
 
December 19, 2013  

3:00 PM 

 

 

 

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
st
 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/
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December 19, 2013  

3:00 PM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call. 

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

B. 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. 

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

D. Awards and Presentations 

1. First Night 2013 Presentation. 

2. Presentation recognizing City of St. Petersburg Mayor, Bill Foster, for his vision and 

initiative to establish the African American Heritage Project. 

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

Setting January 9, 2014 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

1. Ordinance amending the City Code to provide for rules and procedures as required by the 

City Charter. 

F. Reports 

1. Central Avenue Revitalization Plan Status. (Oral) 

2. WorkNet Pinellas.  (Councilmember Newton) (Oral) 

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

4. Tourist Development Council.  (Councilmember Curran) (Oral) 

5. Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project: 
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(a) Awarding a contract to Hubbard Construction Company in an amount not to exceed 

$4,316,548 for the Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project.   

(Engineering Project No. 14003-130 and 14034-130; Oracle Nos. 11142, 12853, 

13266, 14110, 14125)  

(b) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an Interlocal Agreement between 

the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”) and the City of Gulfport, Florida 

(“Gulfport”) for design and construction activities for Milling and Resurfacing of 

Sections of 26th Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49th Street South 

Improvements Project which provides funding to the City from Gulfport in an amount 

not to exceed $263,547.43; and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount 

of $263,547.43 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital 

Improvement Fund (3001), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Street and 

Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110). (Engineering Project No. 14034-130; 

Oracle No. 14110) 

6. Approving thirty-two (32) Forfeiture Fund Program/Projects awarded as a part of the FY 

2014 Law Enforcement Trust Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to execute agreements and all documents necessary to effectuate these awards; 

and authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $50,731 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. 

G. New Business 

1. Requesting City Council to initiate a zoning change to apply Artist Enclave Overlay 

Districts on Historic Kenwood and Old Southeast Neighborhoods.  (Councilmember 

Danner) 

H. Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee.  (12/12/13) 

2. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee.  (12/12/13) 

(a) Ordinance amending Section 21-87 of the City Code to add a new Subsection 21-

87(d)(1); and naming the Riviera Bay Park. 

I. Legal 

1. Resolution approving the issuance by the Public Finance Authority of not to exceed 

$6,500,000 Public Finance Authority Multifamily Rental Housing Revenue Bonds, a 

portion of the proceeds of which will be used by Citrus Grove Apartments, LLC to 

finance the acquisition and renovation of the Citrus Grove Apartments located at 731 15th 

Street South in St. Petersburg; and conducting a TEFRA public hearing as required by 

Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended.  [To be heard at 4 pm] 

2. Vacant Assistant City Attorney Position. 

J. Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 6:00 P.M. 

Public Hearings 

 

NOTE:  The following Public Hearing items have been submitted for consideration by the City 
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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. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Lot Clearing Number 1528. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 1183. 

3. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition Numbers 410 and 504. 

4. Resolution accepting the New Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), which 

replaces the Neighborhood Plan approved in 1991; and authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to initiate projects and programs identified in the New Plan. 

5. Resolution accepting the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), which 

replaces the Neighborhood Plan approved in 1993; and authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to initiate projects and programs identified in the New Plan. 

6. Ordinance 1055-V approving the vacation of the 16-foot wide alley within Block 10, 

Spear and Pittser's Subdivision, as recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 5, Public Records of 

Pinellas County, Florida, lying south of 2nd Avenue South and between 21st Street South 

and 22nd Street South. (City File 13-33000013) 

7. Ordinance 99-H amending the Comprehensive Plan to implement legislative requirements 

of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of the Capital 

Improvements Element. (City File LGCP-CIE-2013) 

8. Ordinance 100-H amending the text of the City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development 

Regulations (LDRs) regarding assignment of the powers and duties to its regulating 

commissions,   The request is to consolidate three (3) existing commissions into two (2) 

proposed commissions.  Existing: Planning and Visioning Commission (PVC); 

Community Preservation Commission (CPC); and Development Review Commission 

(DRC).  Proposed: Community Planning and Preservation Commission ("CPPC"); and 

Development Review Commission (DRC).  (City File LDR-2013-03) 

9. Ordinance 101-H creating a short term exception to Section 7-97(d)(5) of the St. 

Petersburg City Code which requires idle speed for vessels in the North Yacht Basin. 

Second Reading and Second Quasi-Judicial Proceeding 

Swearing in of witnesses.  Representatives of City Administration, the applicant/appellant, 

opponents, and members of the public who wish to speak at the public hearing must declare 

that he or she will testify truthfully by taking an oath or affirmation in the following form: 

"Do you swear or affirm that the evidence you are about to give will be the truth, the 

whole truth, and nothing but the truth?" 

The oath or affirmation will be administered prior to the presentation of testimony and will 

be administered in mass to those who wish to speak.  Persons who submit cards to speak 

after the administration of the oath, who have not been previously sworn, will be sworn prior 

to speaking.   For detailed procedures to be followed for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings, 

please see yellow sheet attached to this agenda. 

10. Proposed City-initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Land Development 

Regulations (LDRs), Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map (for approximately 
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821 parcels of land, totaling an estimated 184.4 acres) implementing objectives of the 

Central Avenue Revitalization Plan. (City File LGCP-2013-01) 

(a) Ordinance 702-L amending the Future Land Use Map designations of approximately 

821 parcels of land generally located between 19th Street and Pasadena Avenue and 

1st Avenue North and 1st Avenue South, totaling an estimated 184.4 acres.  

(b) Ordinance 731-Z amending the Official Zoning Map designations for certain parcels, 

described above.  

(c) Ordinance 82-H amending the Comprehensive Plan by adding a new activity center to 

the list in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Plan Element and adding a new map 6A.  

(d) Ordinance 83-H amending Chapter 16 of the City Code, in response to the adopted 

Central Avenue Revitalization Plan and specifically regarding reduced building 

setbacks, additional residential density, intensity (floor-are-ratio) and building height 

for property located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center.  The 

proposed amendments also provide for limited accessory retail and cafe uses within 

the CRT-1 activity center designation.  

