Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.95 0.95

Workforce housing density and intensity bonus: All units associated with this bonus shall be utilized in the

creation of workforce housing units as prescribed in the City's workforce housing program and shall meet all
requirements of the program.
Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of lot dimensions, calculation of maximum residential
density, nonresidential floor area and impervious surface.

Section Four. Section 16.20.080.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.20.080.6. - Building envelope: Maximum height and minimum setbacks.

Maximum Building Height (All Districts)

Building Height CCT-1 CCT-2
A} Primary buildings 42 ft. 60 ft.
Primary building within Small lot (< one acre in 48 ft. 60 ft
activity center | size)
Medium lot (between one | 60 ft. 60 ft.
and two acres in size)
Large lot (> two acresin | 84 ft. 60 ft.
size

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments.

Minimum Building Setbacks
Building Setbacks CCT-1 CCT-2
Building height in | Building height in | Building height in
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setback up to 42 ft. | setback up to 42 ft. | setback 42 ft. to 60
ft.

Front yard 0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the
property line or 10 | property line or 10 | property line or 10
ft. from the curb, ft. from the curb, ft. from the curb,
whichever is whichever is whichever is
greater greater greater

Interior side yard 0ft 0R. 0ft

Street side yard 0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the
property line or 5 ft. | property line or 5 ft. | property line or 10
from the curb, from the curb, ft. from the curb,
whichever is whichever is whichever is
greater greater greater

Rear yard With alley 0 ft. 0ft. 0 ft.

No alley 10 ft. 10 ft. 10 ft.

For measurements from the curb, if there is no curb, the measurement shall be from the edge of the street

pavement.

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes.
Refer to technical standards for yard types and setback encroachments.

Section Five. Words which are underlined shall be added and words which are
struelc-through shall be deleted from the existing City Code.

Section Six. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is judicially determined to be unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid, such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this
ordinance.

Section Seven. Effective Date. In the event 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:

YO\, ANy

City Attorney (designee)
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PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Development Review Commission
Prepared by the Planning and Economic Development Department,
Urban Planning & Historic Preservation Division

For Public Hearing on December 5, 2012

at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

Subject: City File LDR 2012-04: Amendment to the Land Development Regulations
S , | (LDRs), Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances. S |
Request: This is a private application requesting to amend the City’s Land Development
Regulations (LDRs), City Code Chapter 16, regarding residential density for
‘ } property located within an activity center. It is requested that the Development
| Review Commission (DRC) hold a public hearing, deliberate and recommend
| approval of the LDR amendments presented here, based on consistency with the

'r | Comprehensive Plan.

Authority: + Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC, acting

as the Land Development Regulation Commission (LDRC), is responsible for
reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on all proposed LDR
amendments.

Backgiro‘und:

On October 12, 2012 City staff received a formal request from Buddy Sauter &
Associates asking that the City amend the CRT-1 (Corridor Residential
Traditional-1) and CCT-1 (Corridor Commercial Traditional-1) zoning district
regulations to increase the maximum residential density for property located within
an activity center.

While such a City Code amendment is not considered “site specific,” it should be
noted that the applicant initiated this proposal to benefit the property located in the
southern half of the block bounded by 5" Avenue South and 6" Avenue South,
between Dr. ML King Jr. Street and 10" Street South. The property is located
within the Intown activity center. Beneficial Development 11, LLC has indicated
an interest in constructing apartments on the property.




| have addressed and identified four activity centers: Gateway, Tyrone, Central Plaza

and Intown. It has long been the goal of the City to concentrate growth and
| facilitate compact urban development within these areas.

{ Table 1 (attached) lists the zoning districts that are found within the City’s four
activity centers. The City Code allows a greater residential density and intensity

| (or floor-area-ratio) within an activity center for property designated with CCS
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), EC (Employment Center), IC (Institutional
Center), RC (Retail Center) and CRS-2 (Corridor Residential Suburban-2) zoning.

| However, the greater density and intensity is not provided within the activity
centers for properties zoned CRT-1 and CCT-1. Thus, as previously stated, the
applicant’s request is to amend the CRT-1 and CCT-1 zoning district regulations to
increase the maximum residential density for property located within an activity
center and, as can be discerned from Table 1, this would include the Central Plaza
and Intown activity centers. Maps depicting the boundaries of the Central Plaza
and Intown activity centers are also attached.

| The applicant’s request to increase the residential density is consistent with the
City’s goals and objectives of concentrating growth in the Central Plaza and

| Since the 1980s the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Map |

s
}
|

Intown activity centers and the live/work theme encouraged within these areas. |

Moreover, the amendment creates an opportunity to provide more housing to meet
the needs of current and future employers in the Central Plaza and Intown activity
centers which in turn supports mass transit, whether that be PSTA bus service, Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) or possibly light rail in the future.

Arguably, the changes to the CRT-1 and CCT-1 regulations proposed here should
have been included in the update of the land development regulations (LDRs) that
became effective in September 2007, subsequent to the implementation of the St.
Pete Vision 2020 Plan and the City-wide rezoning.

The specific amendments to the CRT-1 and CCT-1 zoning district regulations
recommended by City staff are provided in Table 2 (attached). For both zoning

districts, a multiplier of 1.5 times the base density of 24 units per acre was used to

obtain the proposed residential density of 36 units per acre within an activity
center. A multiplier of 1.5 times the base nonresidential intensity (or floor-area-
ratio) of 1.0 was also used to obtain the proposed nonresidential intensity of 1.5
within an activity center. The 1.5 multiplier is consistent with the activity center
increase permitted in the CCS, EC, IC, RC and CRS-2 zoning districts.

Table 2 also identifies the proposed maximum building height on property
designated CRT-1 and CCT-1 within activity centers less than an acre, between
one and two acres, and greater than two acres in size. The proposed building
heights are consistent with the heights permitted in the CCS zoning districts within
activity centers.

| 'Housing

Affordability
Impact Statement:

' The proposed amendments could have a positive impact on housing affordability,

availability and accessibility by providing additional density for market and
workforce housing. A Housing Affordability Impact Statement is attached.

Compliance
with the

Comprehensive
Plan:

The requested amendment is appropriate for the hi gher density development that is

intended for the Central Plaza and Intown activity centers, consistent with the
following objective and policies:




| Objective LU2 The Future Land Use Element shall facilitate a compact urban
| development pattern that provides opportunities to more efficiently use and
' develop infrastructure, land and other resources and services by concentrating
‘ more intensive growth in activity centers and other appropriate areas.

| Policy LU2.1 To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the
| following activity centers as part of this Land Use Plan: Gateway, Intown, Tyrone
| and Central Plaza.
' Policy LU2.3 To attract large scale quality development and assure the proper
| coordination, programming and timing of City services in the activity centers the
- City shall continue to develop, evaluate and implement appropriate activity center
| development incentives.
|
R
Recommendation: | The Planning and Economic Development Department finds that the proposed
| amendments to Section 16.20.060.5, Section 16.20.060.6, Section 16.20.080.5 and
' Section 16.20.080.6, Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, are consistent with the
| Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

T
|
|

l
Attachments: | Table 1: Activity Center Zoning Designations
f Table 2: Proposed City Code Amendments
l Central Plaza Activity Center Map
Intown Activity Center Map

| 3 | Housing Affordability Impact Statement




Table 1

ACTIVITY CENTER ZONING DESIGNATIONS

Zoning Intown Gateway Tyrone Central Plaza
District Activity Center Activity Center Activity Center Activity Center
CCS-1 X X X
CCS-2 X X X
CCT-1 X
CCT-2 X
CRS-2 X
CRT-1 X X
CRT-2 X
DC-C X
DC-1 X
DC-2 X
DC-3 X
EC X
IC X
IS X
IT X
NSM-1 X X
NSM-2 X X
RC-1 X
RC-2 X X

Note: Only CCT-1 and CRT-1 are affected by the proposed changes.




Table 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CRT-1 AND CCT-1

ZONING DISTRICT REGULATIONS

City Code Zoning .
Section District Language to be Added (underlined)
Residential Density Within Activity Center 36 upa
16.20.060.5 | CRT-1
Nonresidential Intensity Within Activity Center 1.5 faa
16.20.080.5 | CCT-1 | Residential Density Within Activity Center 36 upa
Nonresidential Intensity Within Activity Center 1.5 far
16.20.060.6 | CRT-1 | Building Height, Primary Building Within Activity Center 48’
16.20.080.6 | CCT-1 | Building Height, Primary Building Within Activity Center
Small Lot (< one acre in size) 48
Medium Lot (between one and two acres in size) 60°
Large Lot (> two acres in size) 34’
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City of St. Petersburg
Housing Affordability Impact Statement

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million dollars in State Housing
Initiative Partnership (SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these funds, the
City is required to maintain an ongoing process for review of local policies, ordinances, resolutions,
and plan provisions that increase the cost of housing construction, or of housing redevelopment, and
to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative cost per housing unit from these actions for
the period July 1- June 30 annually. This form should be attached to all policies, ordinances,
resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing costs, and a copy of the completed form
should be provided to the City’s Housing and Community Development Department.

I.

IL

III.

Initiating Department: Planning and Economic Development

Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under
Consideration for adoption by Ordinance or Resolution:

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File LDR
2012-04).

Impact Analysis:

Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, or plan amendment, (being adopted by
ordinance or resolution) increase the cost of housing development? (i.e. more landscaping,
larger lot sizes, increase fees, require more infrastructure costs up front, etc.)

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes Explanation:

If Yes, the per unit cost increase associated with this proposed policy change is estimated to
be: $

Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, plan amendment, etc. increase the time
needed for housing development approvals?

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes Explanation:



IV:  Certification

1t is important that new local laws which could counteract or negate local, state and federal reforms
and incentives created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration. If the
adoption of the proposed regulation is imperative to protect the public health, safety and welfare, and
therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to continue the community’s ability to provide
affordable housing, please explain below:

CHECK ONE:

\// The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment will not
result in an increase to the cost of housing development or redevelopment in the City of St.
Petersburg and no further action is required.( Please attach this Impact Statement to City
Council Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development department.)

M fon [ave. Gardum [1/3G [IR

epartment Director (signature) Date

OR

The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment being
proposed by resolution or ordinance will increase housing costs in the City of St. Petersburg.
(Please attach this Impact Statement to City Council Material, and provide a copy to Housing
and Community Development department.)

Department Director (signature) Date

Copies to: City Clerk
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development
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Tampa Bay Times
Published Daily
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF Pinellas } S.S.

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared B. Harr ]

who on oath says that he/she is Legal Clerk of the Tampa Bay
Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in Pinellas
County, Florida; that the attached copy of advertisement, being a
Legal Notice in the matter RE: ST. PETERSBURG NOTICE
OF PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCES 66-H & 1046-V
was published in said newspaper in the issues of Neighborhood
Times St Petersburg , 1/27/2013 .

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.