(e) Resolution amending the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan to 1) provide for 

landscaped medians and 2) increase the FAR on portions of the corridor from 2.0 to 

2.5. 

K. Open Forum 

L. Adjournment 

A 
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Consent Agenda A 

December 19, 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. Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project:  [MOVED to Reports as F-5] 

(a) Awarding a contract to Hubbard Construction Company in an amount not to exceed 

$4,316,548 for the Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project.   

(Engineering Project No. 14003-130 and 14034-130; Oracle Nos. 11142, 12853, 

13266, 14110, 14125)  

(b) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an Interlocal Agreement between 

the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”) and the City of Gulfport, Florida 

(“Gulfport”) for design and construction activities for Milling and Resurfacing of 

Sections of 26th Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49th Street South 

Improvements Project which provides funding to the City from Gulfport in an amount 

not to exceed $263,547.43; and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount 

of $263,547.43 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital 

Improvement Fund (3001), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Street and 

Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110). (Engineering Project No. 14034-130; 

Oracle No. 14110) 

2. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to All American Concrete, Inc. for SAN 

(Sanitary) Sewer Repair & Replacement FY 2014, for the Water Resources Department at 

an estimated annual cost of $1,650,000 for FY 2014. 

3. Water and Wastewater Chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation 

Departments: 

(c) Amend Resolution Number 2012-519 to modify the amount with Odyssey 

Manufacturing Co. and to ratify and approve renewals for calendar year 2013 with 

Allied Universal Corp. and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater 

chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation departments  

(d) Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Odyssey Manufacturing Co; Allied 

Universal Corp; and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater 

chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation departments at an 

estimated annual cost of $1,433,355. 

4. Renewing annual license and maintenance agreements from Oracle America, Inc., a sole-

source provider, for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management 
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(WAM) applications, Oracle Spatial, and other Oracle technology products at a cost of 

$552,225.06.  

5. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Motorola Solutions, Inc. for non-public safety 

radios and accessories for the ICS Department at an estimated annual cost of $681,480.80. 

6. Accepting a proposal from Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. for parking facilities 

management services at an estimated three year cost of $4,276,915. 

(Public Works) 

7. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative Funding Agreement 

(“Agreement”) between the City of St. Petersburg and the Southwest Florida Water 

Management District that provides $1,650,000 in funding for the design and construction 

of Snell Isle Boulevard N.E., Rafael Boulevard and Vicinity Storm Drainage 

Improvements, and all other documents necessary to effectuate the Agreement.   

(Engineering Project No. 13009-110, Oracle No. 13729) 

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative Funding Agreement 

(“Agreement”) between the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida Water 

Management District that provides $679,000 in funding for the design and construction of 

Tinney Creek At 94th Avenue North Storm Drainage Improvements (Engineering Project 

No. 14018-110, Oracle No. 14118); and all other documents necessary to effectuate the 

Agreement; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $679,000 from the 

increase in the unappropriated balance of the Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund 

(4013), resulting from these additional revenues, to the 94th A/N At Tinney Creek Project 

(14118). 
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Consent Agenda B 

December 19, 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. Renewing an agreement with Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for calcium oxide for the 

Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $395,000. 

2. Accepting a bid from Riley Electric Company, Inc., for lighting at Lakewood and 

Woodlawn athletic fields for the Parks & Recreation Department at a total cost of 

$305,625. 

3. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Greenfield Environmental, Inc. a certified 

SBE, for asbestos, lead, and environmental site assessment consulting services at an 

estimated annual cost of $265,000. 

4. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Riley Electric, Co., Inc. for installation and 

maintenance of street lighting for the Public Works Administration at an estimated annual 

cost of $200,000. 

5. Accepting a proposal from Bright House Networks LLC for a two-year contract for 

Internet services for the ICS Department in an amount not to exceed $165,070. 

6. Approving a cooperative purchase agreement for gasoline and diesel fuel from J.H. 

Williams Oil Company, Inc. at an estimated annual cost of $156,670. 

7. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to SMS Systems Maintenance 

Services for computer hardware maintenance for the all City departments in an amount 

not to exceed $120,000. 

8. Renewing an agreement with Allied Universal Corp. for liquefied chlorine for the Water 

Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $100,100. 

(City Development) 

9. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a five (5) year License Agreement with 

Robert A. Diaz, for an annual use fee of $50.00, to fence a portion of a City-owned 

property located in Safety Harbor for the City’s 36-Inch Water Transmission Main.  

10. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Second Amendment to Lease 

Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit 

corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, 

within Albert Whitted Airport for a second extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement 
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for a period of one (1) year at a rental rate of $928.54 per month, with the right to request 

extensions for two (2) additional one (1) year terms, subject to approval by City Council. 

(Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.) 

11. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Subordination Agreement with the 

Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) to subordinate the City of St. 

Petersburg’s interest in a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and State Road 

52 in Pasco County associated with FDOT’s Roadway Improvement Project No. 258736-

2-52-01. 

12. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a License Agreement with St. 

Petersburg Saturday Morning Market, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit corporation, for a three 

(3) year term for nominal consideration, for operation of a Solar Vermiconverter in 

conjunction with the Saturday Morning Market. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six 

(6) members of City Council.) 

13. Approving the plat of Galleria 222, generally located at 222 – 22nd Street South. (City 

File 13-20000011) 

14. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an Agreement with the School Board of 

Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of lighted recreation fields and other related 

improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood High School site 

for an initial period of five (5) years; to execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement 

under the same basic terms and conditions.  

15. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment #1 to Florida Department 

of Transportation ("FDOT") SMOA #01-06: Streetscape for Bayway Apartments; 

Amendment #2 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for Bayway Apartments; a Parkway 

Maintenance Agreement with Bayway Apartments LLC, a Delaware limited liability 

company and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

( 

(Public Works) 

16. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-4-AID/AWA to the 

agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and American Infrastructure Development, 

Inc., in the lump sum amount of $117,378.00 for conducting a Wildlife Hazard 

Assessment (WHA) at Albert Whitted Airport (St. Petersburg General-SPG). (Engineering 

Project No. 14035-113; Oracle No. 13776) 

( 

(Miscellaneous) 

17. Approving thirty-two (32) Forfeiture Fund Program/Projects awarded as a part of the FY 

2014 Law Enforcement Trust Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to execute agreements and all documents necessary to effectuate these awards; 

and authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $50,731 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 F-6] 

18. Resolution approving the Council Procedures Manual. 
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19. Amending the City's conflict of interest resolution (Res. No. 2004-374) to reflect the 

changes to the names of certain boards and commissions recently approved by City 

Council. 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings. Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, December 12, 2013, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, December 12, 2013, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Update 

Thursday, December 12, 2013, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, December 12, 2013, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, December 19, 2013, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee - CANCELED 

Thursday, December 19, 2013, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

Committee of the Whole - $180,000 Allocation 

Thursday, December 19, 2013, 10:15 a.m., Room 100 

City Council Workshop - Election of Council Chair & Vice-Chair, and setting of 2014 Council 

Calendar 

Thursday, December 19, 2013, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 
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 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 First Night 2013 Presentation. 



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

PRESENTATION 

 

 

 

November 13, 2013 

 

TO:  The Mayor and Members of City Council 

 

 

SUBJECT: 

 

Presentation: First Night 2013   

 

 

PRESENTER: 

 

  Lloyd Allen, Executive Director  

  First Night 2013 

 

SCHEDULE FOR COUNCIL ON: 

 

  

December 19, 2013 

 

 

 

     
     Leslie Curran 

     City Council Member 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



16 

 

 

Attached documents for item Presentation recognizing City of St. Petersburg Mayor, Bill Foster, for 

his vision and initiative to establish the African American Heritage Project. 



 

 

AWARDS and PRESENTATIONS 
 

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

PRESENTER: Gwendolyn “Gwen” Reese  

   African-American Heritage Association of St. Petersburg, Florida Inc.   

 

SCHEDULE:  For Presentation on December 19, 2013 

 

SUBJECT: Presentation recognizing City of St. Petersburg Mayor, Bill Foster, for his 

vision and initiative to establish the African American Heritage Project.  The 

purpose of this project is to identify sites, buildings, structures, objects, 

traditional cultural places, people, and districts which are significant to 

African-American history in St. Petersburg and to create products that will 

allow the public to learn more about, and explore the role of, African-

Americans in the city. 

 

The initial phase of research and development is focused on installation of an 

interpretative walking trail highlighting existing properties, significant people, 

events and demolished resources for the period of time extending from the 

pioneer era with the recorded arrival of the first African-American in 1868 

through the civil rights era in 1968. 

 

The first trail titled “The Deuces,” will focus on 22
nd

 Street South, with a 

special emphasis on local business, entertainment, Mercy Hospital and a 

number of offices built and occupied by doctors who played a key role in 

breaking St. Petersburg’s color barrier and promoting civil rights within the 

city. 

 

The second trail titled “Faith, Family and Education,” will focus on 9
th

 

Avenue South, with a special emphasis on residential housing types and the 

role of neighborhood churches and educational facilities in the community. 
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Attached documents for item Ordinance amending the City Code to provide for rules and procedures 

as required by the City Charter. 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: The Honorable Chair and City Council Members 

FROM: Mark A. Winn, Chief Assistant City Attorney 

DATE: December 13, 2013 

RE: Ordinance Adopting Rules and Procedures 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
The City Charter requires that you provide, by ordinance, for your rules and procedures 
as long as the requirements set forth therein are always equal to or greater than the 
requirements established by law. 

Attached please find a proposed ordinance which provides that you may establish such 
general rules of procedure by resolution so long as those rules and procedures meet all 
requirements of State and Federal law. 

I recommend that you conduct first reading of this ordinance and schedule a public 
hearing. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 

Attachment 

00186196 



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 
ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE TO CREATE A 
NEW SECTION 2-22; PROVIDING FOR RULES 
AND PROCEDURES AS REQUIRED BY THE 
CITY CHARTER; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

SECTION I. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new section 

2-22 to read as follows: 

Section 2-22 -Adoption of Rules and Procedures as required by the Charter. 

Rules and procedures may be adopted by City Council by resolution for the orderly 

conduct of its meetings and may be amended by resolution when City Council determines 

amendments to be necessary. All rules and procedures adopted for City Council meetings shall 

meet all the requirements of State and Fedenillaw. 

SECTION 2. 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 fiiih business day aiier 

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. 

and content: 

00186190 
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Attached documents for item Central Avenue Revitalization Plan Status. (Oral) 
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Attached documents for item WorkNet Pinellas.  (Councilmember Newton) (Oral) 
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Attached documents for item Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.  (Councilmember Newton) 

(Oral) 
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Attached documents for item Tourist Development Council.  (Councilmember Curran) (Oral) 
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Attached documents for item Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project: 



,. 
; 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Awarding a contract to Hubbard Construction Company in an amount not to exceed 
$4,316,548 for the Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project (Engineering 
Project No. 14003-130 and 14034-130; Oracle Nos. 11142, 12853, 13266, 14110, 14125). 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received four bids for the Project (see below). The 
work consists of furnishing all labor, material and equipment necessary to perform street milling, 
street resurfacing, alley and parking lot resurfacing, and all related operations at various 
locations within the City. Surface adjustment of manhole rings and restoration of traffic signal 
controller loops will also be performed. 