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 29th day of January A.D.2013

L/éa/ //z/

§(gnature of Notary Public

Personally known X  or produced indentification

Type of indentification produced

JOSEPH F. FISH
MY COMMISSION #DDS76007
EXPIRES: JUN 23, 2014
Bonded through 15t State insurance

*g\
LEGAL NOTICE

{ - CHAPTER:18 OF THE CITY CODE; PROVIDING FOR
1 BM&GHE!GHT FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN i

£ TRADWTONAL) ZONING; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTNE DATE

‘ A.N OBDINANGE APPROVING THE PARTIAL STREET VACATIONS -

" OF ST. PETERSBURG), AND THE ASSOCIATED: PORTION OF
- THE INTERSEGTION; PROVIDING AN EXCEPTION TO CERTAIN

.. FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

‘Notice is hel‘aby given that all interested pamas may appear a’t the

-} ordinance(s) listed :above. Copies of the proposed ordinance(s) are
avallable inthe City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, and‘may be inspected by |

; order to participate in this proceeding, piease contact the City Clerk's

‘Evakldmar,cnyClerk N o ‘
“1/27/2013 . : <  ~ o509 74

Pusuc HEARING NOTICE
 CITYOF ST. PETERSBURG"&_ |

_ PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 66-H -
' ANoamNANGE QF THE CITY OF ST, PETERSBURG AMENDING

-RATIO)

RESIDENTIAL DENSITY, INTENSITY (FLOOR-AREA

CEN TER AND DESIGNATED WITH CRT-1 (CORRIDOH -
AND CCT-1 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO 1 046-V

OF 2ND AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH STREET SOUTH ABUTTING
THE SOUTHERN AND WESTERN SIDES OF 116 - 5TH STREET .
_SOUTH (LOTS 11 < 14, BLOCK 38, REVISED MAP-OF THE CITY

'CONDITIONS IN THE CITY CODE; SETTING FORTHCONDITIONS
FOR THE VACATION-TO BECOME’EFFECTWE. AND. PROWDING

Date*Febmavy? 2013 Tnme Q:Ooa.m.
: ‘City Council Chamber
cny Hali,: 175 Sth smeet North

meeting and be heard by City. Council, with ‘respect to the proposed |

the public. Any person who decides to appeal the decision made by
the FC)hty Coungﬂp:ith respect to these matters (this matter) will neety
a record of the proceedmgs and that for such ptirpose the person
making the appeal will.need to ensure that a verbatim record of the
proceedings is made which record moludes the temumony and evidence
uporn which theappeahs to be based..

If you are a pefson with a disability who needs an accommodahon in

Office, (727) 893-7448, or call our TDD number, 892-5259, at least 24
hours p(zor to the megtmg and we wil| prowds that aooommodation
for you. - ) :
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Central Plaza Activity Center Zoning
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City Code
Section

Zoning
District

Language to be Added

Residential Density Within Activity Center 36 upa
o SR Nonresidential Intensity Within Activity Center 1.5far.
Residential Density Within Activity Center 36 upa
W - Nonresidential Intensity Within Activity Center 1.5f.a.r.
16.20.060.6 CRT-1 Building Height, Within Activity Center 48’
Building Height, Within
Small (< one acre in size) 48’
AL i Medium (between one and two acres in size) 60’
Large (> two acres in size) 84’
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If you wish to speak on a PUBLIC HEARING item or an APPEAL @

HEARING item listed on your agenda, please fill out this card and
SE place in the box on the center table.
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, PUBLIC HEARING D/ \
- — ./
NAME: _ (i E Sow I
q— rﬂ-\
aooress: . 023 & LusT ST AF

REPRESENTING:

AGENDA ITEM NO. @' / @%__

FOR: / AGAINST: _-/_(&&3__
3 MINUTE TIME LIMIT




Attached documents for item Ordinance 1046-V approving the partial street vacations of 2nd
Avenue South and 5th Street South abutting the southern and western sides of 116 - 5th Street South
(Lots 11-14, Block 38, Revised Map of the City of St. Petersburg), being more specifically d

36
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of February 7, 2013

TO: The Honorable Chair, Karl Nurse and Members of City
Council
SUBJECT: Ordinance approving the partial street vacations of

2" Avenue South and 5" Street South abutting the southern
and western sides of 116 - 5th Street South (Lots 11 - 14,
Block 38, Revised Map of the City of St. Petersburg), being
more specifically described as the northern 35 feet (MOL) of
2nd Avenue South, the eastern 35 feet (MOL) of 5th Street
South and the associated portion of the intersection (City
File No.: 12-33000018) and providing for an exception to
certain conditions of the City Code.

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

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

The Request: The request is to vacate the on-street parking spaces within the public
rights-of-way abutting the southern and western sides of the historic St. Petersburg
YMCA (a locally designated landmark) located at 116 — 5" Street South. This
application was initiated by the City Council at the suggestion of the Administration
(Resolution No. 2012-540). The goal is to facilitate successful adaptive reuse of this
significant, endangered downtown historic resource by creating a dedicated supply of
privately-controlled parking. The right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the
attached maps.

Background: The existing building was completed in 1927 and later designated as a
local historic landmark in 1991. Upon relocation of the club to a new facility in 2001, the
subject property was sold to developers intending to create offices or condominiums.
Most of the interior walls in the basement and 2nd thru 4th floors were removed in 2005.
Due to issues including the decline of the market, the project did not proceed. The
building has remained vacant and unused.

Previous and current owners have made several attempts to restore and adaptively
reuse the building without success. Based upon conversations with owners and
prospective buyers, Staff believes that the absence of a meaningful supply of privately-



controlled parking is one of the primary issues which is hindering a successful
rehabilitation and adaptive reuse project. Prospective buyers and lenders appear to be
reluctant to take such a substantial financial risk for a conversion project that has no
significant supply of dedicated parking.

The owner has apparently received one offer to buy the property, provided the existing
building can be demolished and the site can be redeveloped with a drive-through bank.
As a result of that purchase offer, the owner has submitted an application to the City for
approval to demolish the building. Staff intends to recommend denial of the demolition
application. The demolition application was originally scheduled for consideration by
the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on November 16, 2012. However, the
owner/applicant elected to defer consideration of the demolition request in part to allow
the DRC and City Council to make a decision on this City-initiated street vacation
request.

Given the Staff's findings set forth in the attached report to the DRC, which indicate that
the requested vacation would be consistent with the applicable criteria in the Code, the
Administration is recommending approval of this application, subject to the suggested
special conditions. Due to the substantial amount of complex work that will be required
to restore the building, the Administration is suggesting a condition which would provide
a greater period of time than normally permitted for the owner to complete the required
conditions before the approval becomes void.

Agency Review & Comments: The application was routed for review and comment
by affected City Departments and outside utility agencies. The Engineering Department
and the Transportation Planning Department expressed no objection, provided that
certain types of easement were provided. These issues are addressed by the
suggested conditions in the ordinance.

Public Notice & Public Comments: The City provided a public notice in advance of
the DRC hearing. Staff received the attached letters or support from both the Council of
Neighborhood Associations (CONA) and St. Petersburg Preservation, Inc (SPPI).

DRC Action: The Development Review Commission (DRC) considered the application
during the public hearing on December 5, 2012. The DRC voted unanimously to
recommend approval of the vacation to the City Council.

RECOMMENDATION:

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

1. This vacation shall not become effective until all required conditions have been
completed and the ordinance has been recorded.

2. Section 16.70.050.1.1.F of the Land Development Regulations requires
conditions of a vacation ordinance to be completed within two years of City
Council approval, however, approval of this vacation shall be valid for an initial
period of five (5) years and at the conclusion of the initial approval shall then be
eligible for one-year extensions. Requests for one-year extensions shall be
subject to review and approval by the City pursuant to the applicable criteria and



procedures in the City Code. All required conditions must be completed or this
approval shall become void.

. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the existing landmark structure on the
subject property shall be restored and approved for occupancy by the City.

. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the following easements shall be
recorded over the area to be vacated. All easements shall be subject to final
approval by the City prior to recording:

a. The area of the public sidewalk including the road curb (more or less the
northern 20-feet of 2" Avenue South and the eastern 20-feet of 5 Street
South) shall be retained as a Public Sidewalk and Utility Easement.

b. The entire width of the parking spaces and roadway pavement to be vacated
shall be retained as Public Utility and Drainage Easement.

c. The design of the on-street parking areas shall be maintained substantially as
currently existing and in conformance with the City's design requirements for
on-street parking spaces. Any proposed changes to the existing design shall
require approval of a permit from the City. Fencing or otherwise enclosing the
area to be vacated shall be prohibited.

d. All existing hexagon block, granite curb and bricks within the area to be
vacated shall be preserved unless otherwise approved by the City. Any such
materials which are approved for removal shall remain the property of the City
of St. Petersburg. The property owner shall be responsible for returning such
material at their sole expense and per the method prescribed by the City.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE PARTIAL
STREET VACATIONS OF 2"° AVENUE
SOUTH AND 5™ STREET SOUTH ABUTTING
THE SOUTHERN AND WESTERN SIDES OF
116 - 5TH STREET SOUTH (LOTS 11 - 14,
BLOCK 38, REVISED MAP OF THE CITY OF
ST. PETERSBURG), AND THE ASSOCIATED
PORTION OF THE INTERSECTION;
PROVIDING AN EXCEPTION TO CERTAIN
CONDITIONS IN THE CITY CODE; 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:

Portions of 2" Avenue South and 5" Street South contiguous to the southern and
western sides of the property located at 116 - 5" Street South, being more specifically
described as:

Beginning at the Southeast corner of Lot 14, Block 38 of Revised Map of the City of St.
Petersburg as recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 49 of the public records of Hillsborough
County of which Pinellas County was formerly a part; Thence the following courses and
Distances: South, 20 feet; S39°48'20"W, 19.53 feet; West, 147.50 feet,; To a curve,
having a radius of 35 feet, an arc length of 54.98 feet, a chord length of 49.50 feet, and
a chord bearing N45°00°00"W; North, 100 feet; East, 35 feet to the Northwest corner of
Lot 11, Block 38 of said Plat Book 1, page 49; South, 100 feet, coincident with the West
lot line of said Lot 11 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 11; East, 160 feet, coincident
with the South boundary line of said Block 38 to the Point of Beginning.

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. This vacation shall not become effective until all required conditions have
been completed and the ordinance has been recorded.

2. Section 16.70.050.1.1.F of the Land Development Regulations requires
conditions of a vacation ordinance to be completed within two years of
City Council approval, however, approval of this vacation shall be valid for
an initial period of five (5) years and the initial approval shall then be
eligible for one-year extensions. Requests for one-year extensions shall
be subject to review and approval by the City pursuant to the applicable
criteria and procedures in the City Code. All required conditions must be
completed or this approval shall become void.



3. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the existing landmark structure
on the subject property shall be restored and approved for occupancy by
the City.

4. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the following easements shall
be recorded over the area to be vacated. All easements shall be subject
to final approval by the City prior to recording:

a. The area of the public sidewalk including the road curb (more or less
the northern 20-feet of 2" Avenue South and the eastern 20-feet of 5™
Street South) shall be retained as a Public Sidewalk and Utility
Easement.

b. The entire width of the parking spaces and roadway pavement to be
vacated shall be retained as Public Utility and Drainage Easement.

c. The design of the on-street parking areas shall be maintained
substantially as currently existing and in conformance with the City's
design requirements for on-street parking spaces. Any proposed
changes to the existing design shall require approval of a permit from
the City. Fencing or otherwise enclosing the area to be vacated shall
be prohibited.

d. All existing hexagon block, granite curb and bricks within the area to be
vacated shall be preserved unless otherwise approved by the City.
Any such materials which are approved for removal shall remain the
property of the City of St. Petersburg. The property owner shall be
responsible for returning such material at their sole expense and per
the method prescribed by the City.

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:

J2-18-1_

annmg & Ego mu: Development Date

/9)724}

Clty }ltorney (Designee) Date
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Attachment “C”

DRC Staff Report
(7 pages)

SN>E CiTY OF ST. PETERSBURG

V<SSl P ANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
BN pEVEL OPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION
)
st_petersburg pevELOPMENT 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 December 5, 2012 at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City
Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 12-33000018 PLAT SHEET: F-1

REQUEST: Approval of partial street vacations abutting the southern and
western sides of 116 - 5th Street South (Lots 11 - 14, Block 38,
Revised Map of the City of St. Petersburg), being more
specifically described as the northern 20 feet (MOL) of 2nd
Avenue South, the eastern 20 feet (MOL) of 5th Street South and
the associated portion of the intersection.