The contractor will begin work approximately ten calendar days from written Notice to Proceed 
and is scheduled to complete the work within 240 consecutive calendar days thereafter. Bids 
were opened on October 31, 2013 and are tabulated as follows: 

Hubbard Construction Company (Winter Park, Florida) 
The Lane Construction Corporation (Eaton Park, Florida) 
Ajax Paving Industries of Florida, LLC (Nokomis, Florida) 
Oldcastle Southern Group, Inc. d/b/a 
APAC-Southeast, Inc. (Sarasota, Florida) 

Base Bid and Alternate 1 
$4,548,595.00 
$4,606,000.00 
$4,696,425.00 
$4,822,775.00 

The contract documents provide for the award of the contract to the lowest responsible bidder 
for an amount equal to the City's budgetary limit for the work, which may be greater or less than 
the bidder's total. The updated total budget amount for the external contractor for fiscal year 
2014 for street resurfacing work is $4,316,548. This amount includes $263,547.43 in funding 
from the City of Gulfport for a cooperative project to resurface streets with shared jurisdictional 
responsibility. 

The low bidder, Hubbard Construction Company, has met the specifications, terms and 
conditions of IFB 7551 dated October 2, 2013, and has satisfactorily performed similar projects 
in the past for the Florida Department of Transportation, City of Tampa, City of Seminole, 
Orlando-Orange County Expressway, and Pinellas County. The principals of the firm are Alan 
M. Cahill, President and CEO; Frederick P. O'Dea, Jr., CFO, Vice President, Treasurer, 
Executive Secretary. 

The bid documents allow for a 240-day extension of the contract, pursuant to City Council 
award, with unit price adjustment based upon the FOOT bituminous materials payment 
adjustment index. 

Administration recommends awarding this Contract to the low bidder, Hubbard Construction 
Company in the amount of $4,316,548. 

Continued on Page 2 



Citywide Street Milling & Resurfacing FY2014 
Page 2 
December 19, 2013 

Cost/Funding/Assessment information: Funds are available in the Neighborhood & Citywide 
Infrastructure CIP Fund (3027), Street and Road Improvements FY07 Project (11142), Street 
and Road Improvements FY11 Project (12853), Street and Road Improvements FY12 
Project (13266), and Street and Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110); in the General 
Capital Improvement Fund (3001), Street and Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110); and in 
the Recreation and Culture Capital Improvement Fund (3029), Parking Lot Repair FY14 Project 
(14125). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

\ 

1;\~~ 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND 
APPROVING THE AWARD OF AN 
AGREEMENT TO HUBBARD 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR 
COMPLETION OF CITYWIDE STREET 
MILLING AND RESURFACING FY 2014 
PROJECT (14003-130 AND 14034-130) IN A 
TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$4,316,548; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR 
MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received four 
bids for Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project (14003-130 and 14034-130) 
pursuant to IFB 7551 dated October 2, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, Hubbard Construction Company has met the specifications, terms 
and conditions of IFB No. 7551; and 

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends approval of this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of an agreement to Hubbard 
Construction Company for the Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project (14003-
130 and 14034-130) in a total amount not to exceed $4,316,548 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: 

City Attorney (Designee) 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an lnterlocal 
Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida ("City") and the City of Gulfport, 
Florida ("Gulfport") for design and construction activities for Milling and Resurfacing of 
Sections of 26th Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49th Street South 
Improvements Project which provides funding to the City from Gulfport in an amount not 
to exceed $263,547.43; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of 
$263,547.43 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital 
Improvement Fund (3001 ), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Street and 
Road Improvements FY14 Project (1411 0); and providing an effective date. 
(Engineering Project No. 14034-130; Oracle No. 14110) 

EXPLANATION: An lnterlocal Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and the 
City of Gulfport is proposed to provide cooperative engineering design and construction 
services requested by the City of Gulfftort for street resurfacing of sections of 26th 
Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49 h Street South. 

The City of Gulfport will provide funding in the amount of $263,547.43 to resurface 
streets with shared jurisdictional responsibilities by Gulfport and St. Petersburg. The 
improvements include milling, resurfacing with asphaltic concrete meeting FOOT 
specifications, and thermoplastic and paint pavement markings along 49th Street South 
from the Pinellas Trail to 31st Avenue South, 26th Avenue South from Quincy Street to 
49th Street South, and 7th Avenue South from 58th Street to 64th Street South. All costs 
will be shared equally, except for 49th Street South from 26th Avenue to 31st Avenue 
South, which lies entirely within the City of Gulfport, and these costs will be paid for 
entirely by Gulfport. 

The City of St. Petersburg will administer the project and will be reimbursed by the City 
of Gulfport for all eligible design and construction expenses. This combined cooperative 
project will reduce public inconvenience and project costs as compared to separate 
projects. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends execution of an lnterlocal 
Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida ("City") and the City of Gulfport, 
Florida ("Gulfport")for design and construction activities for Milling and Resurfacing of 
Sections of 26th Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49th Street South 
Improvements Project which provides funding to the City from Gulfport in an amount not 
to exceed $263,547.43; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of 
$263,547.43 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital 
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Improvement Fund (3001 ), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Street and 
Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110); and providing an effective date. 
(Engineering Project No. 14034-130; Oracle No. 1411 0) 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funds will be available after the 
approval of a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $263,547.43 from the 
increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital Improvement Fund 
(3001), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Street and Road Improvements 
FY14 Project (14110). 

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution 

APPROVALS: 

Legal: 00185177.doc V. 2 1"8~ 
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Resolution No. 2013 ----

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AN 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
("CITY") AND THE CITY OF GULFPORT, 
FLORIDA ("GULFPORT") FOR DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES FOR MILLING 
AND RESURFACING OF SECTIONS OF 
26TH AVENUE SOUTH, 7TH AVENUE 
SOUTH, AND 49TH STREET SOUTH 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT WHICH 
PROVIDES FUNDING TO THE CITY FROM 
GULFPORT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO 
EXCEED $263,547.43; APPROVING A 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $263,547.43 FROM THE 
INCREASE IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED 
BALANCE OF THE GENERAL CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT FUND (3001 ), RESULTING 
FROM THESE ADDITIONAL REVENUES, TO 
THE STREET AND ROAD IMPROVEMENTS 
FY14 PROJECT (14110); AND PROVIDING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (ENGINEERING 
PROJECT NO. 14034-130; ORACLE NO. 
14110) 

WHEREAS, the City of Gulfport ("Gulfport") has requested an lnterlocal 
Agreement for cooperative engineering design and construction services from the Ci~ 
of St. Petersburg ("City) for street resurfacing of sections of 26th Avenue South, t 
Avenue South, and 49th Street South; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Gulfport will provide funding in the amount of 
$263,547.43 to resurface streets with shared jurisdictional responsibilities by Gulfport 
and St. Petersburg; and 

WHEREAS, all costs will be shared equally, except for 49th Street South from 
26th Avenue to 31st Avenue South, which lies entirely within the City of Gulfport, and 
these costs will be paid for entirely by Gulfport; and 

WHEREAS, the City will administer the project and will be reimbursed by the City 
of Gulfport for all eligible design and construction expenses. This combined cooperative 
project will reduce public inconvenience and project costs as compared to separate 
projects. 