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33731

OWNER: VPC3 I
125 5th Street South, Suite 201
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701-4196

ADDRESS: 116 5th Street South
PARCEL ID NO.: 19/31/17/74466/038/0110
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File

ZONING: DC-1



Case No. 12-33000018
Page 2 of 7

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION:

Request

The request is to vacate the on-street parking spaces within the public rights-of-way abutting the
southern and western sides of the historic St. Petersburg YMCA (a locally designated landmark)
located at 116 — 5™ Street South. This application was initiated by the City Council at the
suggestion of the Administration. The staff report to the City Council and Resolution No. 2012-
540 are attached to this report. The goal of this vacation application is to facilitate successful
adaptive reuse of this significant, endangered downtown historic resource by creating a
dedicated supply of privately-controlled parking. The area of the right-of-way proposed for
vacation is depicted on the attached maps.

Background

The goal of the YMCA was to improve the mind, body, and spirit of the American youth. It
served as place for young men to stay when they arrived in town, where they could register to
be placed for work among local businesses, and a place for educational, business, and Bible
classes. The YMCA offered summer school, summer camp, and a band.

The existing building was completed in 1927 as the St. Petersburg YMCA and contains
approximately 59,516 square feet of space incorporated into a four-story structure with a fifth-
story open-air tower. The YMCA facility offered a gymnasium, running track, indoor pool,
lobbies, club rooms, cafeteria and 54 dormitory rooms. Public areas were located on the first
and second floors. The dormitory rooms existed on the third and fourth floors. The property
was designated as a local historic landmark in 1991. Although the residential program ceased
in 1989, the gym remained open until the entire club relocated to a new facility in 2001. The
property was sold to developers intending to create offices or condominiums. The current
owner placed it back on the market again in 2006 due the decline of the condominium market.
Most of the interior walls in the basement and 2nd thru 4th floors were removed in 2005. The
building has remained vacant and unused.

Previous and current owners have made several attempts to restore and adaptively reuse the
building without success. City Staff has been contacted by a number of prospective buyers to
discuss other potential conversion projects. In addition to issues related to meeting current
building and fire codes, the need for parking was routinely discussed during these conversations
with various developers. The City Administration would support variances to the normally
applicable parking requirements to allow the building to be adaptively reused. However, the
parking-related problems facing the subject property may depend less upon the City’s regulatory
requirements and more upon the perceptions and operational requirements of prospective
buyers and lenders, who are apparently reluctant to take such a substantial financial risk for a
conversion project that has no significant supply of dedicated parking.

The owner has apparently received one offer to buy the property, provided the existing building
can be demolished and the site can be redeveloped with a drive-through bank. As a result of
that purchase offer, the owner has submitted an application to the City for approval to demolish
the building. Staff intends to recommend denial of the demolition application. The demolition
application was originally scheduled for consideration by the Community Preservation
Commission (CPC) on November 16, 2012. However, the owner/applicant elected to defer
consideration of the demolition request until the DRC and City Council were able to decide if this
City-initiated street vacation request can be approved.
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Analysis

Staff's review finds that the applicant's request is consistent with the criteria in the Land
Development Regulations (LDR's) and the direction provided in the City's Comprehensive Plan.
As such, the Administration is recommending approval of this application.

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.

Various easements would be necessary to protect existing utilities, stormwater drainage, public
access through the existing sidewalks, and the overhead airspace which creates public view
corridors. Staff has suggested a special condition of approval regarding these requirements.

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 proposed vacation, if approved, will allow the on-street parking areas along the southern
and western sides to be directly controlled by the ownership of the abutting historic landmark.
Staff does not anticipate a substantial detrimental effect upon access to any other lot of record.
Existing vehicular travel lanes would not be impacted. Public pedestrian access through the
associated portions of sidewalk can be protected by an easement.

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 subject right-of-way was dedicated in 1889 as part of the plat known as The Revised Map
of the City of St. Petersburg, which covered the majority of the existing downtown. Requests to
vacate right-of-way in the downtown (partially or entirely) have been approved throughout the
City's history, especially in the downtown, as land that was originally subdivided into many small
lots, each with different owners and separate buildings, was reassembled for redevelopment
with larger, unified projects. There have been well over 100 applications to vacate right-of-way
or easements in the downtown area. Recent research conducted by Staff found at least 80
such requests since 1992. Some of the cases approved throughout the downtown include:

¢ Florencia condominium. The north 15 feet of 1%t Avenue North between Beach Drive
Northeast and 1% Street for the colonnade;

¢ Cloisters condominium. The southern 12 feet of 3™ Avenue Northeast and the western
12.5 feet of Beach Drive Northeast;

¢ St. Petersburg Yacht Club. The entire 100 foot width of 1% Avenue Northeast, between
Beach Drive Northeast and Bayshore Drive Northeast,
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¢ Downtown Publix and associated retail center. The entire 100 foot width of 3" Avenue
South, between 2™ and 3 Streets South;

¢ McNulty Parking Garage and Condominium. Portions of 1% Avenue South, 2™ Avenue
South, and 2" Street South;

¢ Florida National Bank. The entire 20-foot wide alley in the block bound by Central
Avenue and 1% Avenue South, between 7" and 8" Streets South;

¢ University of South Florida St. Petersburg campus. The entire 80 foot width of 7"
Avenue South between Asbury Street South and 3™ Street South, as well as the entire
100 foot width of 2" Street South between 6™ Avenue South and Bayboro Harbor.

¢ All Children’s Hospital medical complex. The entire 100 foot width of 5™ Street South
between 5" Avenue South and 6™ Avenue South, as well as the 20 foot wide alley
between 5" Street South and 6" Street South.

¢ BayWalk downtown retail & entertainment complex. Various portions of the rights-of-
way within and surrounding the BayWalk and Muvico block have been vacated to allow
for construction of those projects, including the east-west alley through the block,
portions of 2" & 3™ Avenues North, portions of 1% & 2™ Streets North and the sidewalk
along the northern side of 2" Avenue North.

In this case, the proposed vacation would eliminate the existing on-street parking spaces from
the City's overall supply of publicly available parking. The vacation would not create a dead-end
and is not anticipated to substantially alter utilized travel patterns.

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 portions of right-of-way proposed for vacation contain the existing public sidewalks and
public on-street parking spaces. Public access through the existing sidewalks along the
southern and western sides of the landmark structure should be retained through a recorded
easement. Easements should also be retained to protect utilities, drainage and the public view
corridor. If this application is approved, the primary impact to the general public will be the net
loss of 10 on-street parking spaces and a loading zone.

There is currently enough land area in the northeastern portion of the site to accommodate up to
approximately nine (9) off-street parking spaces. The area proposed for vacation currently
contains 10 striped on-street parking spaces. If the existing loading zone were eliminated, an
additional two spaces could be created for a total of 12 on-street spaces. The number of
parking spaces needed to make an adaptive reuse project viable in the eyes of the development
community would vary by the proposed use(s). However, it can be stated that the currently
available nine (9) spaces would be inadequate for almost any reasonable restoration project. If
the vacation is approved and the loading zone were restriped for a total of 12 spaces, the supply
of privately-controlled parking would increase from nine (9) to 21, or by 130%. Whereas this net
reduction to the overall supply of public parking would be relatively small, the resulting increase
in parking supply available exclusively to the abutting landmark site would be proportionately
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significant.  City Staff, including the Transportation Planning & Parking Management
Department, have determined that the impacts to 2" Avenue South and 5™ Street South appear
to be manageable.

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

The City’'s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations emphasize the need for
flexibility in dealing with historic buildings and provide a policy basis for the vacation.

Comprehensive Plan

Future Land Use Element — Objective LU26:

The City’s LDRs shall continue to support the adaptive reuse of existing and historic buildings in
order to maximize the use of existing infrastructure, preserve natural areas from being
harvested for the production of construction materials, minimize the vehicle miles traveled for
transporting new construction materials over long distances, preserve existing natural carbon
sinks within the City, and encourage the use of alternative transportation options.

Future Land Use Element — Policy LU26.1

The City shall, on an ongoing basis, examine existing adaptive reuse standards and revise or
eliminate land-use provisions that act as regulatory barriers to the continued use of existing
infrastructure and historic buildings.

Historic Preservation Element — Policy HP3.4

All City departments that provide or can create programs or incentives to assist in the
rehabilitation and preservation of historic properties will provide assistance on an on-going and
case-by-case basis.

Historic Preservation Element — Policy HP3.5

The City will continue to review its land use and Land Development Regulations and consider
initiating amendments to such regulations to remove unnecessary disincentives to the reuse
and redevelopment of historic landmarks. The City will solicit input from appropriate local and
state organizations and interest groups.

Historic Preservation Element — Policy HP3.
The Building Official shall be encouraged to interpret and apply the existing building code to
facilitate and encourage the preservation, rehabilitation and renovation of historic properties.

Land Development Regulations (LDRS)

Section 16.30.020 - Adaptive Reuse of Historic Buildings (Purpose Statement):

The purpose this Section is to encourage the retention and productive reuse of structures that
have historic, architectural, or cultural value to the City instead of seeing their underutilization or
demolition because their original use has become functionally obsolete. Often, historically
significant structures are abandoned or demolished because it is too difficult to meet current
zoning standards and building code requirements. This Section recognizes the importance of
these significant buildings and provides a process by which these buildings can be reused and
retained while minimizing any secondary impacts to the surrounding properties. This section
allows flexibility in the proposed use, dimensional setbacks, design criteria and parking
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requirements in a way that significantly reduces the conflicts created by changing the use of an
existing building.

While these sections of the Comprehensive Plan and the LDRs do not provide specific direction
regarding vacating right-of-way adjacent to historic resources, this application is consistent with
the emphasis on regulatory flexibility as a strategy to facilitate reuse of historic properties while
minimizing secondary impacts to surrounding properties.

Comments from Agencies and the Public

The application was routed for review and comment by affected City Departments and outside
utility agencies. As of the date of this report, no comments have been received. All comments
will be included in the material presented to the City Council prior to the public hearing. In
addition, the City provided a public notice in advance of the DRC hearing. No public inquiries or
comments have been received as of the date of this report.

Summary

This application was initiated by the City Council at the suggestion of the Administration. The
goal is to facilitate successful adaptive reuse of an important, endangered local landmark which
represents a historically significant, community-oriented use and an excellent example of the
Mediterranean architectural style. This is an unusual type of vacation request which would not
typically be supported. However, given the unique circumstances in this particular case, Staff
finds that the proposed vacation would be appropriate. Staff's findings and recommendation are
subject to the adoption of the suggested special conditions of approval set forth at the end of
this report.

RECOMMENDATION:

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

1. The approval of this vacation shall be valid for an initial period of at least five (5) years,
during which all other conditions must be completed or this approval shall become void.
The duration of the initial approval shall be eligible for one-year extensions, subject to
review and approval by the City pursuant to the applicable criteria and procedures.

2. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the existing landmark structure shall be
restored and approved for occupancy by the City.

3. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the following easements shall be recorded
over the area to be vacated. All easements shall be subject to final approval by the City
prior to recording:

a. A public utility and drainage easement; and

b. A public sidewalk easement over the abutting portions of the existing public
sidewalks.
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PHILIP T. LAZZARA, AICP, Zoning Official (POD) DATE
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Department
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Attachment “D”

Letters of Support
(2 pages)

The Council of Neighborhood Associations of South Pinellas County
P.O. Box 13693  St. Petersburg, Florida 33733

December 4, 2012

Members of Development Review Commission,

The Council of Neighborhood Associations concurs with the DRC staff report for the
landmarked downtown YMCA, and in particular with Recommendation 2 which requires
restoration of the structure prior to recording of the vacation ordinance

Sincerely,

J. Michael Gulley
President,
Council of Neighborhood Associations



From: peter belmont <peterbelmont@earthlink.net>

To: <devrev@stpete.org>

CC: Philip Lazzara <Philip.Lazzara@stpete.org>, Will Michaels <wmichaels2@ta...
Date: 12/5/2012 11:55 AM

Subject: Re: Dec. 5 DRC agenda

AGENDA ITEM #3 CASE NO. 12-33000018 F-1
Commission Members:

I am providing these comments on behalf of St. Petersburg Preservation (SPP) reference the above
numbered agenda item, a partial street vacation related to the historic YMCA property. Please accept
these comments and include them in your record as | am out of town and will not be present for the
Commission meeting. SPP supports the application for partial street vacation with the condition that
renovation of the historic YMCA be required.