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 
lnterlocal Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida ("City") and the City of 
Gulfport, Florida ("Gulfport") for design and construction activities for Milling and 
Resurfacing of Sections of 26th Avenue South, 7th Avenue South, and 49th Street 
South Improvements Project which provides funding to the City from Gulfport in an 
amount not to exceed $263,547.43; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that there is hereby approved from the increase in 
the unappropriated balance of the General Capital Improvement Fund (3001 ), resulting 
from these additional revenues, the following supplemental appropriation for FY14: 

General Capital Improvement Fund (3001) 
Street and Road Improvements FY14 Project (14110) $263,547.43 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved by: 

Legal Department 
By: (City Attorney or Designee) 

Tom Greene 
Budget Director 

Legal: 00185174.doc V. 2 

Approved by: 

~s.~ 
Thomas B. Gibson, P.E. 
Engineering Director 
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ENGINEERING & CAPITAL 
IIIIPRO\IEMENTS DEPARTIIIENT 
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LEGEND 
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= STREETS TO BE RESURFACED 
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Attached documents for item Approving thirty-two (32) Forfeiture Fund Program/Projects awarded 

as a part of the FY 2014 Law Enforcement Trust Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to execute agreements and all documents necessary to effectuate these awards; 





Successful Grant Applicants - 2013 
Organization Area of Amount Amount Restrictions, if 
N' ..... e Project Title Eligibility Requested Granted Grant Notes any 

~Park Bartlett Park Items being requested are: 25 Girls 
Neighborhood Neighborhood Youth Basketball League Jerseys, 30 Boys 
Association Project Drug Prevention $1 ,297.03 $1 ,000.00 Basketball League Jerseys. Any budgeted item. 

Brighton 
Preparatory Brighton's Attitude is Items being requested are: 36T· 
School Everything Drug Prevention $521 .80 $450.00 shirts, copy paper and ink. T-shirts only. 

Childs Park Items being requested are: team 
Rattlers Youth Every Moment of a jerseys, 80 scholarships, 65 team Uniforms or trophies 
Athletics Child's Life Matters Drug Prevention $15,000.00 $1 ,000.00 uniforms, 350 trophies, color copies. only. 

Cinnamon Lake Cinnamon Lake Neighborhood Items being requested are: 150 dusk Light controls for front 
Crime Watch Crime Watch Safety $1,263.14 $600.00 to dawn light controls for 75 homes. yards only. 

City of St 
Petersburg • Items being requested are: fees for 
Childs Park Childs Park Fee karate, cheerleading, dance/ballet & 
Recreation Center Classes Drug Prevention $7,425.00 $1,200.00 tap, wrestling, kids fitness classes Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg • 
Childs Park Miss Childs Park Items being requested are: trophies, 
Recreation Center Pageant Drug Prevention $1 ,250.00 $1,200.00 tiaras and decorations. Any budgeted item. 

C~St Items being requested are: Volleyball 
uniforms, flag football uniforms, 

Petersburg • JW basketball uniforms and TASCO 
Cate Recreation Teen Programs· sports league fees for dodgeball, flag 
Center Sports Leagues Drug Prevention $6,600.00 $1,200.00 football, volleyball , and basketball. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg • JW 
Cate Recreation St Pete Values Items being requested are: T·shirts, 
Center Program Drug Prevention $3,000.00 $1 ,200.00 end of the year awards. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg • Lake Items being requested are: uniforms 
Vista Recreation Lake Vista for flag football, basketball and 
Center Recreation Center Drug Prevention $3,920.00 $1 ,200.00 volleyball. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg • Roberts Recreation Items being requested are: uniforms 
Roberts Center Teen for flag football , basketball and 
Recreation Center Programs Drug Prevention $4,575.00 $1 ,200.00 volleyball. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg • Shore Shore Acres Items being requested are: uniforms 
Acres Recreation Recreation Center for flag football, basketball, and 
Center Teen Programs Drug Prevention $4,520.00 $1 ,200.00 volleyballs, volleyballs. Any budgeted item. 
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Successful Grant Applicants- 2013 
Organization Area of Amount Amount Restrictions, if ,.. .,e Project Title Eligibility Requested Granted Grant Notes any 

'-' Items being requested are: uniforms 
City of St for basketball, volleyball and football 
Petersburg - and T ASCO Sports league fees for 
Walter Fuller Teen Programs - dodgeball, flag football, volleyball, and 
Recreation Center Sports Leagues Drug Prevention $6,405.00 $1 ,200.00 basketball. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg Parks St Petersburg Youth Items being requested are: 100 t-
& Recreation Council Drug Prevention $1,200.00 $1 ,200.00 shirts, end of the year awards. Any budgeted item. 

City of St 
Petersburg Guess What? Teens 
Recreation Care! Scrubbin' Da Neighborhood Items being requested are: t-shirts for 
Department 'Burg Safety $5,000.00 $3,000.00 volunteers. Any budgeted item. 

Council of 
Neighborhood CONA Leadership Neighborhood Items being requested are: 8 
Association 2014 Safety $1,000.00 $250.00 scholarships to Leadership Program. Two scholarships only. 

Items being requested are: books for 
Academy Exchange Book Club, 
Scrapbooking/Arts & Craft supplies 

Delta Sigma Theta Dr. Betty Shabazz and Academy t-shirts and jackets to Any items in proposed 
Sorority Inc Deity Academy Drug Prevention $1,040.00 $1 ,000.00 wear during field trips. budget. 

Need more informaiton 
on help being provided 

Street SAFE Items being requested are: other than just clothing 
Family Resources (Survival Aid, Facts backpacks, blankets, knit caps, homeless teens (i.e. 
I· and Education) Drug Prevention $1,231.00 $500.00 coats/jackets, and warm socks. counseling, etc.) 

~outs Troop Girl Scouts Troop Items being requested are: Starter 
1023 1023 Drug Prevention $1,900.00 $1 ,000.00 Kits, Field Trips, Camping Fees. Any budgeted item. 

Girl Scouts Troop Girl Scouts Troop Items being requested are: Starter 
2233 2233 Drug Prevention $510.00 $510.00 Kits, field trips. Full funding. 

Jungle Terrace 
Civic Association, Neighborhood Scout Neighborhood Items being requested are: one 
Inc. and Safety Program Safety $2,415.00 $465.00 electric bike and 30 black poles. Polo shirts only. 

Items being requested are: bass 
drum heads, student bell kit, 
percussions book & cd, marching 

Mt Zion Progressive band shoes, !-shirts and hats, uniform Full funding. No 
Mt Zion Human M.B. Church dry-cleaning, Gatorade squeeze transportation/gas 
Services, Inc Marching Band Drug Prevention $3,000.00 $3,000.00 bottles; transportation/gas. charges allowed. 

Items being requested are: camp trip 
fees, summer camp fee, annual scout 
night trip, sleeping bags, lanterns, 

Mt Zion Human merit badges, shoulder loops, and 
Services, Inc Boy Scout Troop 223 Drug Prevention $4,000.00 $1 ,000.00 uniform scholarships. Any budgeted item. 

Items being requested are: 
Nite Riders Van Crime notebooks, paper, pens, pencils, 
Club Nite Riders Van Club Prevention $2,500.00 $2,500.00 folders, backpacks, binders. Full funding. 
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Organization 
N' q Project Title 

"\. 

Police Athletic 
League of St 
Petersburg, Inc. Athletic Program 

PORTICO - Grace Safety Fairs for all 
Lutheran School Ages 

Poynter Institute Poynter Institute's 
for Media Studies The Write Field 

SPPD Crime 
Prevention 
Division Crime Watch Signs 

St. Petersburg 
Police Department Chief's Programs 

S~rsburg 
P -xplorer St. Petersburg Police 
Post #980 Explorer Post #980 

Suncoast Center Immediate Results 
Inc Drug Screening 

WestCare 
GulfCoast Florida, 
Inc. A Turning Point 

YMCA of Greater Y-Early Achievers 
St Petersburg Program 

Successful Grant Applicants- 2013 
Area of 
Eligibility 

Crime 
Prevention 

Drug Abuse 
Education 

Drug Prevention 

Drug Prevention 

Drug Abuse 
Education 

Drug Prevention 

Drug Prevention 

Amount 
Requested 

$4,452.00 

$1,500.00 

$1 ,500.00 

$3,600.00 

$4,086.00 

$13,851.58 

$3,304.00 

$848.68 

$1,027.40 

Amount 
Granted Grant Notes 

Items being requested are: wrestl ing 
practice mats, wrestling youth head 
gear, wresting adult head gear, 
wrestling singlet, baseballs, baseball 
gloves, basketball nets, basketball 

$4,000.00 backboard and rim. 

Items being requested are: Anti 
bullin!Vanti drugs awareness 
bracelets and other promotions, bike 
helmets, babysitting training online 

$750.00 course by American Red Cross. 

Items being requested are: 
$1,500.00 Graduation facil ity rental. 

Items being requested are: crime 
watch signs and neighborhood video 

$3,600.00 surveillance watch program . 

Items funded will be determined 
$4,086.00 throughout the com ing year. 

Items being requested are: State 
competition fees, national competition 
fees, flag pole, yellow ascots, 
reporter's notebooks, awards, bike 

$6,500.00 shorts, bike helmets, bike reflectors. 

Items being requested are: 400 
Saliva Oral Screen Multi Drug Test 

$1 ,600.00 Kits 

Items being requested are: Relapse 
$600.00 Prevention Workbooks 

Items being requested are: 
Mathematical Discoveries Kit, 
Modular Science Center, Hands on 
Standard Manipulatives, Rainbow 
Sorting Crayon, Smartmax 25 pc set, 
Hopscotch carpet, Dry Erase 
Classroom Tunics, Dr Jen Us Playmat 

$1 ,020.00 for Education, Alphabet Soup Sor 

$113,742.63 $50,731 .00 
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Restrictions, if 
any 

Any budgeted item. 

Any budgeted item. 

Full funding. 

Full funding. 

Full funding 

Any budgeted item. 

1 00 each of two 
different test kits . 

Any budgeted item. 



Unsuccessful Grant Applicants - 2013 
Organization Name Project Title Amount Reason for Rejection 

~aiOakPark 
Neighborhood 
Association 

Neighborhood Watch 
Awareness Campaign 

Girl Scout Troop 1020 Girl Scouts Troop 1020 

Lightning Bolt Youth 
Sports Academy, Inc. All Sports Programs 

Rosevelt Swinton 

Simon Capital GP 

St. Vincent De Paul, 
South Pinellas, Inc. 

Wildwood Dodger Inc 

Tyrone Square Mall Bike 
Patrol 

Surveillance System for 401 
15th Street North 

Funding committee desires uniformity in signs 
advertising crime watches and recommended 
that a request for crime watch signs be made 

$1,369.60 via their crime prevention officer. 

Request received after deadline, therefore 
$1,085.00 disqualified. 

Organization previously disqualified from future 
$7,500.00 funding due to poor accounting practices. 

Request received after deadline, therefore 
$2,600.00 disqualified. 

Large for-profit organization which has ability to 
seek alternate funding not available to smaller 
organizations which are being funded with this 

$1 ,415.60 year's limited funding. 