The 1927 historic YMCA building is a designated local landmark and a significant piece of St.
Petersburg's sense of place or what makes the city special to residents and visitors alike. The line of
people waiting to see the building on the recent building tour sponsored by SPP also shows it is a much
loved building.

SPP has met with city staff and the building owners to review ways to address the lack of parking
associated with the building. The proposed partial street vacation is a reasonable approach to meet
some of the parking demand for a renovated YMCA building. Reonvation and reuse of the building would
be a postive outcome for downtown St. Petersburg. SPP believes that preservation works and
preservation of our city's historic buildings results in positive economic benefit.

Peter Belmont

President

P.O. Box 838

St. Petersburg, FL 33731
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of November 19, 2012

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

SUBJECT: Resolution initiating the partial vacation of 2™ Avenue South
and 5" Street South contiguous to the YMCA property.

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the
attached proposed resolution.

Background: The historic YMCA, located at 116 5" Street South, is a historically
significant building in downtown St. Petersburg. The current owner has applied for a
certificate of appropriateness to allow demolition of the building. The YMCA, built in
1927, is an excellent example of Mediterranean Revival architecture and was
designated as a local historic landmark in 1991. Since the YMCA organization
relocated to a larger and more modem facility, the original YMCA building has remained
unoccupied. Previous and current owners have made several attempts to restore and
adaptively reuse the building without success.

The current owners, who have owned the YMCA since 2004, have indicated that an
inadequate supply of dedicated off-street parking is a significant contributing factor to
their difficulty in restoring the building. Currently there is enough land area on the
YMCA site for approximately 9 off-street spaces. The number of spaces needed for a
given restoration project vary depending on the use proposed; however, it can be stated
that the current 9 off-street parking spaces are inadequate for almost any reasonable
restoration project. While there are other options to provide additional parking, it is
recommended that the City Council consider initiating a partial street vacation as a
mechanism to provide additional on-site parking in an effort to facilitate the restoration
of this historic structure. If Council initiates the proposed vacation, it would still be
subject to the formal right-of-way vacation process including but not limited to DRC
review and Council public hearing and approval of a vacation ordinance.

On the public right-of-way abutting the YMCA on its 5 Street South and 2™ Avenue
South frontages are 10 marked diagonal public parking spaces with the possibly of
adding approximately two additional spaces in an area currently reserved for loading.
The owner and St. Petersburg Preservation Inc. have requested that the City assist in
facilitating the YMCA restoration by vacating the portions of the adjacent right-of-way



containing these 10 spaces and the loading area, as generally shown on the attached
map and aerial, so that they can be used exclusively by the YMCA building users. They
cannot be dedicated for the YMCA users if they remain in public right-of-way. The
proposed partial street vacation would more than double the number of dedicated
parking spaces for the YMCA and improve the opportunities for a restoration project.

The City's preliminary review finds that the inadequate supply of dedicated parking for
use by the YMCA is a contributing reason for its continued vacant and unrestored status
and vacation appears to be appropriate for the purposes of facilitating its restoration and
return to productive use. A preliminary review of the vacation on the functionality of 5"
Street South and 2™ Avenue South indicate that the impacts appear to be manageable.

Given these considerations, Staff recommends that City Council approve the attached
resolution to initiate the vacation of the right-of-way abutting the YMCA property on 5"
Street South and 2™ Avenue South for the purpose of providing dedicated parking to
facilitate the restoration and adaptive reuse of the former YMCA building. If the
resolution is approved, the application will be forwarded to the DRC for an initial
determination and recommendation and then submitted to the City Council for final
action.

During the vacation process, City staff will develop the appropriate conditions to ensure
that the proposed vacation, should it ultimately be approved, can only become effective
once the restoration and adaptive reuse of the YMCA is insured. Further, the vacation
of the subject right-of-way, should it be approved, will contain conditions of approval that
support the renovation of the former YMCA building. Conditions will also be proposed
so that the appropriate easements are put in place to maintain the public sidewalk and
protect any underground utilities within the vacated area.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the attached proposed resolution.

Attachments: resolution, aerial and map



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION INITIATING THE VACATION OF A
PORTION OF 5™ STREET SOUTH AND A PORTION
OF 2™ AVENUE SOUTH THAT ARE CONTIGUOUS
TO THE FORMER YMCA PROPERTY LOCATED AT
116 57 STREET SOUTH; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the property located at 116 5§ Street South, St. Petersburg, FL,
was designated as a local historic landmark by the City Council in October of 1991; and

WHEREAS, the existing building has remained vacant and unused for many
years; and

WHEREAS, the ability to adaptively reuse and ultimately preserve the existing
historic structure is impacted by an inadequate supply of dedicated parking; and

WHEREAS, the owner has applied for a certificate of appropriateness to allow
demolition the subject building; and

WHEREAS, if the vacation of the abutting right of way was approved, the
existing, diagonal on-street Earking spaces along the northern side of 2™ Avenue South
and the eastem side of 5™ Street South would become the private property of the
subject landmark site if the associated right-of-way was vacated by the City; and

WHEREAS, the establishment of a privately-owned parking supply would likely
facilitate the adaptive reuse and preservation of the subject landmark; and

WHEREAS, there is a compelling public interest in facilitating the adaptive reuse
and preservation of this local historic landmark; and

WHEREAS, any existing utilities or public sidewalks can be protected by the
dedication of appropriate easements; and

WHEREAS, vacation of the right-of-way containing the existing on-street parking
would not substantially impact access to any other lot of record; and

WHEREAS, the City Code provides that the City Council may initiate the vacation
of public right-of-way, which will then be considered by the Development Review
Commission for a recommendation, before coming before City Council for
consideration; and

WHEREAS, the vacation of the subject right-of-way, should it be approved, will
be conditioned upon, and not take effect until, completion of the restoration and
adaptive reuse of the YMCA consistent with all applicable standards and regulations;
and



WHEREAS, the Administration supports the vacation of the subject right-of-way
with the above described assurances that tie the vacation to the restoration and
adaptive reuse of the YMCA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the Citx of St.
Petersburg, Florida that this Council hereby initiates the vacation of portions of 5™ Street
South and 2" Avenue South contiguous to the former YMCA property located at 116 5™
Street South.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.
Approved as to form and content:

D P

City Attorney (designee)




ORDINANCE NO. /O“-fip\/

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE PARTIAL
STREET VACATIONS OF 2"° AVENUE
SOUTH AND 5™ STREET SOUTH ABUTTING
THE SOUTHERN AND WESTERN SIDES OF
116 - 5TH STREET SOUTH (LOTS 11 - 14,
BLOCK 38, REVISED MAP OF THE CITY OF
ST. PETERSBURG), AND THE ASSOCIATED
PORTION OF THE INTERSECTION;
PROVIDING AN EXCEPTION TO CERTAIN
CONDITIONS IN THE CITY CODE; 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:

Portions of 2" Avenue South and 5" Street South contiguous to the southern and
western sides of the property located at 116 - 5" Street South, being more specifically
described as:

Beginning at the Southeast corner of Lot 14, Block 38 of Revised Map of the City of St.
Petersburg as recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 49 of the public records of Hillsborough
County of which Pinellas County was formerly a part; Thence the following courses and
Distances: South, 20 feet; S39°48'20"W, 19.53 feet; West, 147.50 feet,; To a curve,
having a radius of 35 feet, an arc length of 54.98 feet, a chord length of 49.50 feet, and
a chord bearing N45°00°00"W; North, 100 feet; East, 35 feet to the Northwest corner of
Lot 11, Block 38 of said Plat Book 1, page 49; South, 100 feet, coincident with the West
lot line of said Lot 11 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 11; East, 160 feet, coincident
with the South boundary line of said Block 38 to the Point of Beginning.

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. This vacation shall not become effective until all required conditions have
been completed and the ordinance has been recorded.

2. Section 16.70.050.1.1.F of the Land Development Regulations requires
conditions of a vacation ordinance to be completed within two years of
City Council approval, however, approval of this vacation shall be valid for
an initial period of five (5) years and the initial approval shall then be
eligible for one-year extensions. Requests for one-year extensions shall
be subject to review and approval by the City pursuant to the applicable
criteria and procedures in the City Code. All required conditions must be
completed or this approval shall become void. '



3. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the existing landmark structure
on the subject property shall be restored and approved for occupancy by
the City.

4. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the following easements shall
be recorded over the area to be vacated. All easements shall be subject
to final approval by the City prior to recording:

a. The area of the public sidewalk including the road curb (more or less
the northern 20-feet of 2" Avenue South and the eastern 20-feet of 5"
Street South) shall be retained as a Public Sidewalk and Utility
Easement.

b. The entire width of the parking spaces and roadway pavement to be
vacated shall be retained as Public Utility and Drainage Easement.

c. The design of the on-street parking areas shall be maintained
substantially as currently existing and in conformance with the City’s
design requirements for on-street parking spaces. Any proposed
changes to the existing design shall require approval of a permit from
the City. Fencing or otherwise enclosing the area to be vacated shall
be prohibited.

d. All existing hexagon block, granite curb and bricks within the area to be
vacated shall be preserved unless otherwise approved by the City.
Any such materials which are approved for removal shall remain the
property of the City of St. Petersburg. The property owner shall be
responsible for returning such material at their sole expense and per
the method prescribed by the City.

SECTION 4. If at any time the existing historic YMCA building abutting
this vacated area no longer exists or is no longer designated as historic pursuant to City
ordinances, then the property owner shall rededicate the entire portion of the vacated
right of way to the City for right of way purposes. Such rededication shall occur prior to
the property owner filing any application requesting approval of another building on the
property abutting the vacated area. Such rededication shall not require replatting.

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 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:




Planning & Economic Development Date

City Attorney (Designee) Date



If you wish to speak on a PUBLIC HEARING item or an APPEAL
HEARING item listed on your agenda, please fill out this card and
S5 place in the box on the center table.
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, PUBLIC HEARING ‘D}
NAME: 4// //{yﬁ‘f/ﬂi/{
7 4;
ADDRESS: éQ/ /0= i) ecp 07 WV
\ g =

REPRESENTING: /5 fee”
AGENDA Tylo.: o earme P A2

FOR:

AGAINST:

3 MINUTE TIME LIMIT




i

1STAVE S

'INELLAS TRL

220.2

2ND AVE S

100

S IS HIS

STHSTS

100

5THSTS

S 1S HIS

200 40 126" 4033 50

Proposed City-initiated Partial Street Vacations

Historic YMCA (116 — 5t St S)

PINELLAS TRL

450.430

440

On-street Parking Areas

for Vacation o

123

YMCA

SR 8
=(historic landmark) =

O\

220

2ND AVE S

( 450(S) w

4THST S

S 1S HLY

-—
o
==
(=]

S IS HLY

S IS HLV

1STAVE S

PINELLASTRI

100

2ND AVE S




Proposed City-initiated Partial Street Vacations
Historic YMCA (116 — 5t St S)

t—ﬁ On-street Parking Areas
for Vacation

(7))
: —
K 0
T
=
10

-

.nnnu'

oo
2ND,AVE S

|

3

-;nmmt,.,

i ™

ISy HIGT

12




490 2nd Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida, United States

Address is approximate
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183 5th Street South, St. Petersburg, Florida, United States « Photos|
Address is approximate
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City Council initiated this application on Nov 19, 2012 by Resolution 2012-540
Copies of the associated background material and the Resolution are provided as Att “E”

The goal of the vacation is to facilitate adaptive reuse of the historic St. Petersburg YMCA, which is a significant, endangered downtown historic
resource, by creating a dedicated supply of privately-controlled parking.

The areas proposed for vacation are depicted on the map Atts “A” & “B”

The original building was completed in 1927, designated as a local landmark in 1991

YMCA built a new facility and relocated in 2001; original building was sold to developers

In preparation to convert the building to residential condominiums, most of the interior walls were demolished in 2005

Due to the decline of the real estate market in 2006, the owners did not complete the restoration project and listed the property for sale
The building remains vacant and unused

There have been several attempts by previous and current owners to restore the building

Staff has met with numerous prospective developers interested in the site

In addition to the substantial requirements associated with current building and fire codes, parking was usually a major point of discussion
The parking problem is not the result of City requirements - the City would support variances if that would help the project move forward

Instead, the parking problem is in the eyes of the prospective buyers and lenders, who are apparently reluctant to take such a substantial risk on a
project that — from an operational perspective — cannot provide a meaningful supply of dedicated parking

This is an unusual type of request and Staff would not normally recommend approval
However, given the unique circumstances ~ Staff finds that this particular application can be supported

HIGHLIGHTS OF FINDINGS IN THE STAFF REPORT....



STAFF REPORT FINDINGS.....
1)
2)
3)
4)
5) Otherfactors....
direction provided by the Comp Plan is found within several sections of the FLUE and HPE...
FLUE Obj LU26 — support adaptive reuse of historic buildings
FLUE Pol LU26.1 — examine current standards for encouraging adaptive reuse and revise as needed to eliminate reg barriers
HPE Pol HP3.4 — City departments will provide [staff] assistance with preservation and rehab projects
HPE Pol HP3.5 — <similar to LU26.1>

HPE Pol HP3 — encourage application of the building code to facilitate preservation/rehab/renovation of historic props

This application is consistent with the emphasis in the Comp Plan and LDRs on regulatory flexibility as a strategy to facilitate adaptive reuse of
historic properties, while minimizing secondary impacts to surroundings

We have received letters of support for this application from both CONA and SPPI. The Transportation Planning Department has reviewed the
proposal and has no objection.

Staff is recommending approval of the application, subject to compliance with the suggested COA’s
The DRC considered this request during the public hearing on Dec 5, 2012.

The DRC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the application to the City Council.



Attached documents for item Resolution authorizing the removal of the existing hexagon block
sidewalk located within a portion of the 2nd Street North right-of-way between 3rd Avenue North
and 4th Avenue North. This request is related to the applicant's proposal to develop the sout
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of February 7, 2013

TO: The Honorable Karl Nurse, City Council Chair, and Members of
City Council

FROM: Corey Malyszka, Urban Design and Development Coordinator

SUBJECT: Resolution authorizing the removal of the existing hexagon

block sidewalk located within a portion of the 2" Street North
right-of-way between 3™ Avenue North and 4™ Avenue North.
This request is related to the applicant’s proposal to develop the
southern half of the block with a new, 8-story, 309-unit multi-
family project.

INTRODUCTION:

The original Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy (Resolution No. 2005-382) that was
adopted by resolution of City Council evolved from recommendations from the Public Service
and Infrastructure Committee (PSI). Therefore, the applicant’s request to be exempt from the
hexagon block sidewalk replacement policy was forwarded to the PSI committee for a
recommendation. At the December 20, 2012, PSI committee meeting, the committee discussed
the removal of the hexagon block and possibly incorporating some of the existing hexagon block
into the design of the new sidewalk. Following the discussion, the PSI committee approved a
recommendation, by a 4-0 vote, to exempt the project from the hexagon block sidewalk
replacement requirement, subject to some of the existing hexagon blocks being incorporated in
the design of the new sidewalk.

Exemption from the hexagon block sidewalk replacement policy requires approval by resolution
of City Council, subject to any conditions.

REQUEST:

The applicant requests an exemption to the Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy in
order to redevelop the southern half of the block bound by 4™ Avenue North, 3 Street North, 3r
Avenue North and 2™ Street North with an 8-story, 309-unit multi-family project, located within
the Downtown National Register Historic District. The most recent Hexagon Block Sidewalk
Replacement policy was adopted by City Council on July 7, 2005 (Attachment A). The purpose
of the policy is to insure that repairs and replacement of hexagon block sidewalks are



accomplished at no cost to abutting property owners and that hexagon block sidewalks are
preserved in specific areas of the City. The sidewalks proposed for reconstruction are the
sidewalks in the southern half of the block along the 2™ Street North, 3™ Street North and 3™
Avenue North rights-of-way.

On May 2, 2012, Staff administratively approved a site plan to construct a 324-unit multi-family
development (case number 12-31000014). As part of the site redevelopment, all sidewalks
abutting the proposed development (approximately 800 linear feet) will be widened to 24 feet
narrowing to seven (7) feet when abutting at grade tree planters. The modifications to the width
of the sidewalks are a requirement of City Code. A ninety-two linear foot (92) portion of the
existing sidewalk in the 2" Street North right-of-way is constructed with hexagon block. The
applicant originally proposed to reconstruct the hexagon block sidewalk in the 2" Street North
right-of-way with concrete and brick pavers to allow a consistent sidewalk pattern for the entire
project. After the recommendation made by the PSI committee, the applicant has modified the
design of the sidewalks by incorporating some of the existing hexagon block into the new
concrete and brick sidewalks (Attachment C). The applicant’s justification to be exempted from
the Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy is attached to this report (Attachment B).

HEXAGON BLOCK SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT POLICY:

The original hexagon block policy resolution adopted by Council evolved from
recommendations by the Public Safety, Public Service and Infrastructure Committee and the
Policy and Planning Committee. The main issues were that repair and replacement costs should
not be the burden of the abutting property owner and establishing districts where hexagon block
sidewalks should be preserved.

The Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy adopted by Resolution 2003-715, established
the following:

» The repair and/or replacement of the hexagon block sidewalks shall be at no cost to
abutting property owners in certain areas.

* Transferring funds to accomplish the projected repair and replacement cost.

= Hexagon block sidewalks shall be preserved in the Roser Park, Old Southeast, Uptown,
Kenwood and Old Northeast historic district.

The Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy was amended by Resolution 2004-762, and
added the following additional areas where hexagon block sidewalks are to be preserved:

* In addition to the historic districts referenced by Resolution 2003-715, the Downtown
National Register Historic District and local and national districts when they receive
official designation as areas where hexagon block sidewalks shall be required to be
preserved.

The Hexagon Block Sidewalk Replacement policy was further revised by Resolution 2005-382,
and added the following additional areas where hexagon block sidewalks are to be preserved:



= Local and national districts when they receive official designation or have applied for
local or national designation and the application has been determined by the Historic
Preservation Commission as complete, provided that hexagon block sidewalks are
considered contributory element of the proposed or approved district.

= Sidewalks abutting local landmarks.

ANALYSIS:

The applicant has provided a written narrative describing the rationale for the proposal to remove
the hexagon block sidewalk (Attachment B). Staff discusses the reasoning provided by the
applicant and additional findings below.

The applicant requests approval to remove the existing hexagon block sidewalk along 2" Street
North primarily due to the following:

= Quantity of hexagon blocks: The quantity of blocks makes up approximately 7 percent of
the project’s total sidewalk area,

» Quality of hexagon blocks: A significant portion of the blocks are in poor condition,
being cracked, chipped or broken.

= Aesthetic of the streetscape: The reinstallation of the hexagon blocks does not meet City
Code, and as a practical matter, it will not be possible to restore the existing block area
because of the significant damage to the blocks.

As an alternate, the applicant proposes to incorporate some of the existing hexagon block within
the new concrete and brick sidewalks. The applicant will return any remaining in-tact hexagon
blocks to the City for future use.

In reviewing the application and justification provided by the applicant and noted above, the
preservation of the remnant remaining blocks would create an inconsistent streetscape. The
applicant would be required to remove a significant portion of the blocks due to their poor
condition. The City also requires that the sidewalks be widened to a minimum of 10 feet. The
existing hexagon block sidewalk is approximately six (6) feet wide and 92 feet in length. The
proposed sidewalks will range in width from seven (7) feet to 24 feet and the total length of
sidewalk is approximately 800 feet. Preserving the remnant remaining hexagon blocks would
create an inconsistent, aesthetically unappealing streetscape that would not meet the intent of the
policy. The applicant has provided a site plan, that illustrates the new sidewalks with concrete
and brick with some of the hexagon block being incorporated (Attachment C).

The existing section of hexagon block sidewalk is not part of a larger continuous network of
hexagon block sidewalks. This is a remnant section of hexagon block which abutted a single-
family residence and a 19-unit assisted living facility. The neighborhood character has
substantially changed; newer developments, such as: the Huntington Townhomes, Baywalk,
Synovus Bank and Hotel Indigo, which surround the subject property, have been improved with



concrete sidewalks. It can be argued that the changed context of the subject area would be
consistent with the requested improvements to the sidewalks. Lastly, in support of the request,
staff notes that there is not a continuous network of hexagon block sidewalks in the area. This
fact, along with the aforementioned change to the development pattern, has changed the
character of the immediate area. This change of character, combined with the condition of the
hexagon block, the aesthetics of the streetscape including the integration of hexagon blocks into
the revised sidewalk design allows staff to recommend approval of the applicant’s request.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
The City’s Engineering Department is aware of the applicant’s request and has stated no
objection.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Administration recommends APPROVAL, of the attached resolution permitting the
developer, Mill Creek Residential Trust, LLC, to remove the hexagon block sidewalk from the
2" Street North right-of-way, subject to the following conditions:
1. Viable hexagon blocks removed from the ninety-two (92) linear feet of the 2™ Street
North right-of-way shall be integrated into the project.
2. The hexagon blocks shall be installed in a manner consistent with the attached site
plan on Attachment C.
3. Any unused hexagon blocks shall be returned to the City.
4. All necessary permits shall be acquired prior to any work in the right-of-way.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-___

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN EXEMPTION TO THE
HEXAGON BLOCK SIDEWALK PRESERVATION POLICY
AUTHORIZING THE REMOVAL OF EXISTING HEXAGON
BLOCKS WITHIN A PORTION OF 2"° STREET NORTH
RIGHT-OF-WAY BETWEEN 3f® AVENUE NORTH AND 4™
AVENUE NORTH SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg (“City””) adopted Resolution No. 2003-715 which
set forth a city wide hexagon block preservation policy designed to prevent existing hexagon
sidewalks from being removed and reconstructed with concrete or other materials within
designated preservation districts; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2004-762 restated and expanded the city wide hexagon
block preservation policy as to the preservation districts to include the Downtown National
Register Historic District; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the City’s policy, hexagon block sidewalks shall be preserved
and the City and property owner shall not have discretion to install any other sidewalk material
other than hexagon blocks where hexagon blocks currently exist; and

WHEREAS, Mill Creek Residential Trust, LLC (“Mill Creek”) has requested the ability
to remove ninety-two (92) linear feet of the existing sidewalk in the 2" Avenue North right-of-
way which is constructed with hexagon block; and

WHEREAS, the sidewalk is located within the Downtown National Registered District;
and

WHEREAS, the request was presented to the Public Safety and Infrastructure Committee
on December 20, 2012; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was properly noticed and conducted on February 7, 2012;
and

WHEREAS, the request for the removal of the ninety-two (92) linear feet of sidewalk in
the 2" Avenue North right-of-way can be supported in order for the sidewalk to be widened to
meet the requirements of the City Code and allow for the use of brick pavers and tree planters;
and

WHEREAS, the approval for the removal of the sidewalk is subject to conditions
including integrating the existing sidewalk’s viable hexagon blocks into Mill Creek’s project, as
depicted on Attachment C.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that the removal of hexagon block sidewalk between that portion of the 2™



Street North right-of-way between 3™ Avenue North and 4™ Avenue North is hereby approved
subject to the following conditions:

1. Viable hexagon blocks removed from the ninety-two (92) linear feet of the 2™ Street
North right-of-way shall be integrated into the project.