$1,179.49 Request for item not authorized for funding. 

$15,149.69 



Resolution No. ---

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THIRTY-TWO (32) FORFEITURE 
FUND PROGRAM/PROJECTS A WARDED AS A PART OF THE 
FY 2014 LAW ENFORCEMENT TRUST FUND GRANT A WARD 
PROGRAM; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE 
TO EXECUTE AGREEMENTS AND ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THESE AWARDS; 
AUTHORIZING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $50,731 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; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Police Department ("Department") is required by 
Florida Statute 932.7055 to expend 15% of the total fiscal year deposits into its forfeiture trust fund 
for crime prevention, neighborhood safety, drug abuse education, drug prevention or school resource 
officer program(s); and 

WHEREAS, the Department has developed a Law Enforcement Fund Grant Award Program 
("Program") in which neighborhood groups, organizations, or associations may apply for a portion of 
said funds; and 

WHEREAS, the Department solicited applications and the Funding Approval Committee 
("Committee") approved thirty-two (32) programs/projects for full or partial funding for a total of 
$50,731; and 

WHEREAS, one of the programs/projects is the Chiefs program to be used by the Chief of 
Police to fund programs/projects meeting the criteria ofF.S. 932.7055; and 

WHEREAS, the Chief of Police has approved the recommendations of the Committee. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida, that funding for thirty-two (32) forfeiture fund programs/projects awarded is hereby 
approved and the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute agreements and all documents 
necessary to effectuate these awards. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that there is hereby approved from the unappropriated 
balance of the Law Enforcement Fund (1 023), the following supplemental appropriation for FY 
2014: 



Law Enforcement Fund ( 1 023) 

Police Department, Local Law Enforcement State Trust (140-2857) $50,731 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Appro~~ 
Legal:~ 
Budget: ~ - .. JT 
Final 

2 
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Attached documents for item Requesting City Council to initiate a zoning change to apply Artist 

Enclave Overlay Districts on Historic Kenwood and Old Southeast Neighborhoods.  

(Councilmember Danner) 



COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   December 13, 2013 

 

COUNCIL DATE: December 19, 2013 

 

RE:   Artist Enclave Overlay Districts 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

 Respectfully request Council to initiate a zoning change to apply Artist Enclave Overlay  

 Districts on Historic Kenwood and Old Southeast Neighborhoods. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     Jeff Danner, Council Member 

     District 8 
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Attached documents for item Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee.  (12/12/13) 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 
Committee Report for December 12, 2013 

 
 

Members & Alternate: Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee: Chair James R. “Jim” 
Kennedy, Jr.; Vice-Chair Charles Gerdes; Karl Nurse; Leslie Curran 
and William Dudley (alternate).  

 
Support Staff:  Angela Ramirez, Budget Analyst II, Budget Department 
    Linda Livingston, Accountant III, Finance Department 
 

     
Call to Order 
Approval of Agenda 
       

1. New / Deferred Business 

a. Report of the December 10, 2013 Investment Oversight Committee Meeting 

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, presented the report of the December 10 Investment 

Oversight Committee.  Ms. Fritz discussed the referral from the BF&T Committee to the 

Investment Oversight committee regarding the allocation of the investment balance in 

the Water Cost Stabilization Fund.  Ms. Fritz also discussed the effects of the bundling of 

rental properties.  It was indicated that the recommended investment strategy would not 

include investments secured by rental property income. Several drafts on this item would 

be taken to the Investment Oversight Committee for future discussion. 

 

b. Real Estate & Property Management regarding the Rahall Estate 

 

Bruce Grimes, Director of Real Estate and Property Management, reported on the 

appraisal reports for the Rahall property purchase.  The report included a summary of 

reports indicating the reconciled values of the entire parcel as well as the unimproved 

parcel.  Discussion concluded that the proposal for the entire estate site and outer parcel 

was higher than the appraised amount.  Councilmember Nurse recommended a motion 

for rejection.  Motion passed.   

 

2. New Business Item Referrals  

 

Election for a Chair and Vice Chair set for the January 16, 2014 meeting. 

 

3. Continued Business / Deferred Business – None 

 

4. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 

1. December 19, 2013 

Health Insurance Rates for Next Year (Gary Cornwell) 

6. Adjournment – Meeting adjourned at 9:05 am  
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Attached documents for item Public Services & Infrastructure Committee.  (12/12/13) 



City of St. Petersburg 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 
Meeting of December 12, 2013 – 9:15 a.m. 

City Hall, Room 100 
 

 
 
Members: Chair Bill Dudley; Vice-Chair Jeff Danner 

 Council Members:  Steve Kornell  and Wengay Newton 
  
Alternate(s):   Karl Nurse 
  
Support Staff: Ken Betz , primary staff support; Brian Campbell, backup staff support 
 
Others Present: Council Members Leslie Curran, Jim Kennedy, and Charlie Gerdes; Mark Winn, Clarence 

Scott, III, Sherry McBee, Derek Kilborn, Cate Lee, and Amelia Preston 
  

A. Call to Order and Roll Call – 9:17 a.m.. 

B. Approval of Agenda  (4-0) 

C. Approval of Minutes 

1. Minutes of November 25,  2013 (4 - 0) 
 

D. New Business 
   

1. Rio Vista Park      Council Member Kennedy 

 Opening Discussion and Presentation 

 
Chair Dudley introduced Council Member Kennedy to present the background of Rio Vista Park.  
 
A motion was made to name the new park “Rivera Bay Park.” The motion was approved 4-0. 
 
 
2. Urban Farming      Dave Goodwin & staff  

Opening Discussion and Presentation 

Council Member Nurse presented a brief discussion on urban farming, noting that there are over 50 
vegetable farming properties in the city. Council Member Nurse introduced Derek Kilborn, who 
introduced Cate Lee, who gave a power point presentation on the subject of urban farming. The 
presentation covered four major components: Zoning Considerations, Site Design, Maintenance 
Concerns, and Operations. Seven comparable cities were contacted to investigate their policies and/or 
ordinances on urban farming. Three options outlining policy direction were presented and a motion was 
made to pursue option 1 and option 3. The motion was approved 4-0. 
 