2. The hexagon blocks shall be installed in a manner consistent with the attached site
plan on Attachment C.

3. Any unused hexagon blocks shall be returned to the City.

4. All necessary permits shall be acquired prior to any work in the right-of-way.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:
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NO. 2005-382

A RESOLUTION AMENDING AND
ESTABLISHING THE CITY POLICY
CONCERNING HEXAGON BLOCK SIDEWALK
REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Public Safety, Public Service & Infrastructure Committee and the
Policy and Planning Committee jointly recommended approval of a City policy concerning repair
and/or replacement of hexagon block sidewalks as delineated in Resolution No. 2003-715; and

WHEREAS, the Policy and Planning Committee has received additional information
and recommended additional changes the that policy.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that it shall be the policy of the City that, in each of the following areas,
hexagon block sidewalks shall be preserved and neither the City nor the property owner shall have
the discretion to install any other sidewalk material other than hexagon blocks where hexagon
block sidewalks currently exist and that hexagon block sidewalks shall be repaired and/or replaced
at no cost to the abutting property owner:

Roser Park Historic District;

Old Southeast Hexagon Block Preservation District;

Round Lake National Register Historic District;

Kenwood National Register Historic District;

Old Northeast National Register Historic District;

Downtown National Register Historic District; and

local and national districts when they receive official designation or have
applied for local or national designation and the application has been
determined by the Historic Preservation Commission as complete, provided
that hexagon block sidewalks are considered a contributory element of the
proposed or approved district.

8. Sidewalks abutting local landmarks.

S Oh BN R fes

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in areas which (i) have been subject to an
historic survey conducted by the subject area and approved by the City or that have been
determined eligible for designation as a National Register Historic District and/or a Local Historic
District, (ii) hexagon block sidewalks are identified as a contributing historic element, (iii) hexagon
block sidewalks were the original sidewalk material, (iv) not less than one entire block face of
concrete sidewalk is scheduled for replacement, and (v) the property owners of at least 51% of the
lineal footage abutting the sidewalk request hexagon block sidewalk in writing, then the ribbon
concrete sidewalk shall be replaced with hexagon block sidewalk at no additional charge.

ATTACHMENT A



2005-382
Page 2

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any resolution in conflict with this resolution
is superceded by this resolution to the extent of such conflict.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this reso
upon its adoption.

shall take effect immediately

Adopted at a regular session of the City c//th day of July, 2005.

Chair-Gouncijsiember
Pregiding Officer of the City Council




MILL CREEK

RESIDENTIAL TRUST LLC

MCRT North Florida LLC
200 E. Robinson Street
Suite 210

Orlando, Florida 32801
TEL 407 608 7338

FAX 407 608 7340

Request for City Council Special
Exception to Resolution 2005-382

TO: St Petersburg City Council

FROM: Sean Flanagan — VP Development

CC: Corey Malyszka, Alan Kolar

PROIJECT: Bayway Site — 235 3" Avenue N., St Petersburg
DATE: October 26, 2012

PERMIT NUMBER: 12-07000568

RE: HEX BLOCKS

The following is an excerpt from the first round of Site Permit review comments issued by the City.
Based on the May 17, 2012 DRC approved plan for the development we are seeking direction from the
City on how they would like the Hex Blocks located along a portion of 2™ Street N. to be addressed.
Below you will find a location map of the project, where the Hex Block is on the site, and photos of the
blocks in their current condition, (it is important to note the significant damage to the existing paver
blocks). Also included is the approved design for hardscape along 2™ Ave N.

AGENCY:: Engineering Department

General
Sidewalk

1. This site is within the Downtown National Historic District. Per City Resolution 2005-
382 hexagon block sidewalks must be preserved and neither the City nor the property
owner shall have the discretion to install any other sidewalk material other than hexagon
blocks where hexagon block sidewalks currently exist. Your survey sheet C02 indicates
that some hexblock sidewalk exists along 2nd Street. Please coordinate with the City’s
Historic Preservation coordinator Kim Hinder (727-892-5451) to determine what will be
required for the sidewalk reconstruction in the area of the existing hexblock.

We understand the historical value the blocks have for the City of St. Petersburg, and want to work with the
City to preserve the salvageable blocks that remain. Based on the language of City Resolution 2005-382 there
is not much room for discussion, but we were hoping that we could reach a solution that was agreeable to all.
The main concern is that the current quantity of blocks makes up approximately 7% of the project’s total
sidewalk area, and even less when you factor in the blocks that can’t be re-used due to their poor existing
condition. From an aesthetic perspective the reinstallation of the hex blocks do not meet the design intent
approved by the City, and as a practical matter, it will not be possible to restore the same area of blocks that
currently exists because of the significant damage to the blocks in place, [see photos below], coupled with the
fact that they are no longer manufactured.

Page | of 5

ATTACHMENT B



The DRC plans call for a new 7’ wide concrete sidewalk along 2™ Street N, in addition to a 3’ wide concrete
band along the back of curb. The approved plans do not contemplate the re-use of the existing hex block.
Therefore, we would like to propose that the hex blocks which can be preserved, be palletized and stored at a

City facility for future use. Since this is not a simple answer we are seeking the City’s direction on how to
proceed to reach an amenable solution to this issue.

- The hex block extends
- approximately 92’ south of the
~ alley with 2 street connections.




The following 4 images are looking South from the alley towards 3" Avenue N.




These last 4 images look north and reflect specific pattern effects as well as the sidewalk access to 2nd
Street N.




The image below is from the DRC approved site plan, which is intended to have a new 7’°-wide concrete sidewalk
with a 3’-wide concrete band starting at the back of curb.
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The following 4 images are looking South from the alley towards 3™ Avenue N.




These last 4 images look north and reflect specific pattern effects as well as the sidewalk access to 2nd
Street N.
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Amelia Preston - Fwd: Resolution-hex blocks

From: Jeanne Hoffmann

To: Preston, Amelia

Date: 2/14/2013 3:00 PM
Subject: Fwd: Resolution-hex blocks
CC: Malyszka, Corey

Attachments: 00170033.docx

I think this is what you are looking for-it was sent over on 2/7/13. I will send along the attachment
momentarily.

>>> Jeanne Hoffmann 2/7/2013 1:47 PM >>>

Attached please find the resolution from the hex block issue this morning-we made one minor change
(Attachment C should have been attachment A) and I will send you attachment A right after this email.
Let me know if you have any questions- N B(Lb[ (Ul A’ O«d MM—I;

Thanks- LQ%L@%(LU S{Q 70[ A

Jeanne

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alpresto\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\... 2/19/2013



Attached documents for item Police Update. (Oral)
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Attached documents for item Resolution to allocate $500,000 in the General Fund Contingency.
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Item E-2 will be delivered at a later date.

Resolution to allocate $512,000 in the General Fund Contingency.



REPORT WITH RESOLUTION (Revised)
Council Meeting of February 7, 2013

TO: The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: Tish Elston, City Administrator /\;‘#\
DATE: January 31, 2013

SUBJECT: Information in Response to 1/24/13 Questions Related to $500,000 General Fund
Contingency Allocation

COUNCIL ACTION: Authorizing the allocation of $500,000 in the General Fund Contingency
as follows: $100,000 to an After School Employment Program; $400,000 to a Rehabilitation
Incentive Program; transferring $100,000 from the General Fund Contingency to the Community
Services Department to be used for an After School Employment Program and transferring
$400,000 from the General Fund Contingency to the Planning & Economic Development
Department for the implementation of a Rehabilitation Incentive Program.

During the January 24" Workshop, I recorded three questions that Council asked to have
answered to prior to allocation of the $500,000 contingency on February 7,

Below are answers to two of the three questions, with backup information attached. The third
question, with regard to the cost of administering a Rehab Incentive Program, is still being
worked through by staff.

Question 1: What is the cost to complete renovation of the remaining Jamestown units?
Quick Answer: $2 million (Memorandum from David Metz and detailed summary attached.)

Question 2: Could Boley administer an after school employment program under their current
Summer Youth Employment contract with the City?

Quick Answer: No, this wouldn’t be covered by the scope of the current contract. (E-mail from
Louis Moore with rationale attached.)

A Resolution to authorize the allocations as specified above and to approve the transfer
appropriations is also attached.

Attachments
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MEMORANDUM
Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department

TO: The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair and Members of City Council
FROM: Dave Metz, Director, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department 717
DATE: January 25, 2013

SUBJECT: JAMESTOWN APARTMENTS AND TOWNHOMES

At the Council Workshop on January 24th, there was a question regarding the estimated cost
to complete the renovations at the Jamestown Apartments and Townhomes.

The City has initiated Phase | and |l repairs, totaling sixteen (16) units, and this work is
currently underway. The attached information sheet was prepared to provide an estimated
cost to complete work on the remaining units. Based on the scope for the Phase |l repairs,
the cost is 2 million dollars. Staff continues to look for grants and other funding opportunities.

Please contact me directly at 892-5350 if you have any questions.

DMM/vjs
Attachment

cc: Mayor Foster
Tish Elston
John Wolfe
Rick Mussett
Eva Andujar



JAMESTOWN APARTMENTS
REVENUE MODEL

PROJECTED FUND SURPLUS (NET REVENUE)
BASED ON OCCUPANCY LEVEL AND EXPENSE ASSUMPTIONS
December 2012

Summary Points:

Based on the current rental rates and income guidelines for our residents, Jamestown
will generate enough revenue to breakeven (i.e. cover current operating expenses) at
approximately 87% occupancy.

Phase | of the Jamestown Renovation Project, which includes 8 units, is scheduled to
start in January 2013 at a cost per unit of $75,500.

Phase Il of the Jamestown Renovation Project, which also includes 8 units, is
scheduled to start in February 2013 at a cost per unit of $30,000. Upon the
completion of Phase I, there will be 39 units remaining to be renovated.

Assuming the City renovates the remaining 39 units using the Phase |l scope,
$1,170,000 of additional funds would be required. The scope of Phase Il is limited and
does not include the cost for window/door replacement and electrical panel upgrades.
The additional cost for this work is $831,900 (47 units @ $17,700). This totals
$2,001,900.

Assuming 100% occupancy, a net annual revenue surplus of approximately $98,000
or $1,283 per unit would be available to establish a reserve for future repairs. This
level of funding is probably inadequate to cover the debt repayment for renovations to
the remaining 39 units.

There is a need to identify a funding source to renovate the remaining 39 units. The
optimum situation would be to accelerate the renovations while the City has units
vacant.

Revenue Model and Operating Expense Assumptions: The revenue model assumes that all
(76) units are available for occupancy and total operating expense is based on the FY13
Operating Budget. Note that the FY13 Jamestown Operating Budget includes a total PILOT
and G&A assessment of $51,792.
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Tish Elston - Re: Question from Council

From: Louis Moore

To: Elston, Tish

Date: 1/29/2013 11:59 AM

Subject: Re: Question from Council

CC: Andujar, Eva; Connors, Michael; Ford, Janis; Preston, Amelia; Willia...

Tish,
Tish,

We need a new agreement. The existing agreement with Boley is for Management Services: Summer Youth
Internship Program. This agreement has a specified time frame in which the program operates from June thru
August of each summer along with required gathering of data based on household income guidelines, etc. While
the offered Afterschool Youth Employment Program (AYEP) below does sound very similar in scope, it would
have to have a separate scope of work to define all of the required details on the program's operation.

Thanks, Ism

>>> Tish Elston 1/24/2013 2:17 PM >>>

Louis: today in workshop, Council took a straw vote to use $100,000 of the $500,000 they added to the
General Fund contingency for an after school youth employment program. The question that was raised is can
Boley administer it under its current contract with the City. Can you take a look at the RFP and see if this would
be within the scope of the original proposal or would we have to issue a new RFP? Council will likely vote on
this at the February 7th meeting. It is CM Newton's intent to raise private dollars to add to this amount and
presumably we would administer the entire sum. Please advise. I promised them the info before they take
action on the item. Thanks. Tish
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Tish Elston - Re: Question

From: Dave Goodwin

To: Elston, Tish; Mussett, Rick

Date: 1/31/2013 4:57 PM

Subject: Re: Question

CC: Andujar, Eva; Dunn, Rick; Freggens, Karen; Johnson, Joshua; Lampe, S...

Tish and Rick,

As requested, Staff met today to discuss the administration costs of the housing rehab program that Council has
agreed to fund. Administration costs would be incurred within the Construction Services and Permitting
Division. Rick Dunn and Karen Freggens have identified how the program can be incorporated into existing
permitting and inspection systems and are comfortable with an administrative cost estimate of 2.5% of

the $400,000 program budget or $10,000.

Rick Dunn is taking the lead on creating program parameters and will create a draft for staff to review in the
next week or so.

David S. Goodwin

Planning and Economic Development Director
City of St. Petersburg, Florida

PH 727-893-7868

FAX 727-892-5001
dave.goodwin@stpete.org
www.stpeteshines.com

>>> Tish Elston 1/24/2013 2:25 PM >>>

Rick & Rick: today in workshop Council discussed the use of the $500,000 they had budgeted in the General
Fund contingency. They took a straw vote to use $400,000 for a housing rehab program, where if a buyer put
$25,000 in renovations into a home in Midtown or Childs Park, the city would match 20% or so. CM Nurse
indicated he had discussed this concept with you, with the intent of encouraging substantial, permitted
improvements. I have a memo which describes it, which I will try to forward later.

The question that was raised is can we administer it and how much will it cost to administer it. I promised them
answers before they vote on this on February 7. Your input please. Thanks. Tish

file://C:\Documents and Settings\paelston\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\510AA28DST... 1/31/2013



Resolution No. 2013-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ALLOCATION OF
$500,000 FROM THE GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY TO
AN AFTER SCHOOL EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM AND TO A
REHABILITATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM; AUTHORIZING
THE TRANSFER OF $100,000 FROM THE GENERAL FUND
CONTINGENCY  (250-3201) TO THE COMMUNITY
SERVICES DEPARTMENT (083-1081) TO BE USED FOR AN
AFTER SCHOOL EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM;
AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF $400,000 FROM THE
GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY (250-3201) TO THE
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(370-2609) FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF A
REHABILITATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM,; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, during the passage of the FY13 budget, City Council approved a General
Fund Contingency in the amount of $500,000 to be used for purposes to be determined at a later
date; and

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2013, City Council conducted a workshop regarding the use
of this General Fund Contingency amount and approved a motion to allocate $100,000 from this
amount to an After School Employment Program and $400,000 from this amount to a
Rehabilitation Incentive Program; and

WHERES, the Administration will develop such programs; and

WHEREAS, a transfer of unencumbered appropriations in the total amount of $500,000
from the General Fund Contingency is required to effectuate this transaction.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that there is hereby approved the following transfers of unencumbered
appropriations in the General Fund for fiscal year 2013:

General Fund

From: Budget Department Contingency (250-3201) ($500,000)
To:  Planning & Economic Development (370-2609) $400,000
Community Services Department (083-1081) $100,000

This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.
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A RESOLUTION RESERVING $100,000 IN THE
GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY FOR AN
AFTER SCHOOL YOUTH EMPLOYMENT
PROGRAM CONTINGENT THE ISSUING OF A
RFP; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida that
$100,000 is hereby reserved in the general fund contingency for an after school youth
employment program contingent upon the issuing of a RFP.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)
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Resolution No. 201 3-__51_(/

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ALLOCATION OF
$400,000 FROM THE GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY TO A
REHABILITATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM, AUTHORIZING
THE TRANSFER OF $400,000 FROM THE GENERAL FUND,
BUDGET DEPARTMENT CONTINGENCY (250-3201), TO
THE PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT (370-2609) FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
A REHABILITATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, during the passage of the FY13 budget, City Council approved a General
Fund Contingency in the amount of $500,000 to be used for purposes to be determined at a later
date; and

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2013, City Council conducted a workshop regarding the use
of the General Fund Contingency amount and approved a motion to allocate $400,000 from this
amount to a Rehabilitation Incentive Program; and

WHEREAS, the Administration will develop such programs; and

WHEREAS, a transfer of unencumbered appropriations in the total amount of $400,000
from the General Fund Contingency is required to effectuate this transaction.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that there is hereby approved the following transfers of unencumbered
appropriations in the General Fund for Fiscal Year 2013:

General Fund

From: Budget Department Contingency (250-3201) ($400,000)
To:  Planning & Economic Development (370-2609) $ 400,000

This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

Administration:

00170076



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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If you wish to speak on a PUBLIC HEARING item or an APPEAL
HEARING item listed on your agenda, please fill out this card and
place in the box on the centertable.

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG HEARING
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Attached documents for item Accepting a proposal from Federal Property Registration Corporation
to create a foreclosure registry and collect registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance
Department.
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of February 7, 2013

To: The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Accepting a proposal from Federal Property Registration Corp. to create a foreclosure
registry and collect registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance Department.

Explanation: The Procurement Department received one proposal for foreclosure registry
services from Federal Property Registration Corp.

City Ordinance no. 48-H creates a foreclosure registry and requires the identification and
registration for all properties in foreclosure. The purpose of the Ordinance is to protect and
preserve the safety and security of occupants of abutting properties and neighborhoods and
to prevent blighted and unsecured residences. There are approximately 5,000 properties in
foreclosure. Having reviewed the implementation and ongoing monitoring requirements, staff
determined the optimal solution was to contract with a supplier who has years of experience in
this area and could go-live with the program immediately. Therefore, the city issued a Request
for Proposal to outsource this service.

Codes staff, in conjunction with the vendor, will identify vacant and abandoned properties. The
vendor will notify the mortgage holder of the requirement to register the property within 10
days after the mortgagee is declared to be in default. The vendor will also provide mortgage
holders’ and/or vacant property owner’s detailed instructions on how to register the property.

In addition, the vendor will train and provide support for the lender to electronically register
the information. They will also develop, design and maintain, through the duration of the
contract a web-based electronic registry system that affords all mortgage holders the
opportunity to go on-line and register, modify, update, and request delistings of foreclosed,
vacant/abandoned properties.

The city will have free access to, and training, on the web-based electronic registry system and
reporting tools. Also, the vendor will provide website and reporting tools support to the
city.

The vendor will collect the registration fee, $125.00 per property and remit the difference
between the registration fee and the vendor's fee. The registration fees are paid for by banks
and mortgage companies, therefore, there is no cost to the City. The vendor will also provide
the financial accounting of property registrations identifying those that are in compliance with
the ordinance as well as those that have not met its financial obligations.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Codes Compliance Assistance
Department, recommends for award:

Federal Property Registration Corp...........c.cccooevvn i, $ 625,000
Registrations (5,000) $125.00 $ 625,000
Vendor Fee (60 %) 75.00 375,000
City (40%) 50.00 250,000

Continued on Page 2

CA-



Foreclosure Registry Services
February 7, 2013
Page 2

The vendor has met the specifications and requirements of RFP No. 7416 dated December 20,
2012. This agreement will be effective through October 31, 2014. The agreement has the option
for two one year renewals. Federal Property Registration Corp. has provided foreclosure
registry services for three years. They have provided similar services for Palm Beach County
and the cities of West Palm Beach, Jacksonville and Boynton Beach and have performed
satisfactorily.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funding for this program is generated through
revenues received from registration fees.

Attachments: Codes Compliance Brief
Resolution

Approvals:

7\)‘/1/11,4/(1 ﬁ‘ /‘Z“{”" [3
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MEMORANDUM — I

TO:

FM:

DT:

RE:

CODES COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE SLpetersbury

The Honorable Karl Nurse, Council Chair and members of City Council

Gary Bush, Director @

January 16, 2013

Council Meeting of February 7, 2013 - Foreclosure Registry Implementation

Regarding the October 25, 2012 adoption of Ordinance No. 48-H, “Foreclosure Registry
Ordinance”, City Administration has expedited the implementation of the process by all means
necessary, including but not limited to:

L

6.

Made contact with prospective vendors and issued a Request for Proposals - RFP 958-83
Foreclosure Registry Services, RFP No. 7416;

Selected a vendor in accordance with City purchasing policy;

. Upon approval, staff will execute an agreement;

Contacted other municipalities regarding feedback with the services provided by the
selected vendor;

Coordinated all involved City departments, including Codes Compliance Assistance,
Billing and Collections, Purchasing, and ICS;

Organized administrative staff to implement ordinance and contract.

Administration sought and selected an outside vendor to administer the ordinance in order to
streamline the registration process and provide more detailed data via the selected vendor’s
infrastructure. Your approval will allow for the selected vendor to administer Ordinance 48-H
and allows for the registration of the 4,000+ foreclosed properties in the City.



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL
AND APPROVING THE AWARD OF AN
AGREEMENT WITH TWO  ONE-YEAR
RENEWAL OPTIONS TO FEDERAL
PROPERTY REGISTRATION CORP. TO
CREATE A FORECLOSURE REGISTRY AND
COLLECT REGISTRATION FEES FOR THE
CODES COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE
DEPARTMENT; 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 one proposal
for foreclosure registry services for the City pursuant to RFP No. 7416 dated December 20,
2012; and

WHEREAS, Federal Property Registration Corp. has met the specifications and
requirements of RFP No. 7416; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Codes Compliance Assistant Department, recommends approval of this award; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the proposal and award of an agreement with two one-year renewal
options to Federal Property Registration Corp. to create a foreclosure registry and collect
registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance Department 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 this agreement will be effective through
October 31, 2014.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

i
177

City Attorney (Designee)




A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL
AND APPROVING THE AWARD OF AN
AGREEMENT WITH TWO ONE-YEAR
RENEWAL OPTIONS TO FEDERAL
PROPERTY REGISTRATION CORP. TO
CREATE A FORECLOSURE REGISTRY AND
COLLECT REGISTRATION FEES FOR THE
CODES COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE
DEPARTMENT; 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 one proposal
for foreclosure registry services for the City pursuant to RFP No. 7416 dated December 20,
2012; and

WHEREAS, Federal Property Registration Corp. has met the specifications and
requirements of RFP No. 7416, and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Codes Compliance Assistant Department, recommends approval of this award; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the proposal and award of an agreement with two one-year renewal
options to Federal Property Registration Corp. to create a foreclosure registry and collect
registration fees for the Codes Compliance Assistance Department 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 the renewal options must be approved by
City Council.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through
October 31, 2014.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

f>

City Attor"ney (Designee)




Attached documents for item Approving the purchase of 13 replacement vehicles from Garber
Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-GMC Truck, Inc. for the Police Department at a total cost of $243,686.30.
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of February 7, 2013

To: The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Approving the purchase of replacement vehicles from Garber Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-
GMC Truck, Inc. for the Police Department at a total cost of $243,686.30.

Explanation: This purchase is being made from the State of Florida Contract No. 071-000-13-1.
The vendor will furnish and deliver 13 full-size four door sedans with 3.6L V6 gasoline engines, 6-
speed automatic transmissions, power steering, brakes, windows and door locks, air conditioning, tilt
steering, cruise control and am/fm radios. These vehicles will be assigned to the Police Department
Criminal Investigation Division and will be used to transport personnel and materials used to conduct
criminal investigations at cime scenes.

The new vehicles, with life expectancies of six years or more, are replacing 13 six to nine-year-old
units with original base purchase prices ranging from $14,842 to $18,441 each. The old vehicles
have reached the end of their economic useful life and will be sold at public auction.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Fleet Management Department, recommends
for award utilizing State of Florida Contract No. 071-000-13-1:

Garber Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-GMC Truck, INC........cccooiiviiiiiiiiiiiiiee e, $243,686.30
Sedan, 4-Door, Chevy impala 2013 (base) 13EA @ 17,964.00 233,532.00
Options:
Full size spare trim and tire 13EA @ 386.00 5,018.00
Trunk Switch Enabled- A98 13EA @ 210.00 2,730.00
New City Tag 13EA @ 129.10 1,678.30
Third Key 13EA @ 56.00 728.00

243,686.30

Garber Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-GMC Truck, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and conditions
of the State of Florida Contract No. 071-000-13-1 effective through October 31, 2013. This purchas_e
is made in accordance with Section 2-243 (e) of the City Code which authorizes the Mayor or his
designee to purchase supplies from a competitively bid proposal or contract secured by State,
County or municipal government.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
Equipment Replacement Fund (5002), Fleet Management Department, Fleet Mechanical Costs
(8002527).

Attachments: Price History
Resolution

Approvals:

Aottt > Il

Admlmstr tive Budget Cﬁ b




Price History
070-06 Automobiles; Chevy Impalas, Administrative

Item
No. Description 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 % Change

1. Sedan, full size, 4-door, V-6, gasoline, Chevy Impala $ 15926 $ 16,467 $ 16949 $ 17592 § 17,964 2%



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AWARD
OF AN AGREEMENT TO  GARBER
CHEVROLET-BUICK-PONTIAC-GMC TRUCK,
INC. AT AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST NOT
TO EXCEED $243,686.30 FOR THE PURCHASE
OF 13 REPLACEMENT VEHICLES UTILIZING
FLORIDA STATE CONTRACT NO. 071-000-13-
1; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO  EFFECTUATE  THIS
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City desires to replace 13 vehicles that have reached the end of
their economic life; and

WHEREAS, pursuant Section 243(e) of the City Code, the City is permitted to
utilize competitively bid proposals or contracts secured by State, County or municipal
government when it is in the best interest of the City; and

WHEREAS, Garber Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-GMC Truck, Inc. has met the
specifications, terms and conditions of Florida State Contract No. 071-000-13-1; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Fleet Management Department, recommends approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida the award of an agreement to Garber Chevrolet-Buick-Pontiac-GMC
Truck, Inc. at a total cost not to exceed $243,686.30 for 13 replacement vehicles utilizing Florida
State Contract No. 071-000-13-1 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.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

V2

City Attorney (Designee)




Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and the Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc.,
to provide the school readiness program for qualified families for one year commencing Apr
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of February 7, 2013
TO: City Council Chair & Members of City Council

SUBJECT:
A Resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an agreement between the

City of St. Petersburg, Florida and the Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc., to
provide the school readiness program for qualified families for one year commencing April
1, 2013, and ending March 31, 2014; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION:
This Agreement reflects the continuation of services that has been in effect for the past

eighteen years with the Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc. (“ELC”) and with
Coordinated Child Care of Pinellas, Inc. (CCC) which allows the Parks and Recreation
Department to be a year round school readiness program service provider (Playcamp
programs) for children of families in Pinellas County who meet the defined financial need
eligibility requirements. ELC evaluates each family’s financial need and determines how
much of the school readiness program cost a family can afford to pay themselves and then
the agency pays the balance of the Playcamp cost to the Parks and Recreation Department.

In order to be eligible to be a school readiness program provider for ELC, the Parks and
Recreation Department must meet all Pinellas County child care licensing requirements and
also must score a minimum of 3 on a 4 point program assessment tool that is completed by
ELC staff twice each year during site visits. In past years, the Parks and Recreation
Playcamp sites have consistently passed each assessment conducted.

The Parks and Recreation Department originally researched securing this type of service
contract at the repeated requests of several of our Playcamp parents. They were eligible for
ELC assistance and wanted their children to be able to attend Parks and Recreation
Department programs instead of the programs on the existing list of ELC approved
subcontractors. Since then, we have continued to enjoy an excellent working relationship
with ELC and have provided a service much appreciated by many of our citizens who need
this type of assistance.

RECOMMENDATION
The Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution authorizing the Mayor
or his designee to execute an agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and Early
Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc., to provide the school readiness program for
qualified families for one year commencing April 1, 2013, and ending March 31, 2014; and

Page 1 of 2
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providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:
There is no cost to the Parks and Recreation Department for providing this service as the
complete cost of our programs is subsidized by ELC funds. Last fiscal year there was
approximately $585,000 paid by ELC to the Parks and Recreation Department to provide
childcare services for their clients. These funds were returned to the General Fund as

program revenue.
ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

APPROVALS:

Administration: M/ 75. Cx
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Resolution No. 2013-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AND EARLY LEARNING
COALITION OF PINELLAS COUNTY, INC. TO PROVIDE
CHILD CARE SERVICES FOR QUALIFIED FAMILIES FOR ONE
YEAR COMMENCING APRIL 1, 2013, AND ENDING MARCH
31,2014; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg'’s youth are an important and valuable resource; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg (“City”) through its Parks and Recreation Department
has been a year round child care provider for children of qualified families in Pinellas County under
contract with Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc. (“ELC"); and

WHEREAS, the City and ELC desire to continue this relationship; and

WHEREAS, in order to continue this relationship, it is necessary for the City to enter into an
agreement with ELC to set forth the responsibilities of the Parties.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute an agreement between the City of St.
Petersburg and Early Learning Coalition of Pinellas County, Inc. to provide child care services for
qualified families for one year commencing April 1, 2013 and ending March 31, 2014.

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

LegaI:%W /il;/ Administration: ﬁ/f‘ 0x




Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative
Funding Agreement with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St.
Petersburg Phase Toilet Replacement Program Phase 13 in the amount of $150,000.
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda o
-
Meeting of February 7, 2013
TO: Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair of Council, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement with
the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg Toilet
Replacement Program Phase 13 in the amount of $150,000.

EXPLANATION: The St. Petersburg Water Resources Department and the Southwest Florida Water
Management District (SWFWMD) are proposing to enter into a FY2013 Cooperative Funding Agreement
for Phase 13 of a Toilet Replacement Program. The first twelve phases of the Program were highly
successful in terms of citizen participation and conservation of potable water, with almost 32,000 toilets
replaced at over 26,000 locations. Analysis of water savings has determined that over 700 gallons of water
per toilet are saved each month in a single-family household.

During the FY2013 program, the City and SWFWMD anticipate providing rebates to single family, multi-
family, and non-residential water customers to replace 900 high flush toilets with ultra-low flush (ULF) or
high efficiency (HET) fixtures. Efforts will be made to target customers who have not previously
participated in this program, including low-income residential households. To ensure that monies spent on
this long-term conservation program meet the intended goal, the City will include educational materials on
leak detection and proper replacement flapper selection and installation to program participants.

o The agreement with the SWFWMD for this thirteenth phase has a total project cost of $150,000. The City of
St Petersburg agrees to fund 50% of the total cost or $75,000 and the SWFWMD agrees to fund 50% of the
total cost or $75,000. Paragraph 5 of the District's form Co-funding Agreement specifically includes a
provision for attorney's fees and costs to be repaid to the District, if the City fails to complete the Project in
accordance with the scheduled completion dates, fails to maintain scheduled progress of the project thereby
endangering the timely performance of the Agreement, the City fails to appropriate sufficient funds to meet
the task deadlines or specified provisions are held invalid, illegal or unenforceable and the City fails to repay
those funds. Historically the City has not entered into contracts with attorney fees provisions and the decision
to accept funding from the District should be made taking the potential risk of having to pay such fees and
costs into account. Staff is not aware of any breach of contract claims or litigation occurring with respect to
any of the previous co-funding arrangements with the District.

Administration recommends that the Mayor or his designee be authorized to execute the FY2013
Cooperative Funding Agreement with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for funding the
City of St. Petersburg Toilet Replacement Program Phase 13.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funds are available in the Water Resources
Operating Fund (4001), Water Conservation Administration (4202133), Toilet Replacement Program
(Project #TBD).

ATTACHMENTS: SWFWMD Agreement, Resolution.

v APPROVALS: -
S o o Ol he
sKC

Administration (/ Budget v
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RESOLUTION NO. o

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO ENTER INTO A
THIRTEENTH PHASE COOPERATIVE
FUNDING AGREEMENT WITH THE
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT FOR A TOILET
REPLACEMENT AND EDUCATION PROJECT
AT A TOTAL COST OF $150,000.00, AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Southwest Florida Water Management District ("District") and the City
of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”’) wish to implement the thirteenth phase of a residential and
commercial toilet replacement and education project; and

WHEREAS, the District and the City have agreed upon the type and extent of the
program to be completed and the amount and method of compensation to be paid by the District
to the City for materials, development and distribution.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that the Mayor or his Designee is authorized to enter into a cooperative
funding agreement with the District for the twelfth phase of a toilet replacement and education
project at a total project cost of $150,000.00 with the District's share not to exceed $75,000.00.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

% Attorney (Designee)




AGREEMENT NO. 13C00000025

COOPERATIVE FUNDING AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
AND
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
FOR
ST. PETERSBURG TOILET REPLACEMENT PROJECT — PHASE 13 (N498-1)

THIS COOPERATIVE FUNDING AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between
the SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, a public corporation of the
State of Florida, whose address is 2379 Broad Street, Brooksville, Florida 34604-6899,
hereinafter referred to as the "DISTRICT," and CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal
corporation of the State of Florida, whose address is 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33701, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY."

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the CITY proposed a project to the DISTRICT for funding consideration under
the DISTRICT'S cooperative funding program; and

WHEREAS, the project consists of providing financial incentives to single family residential,
multi-family residential and commercial accounts customers for replacing an estimated 900
conventional 3.5 gallon per flush or higher toilets with ultra low-flow toilets (ULFT) or high-
efficiency toilets (HET), hereinafter referred to as the "PROJECT"; and

WHEREAS, the DISTRICT considers the resource benefits to be achieved by the PROJECT
worthwhile and desires to assist the CITY in funding the PROJECT.

NOW THEREFORE, the DISTRICT and the CITY, in consideration of the mutual terms,
covenants and conditions set forth herein, agree as follows:

1. PROJECT CONTACTS AND NOTICES. Each party hereby designates the individual
set forth below as its prime contact for matters relating to this Agreement. Notices and
reports shall be sent to the attention of each party's prime contact as set forth herein by
U.S. mail, postage paid, by nationally recognized overnight courier, or personally to the
parties' addresses as set forth below. Notice is effective upon receipt.

Contract Manager for the DISTRICT: Project Manager for the CITY:
Scott D. McGookey, Contract Manager Chris Claus, Project Manager
Southwest Florida Water Management District  City of St. Petersburg

2379 Broad Street 1650 Third Avenue North
Brooksville, FL 34604-6899 St. Petersburg, FL 33713

Any changes to the above representatives or addresses must be provided to the other
party in writing.

Page 1 of 8



1.1 The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is authorized to approve requests to extend a
PROJECT task deadline set forth in this Agreement. Such approval must be in
writing, explain the reason for the extension and be signed by the Contract
Manager and his or her Bureau Chief, or Director if the Bureau Chief is the
Contract Manager, unless the DISTRICT'S Signature Authority provides
otherwise. The DISTRICT'S Signature Authority supersedes the approval
requirements provided in this provision. The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is
not authorized to approve any time extension which will result in an increased
cost to the DISTRICT or which will exceed the expiration date set forth in this
Agreement.

1.2 The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is authorized to adjust a line item amount of
the PROJECT budget contained in the Project Plan set forth in Exhibit "A" or, if
applicable, the refined budget as set forth in Subparagraph 3.2 below. The
authorization must be in writing, explain the reason for the adjustment, and be
sig<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>