 
Committee and Staff Discussion  
 
The Committee discussed various aspects of urban farming, including: the distinction between urban 
farming and community gardens; select properties within the city limits, such as under interstates, 
vacant school properties, etc; requirements for parking spaces; and, contacting the Pinellas Planning 
Council (PPC) regarding countywide land use. 



 
3. Animal City Ordinance        

Opening Discussion and Presentation 

Council Member Dudley introduced Winston Fiore, a resident who owns miniature Shetland sheep and 
a dwarf goat. A motion was made to have the Legal Department draft an ordinance that will allow 
miniature goats, sheep and small animals. The motion was approved 4-0. 

 
 

E. Next Meeting January 16, 2014  – Yellow Light Study 

 
F. Adjournment. Meeting Adjourned at 10:27 a.m.  



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 21-87 
OF THE CITY CODE TO ADD A NEW 
SUBSECTION 21-87(d)(l); NAMING THE 
RIVIERA BAY PARK; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Whereas, the City of St. Petersburg has a 50 year lease with the School Board for the 
property formerly known as the Rio Vista Elementary School which is operated and maintained 
by the City for public non-school use; and 

Whereas, this property is not permanently designated as park property as provided in 
the Charter but is being temporarily used for passive park uses; and 

Whereas, this property qualifies as property that may be designated as a Non-Charter 
Park under Section 21-87 with the creation of a new section for leased properties; and 

Whereas, the City Council has received a recommendation from the Public Service and 
Infrastructure Committee and a Councilmember to name the property the Riviera Bay Park; 
and 

Whereas, the City Council has considered the factors set forth in Section 21-85(b). 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new 
Section 21-87(d), to read as follows: 

(d) This section contains the descriptions of City controlled properties (through lease or 
otherwise) which are not permanently designated as park property as provided in the Charter, 
but which are temporarily used for passive park uses as Non-Charter Parks: 

Section 2. The property described in Section 3 of this Ordinance is hereby named 
the "Riviera Bay Park." 

Section 3. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new 
Section 21-87(d)(1), to read as follows: 

(d)(l) Riviera Bay Park, 8131 Macoma Dr. N.E. 

Section 4. 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 become effective 
immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this Ordinance is 



vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless 
and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which 
case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto. 

Approved as to form and content: 

City Attorney (designee) 
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Attached documents for item Resolution approving the issuance by the Public Finance Authority of 

not to exceed $6,500,000 Public Finance Authority Multifamily Rental Housing Revenue Bonds, a 

portion of the proceeds of which will be used by Citrus Grove Apartments, LLC to finance the 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

The Honorable Chair and City Council Members 

Jacqueline M. Kovilaritch, Assistant City Attorney/" 

December 3, 2013 

Item I~ 1 - Resolution approving the issuance by the Public Finance Authority of 
not to exceed $6,500,000 Public Finance Authority Multifamily Rental Housing 
Revenue Bonds, a portion of the proceeds of which will be used by Citrus Grove 
Apartments, LLC to finance the acquisition and renovation of the Citrus Grove 
Apartments located at 731 15th Street South in St. Petersburg; and conducting a 
TEFRA public hearing as required by Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as amended. 

Citrus Grove Apartments, LLC, a Florida limited liability company (the "St. Petersburg 
Company"), the sole member of which is The Banyan Foundation, Inc., a North Carolina not
for-profit, 501(c)(3) corporation (the "Foundation11

), desires to finance the acquisition and 
renovation of the Citrus Grove Apartments (located at 731 15th Street South) through 
borrowing the proceeds of tax exempt bonds. In order to achieve economies of scale, the 
Foundation is seeking to finance the acquisition and renovation of the Citrus Grove 
Apartments in tandem with the acquisition and renovation of another project in North Carolina. 
It is intended that the revenue bonds will be issued by the Public Finance Authority which has 
the power to issue tax exempt bonds across state lines. 

The City of St. Petersburg is not issuing the bonds or incurring any indebtedness. However, 
Section 147(0 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the "Code") requires as a 
condition of exclusion from gross income for federal income tax purposes of the interest on 
private activity bonds, that the issuance of private activity bonds such as the above-referenced 
revenue bonds be approved, after a public hearing (i.e., TEFRA hearing) following reasonable 
public notice, by the governmental unit on behalf of which such obligation is to be issued and 
the governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in which the facility is located. 

Attached is a resolution for the above-referenced item. I bave also attached an executive 
summary received from The Banyan Foundation, Inc. that provides an overview of the 
proposed financing and a brief project description. 

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please feel free to contact me. 



The Banyan Foundation, Inc. 

P.O. Box 7091 

St. Petersburg. Florida 33 734 

n.:oats@tbf-inc.ill£ 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Citrus Grow Apartments (""Citrus Grove'') is an 84 unit affordable housing project 
located at 731 l51

h Street. St. Petersburg. FL. This fom1erly troubled property was 
purchased by an investor in 20 II and partially rehabbed. The investor has since put 
Citrus Grove up for sale through a broker and The Banyan Foundation. Inc .. a non-profit 
organization based in St. Petersburg. Florida (""'Banyan''), has entered into a contract to 
purchase Citrus Grove. Banyan has assigned the contract to its wholly owned subsidiary. 
Citrus Grove Apartments. I l.C. 

Banyan proposes to finance the acquisition and rehabilitation of Citrus Grove through 
borrowing the proceeds of tax exempt bonds. In order to achieve economies of scale. 
Banyan is seeking to linance the acquisition and renovation of Citrus Grove in tandem 
with the acquisition and renovation of another project. East winds Apartments in East 
Spencer. North Carolina. through a single tax exempt bond issue. possibly \\ith multiple 
series. On November 20. 2013. the Public Finance Authority. a Wisconsin issuer of 
conduit bonds (''PFA''). adopted a resolution providing its initial approval and agreement 
to issue bonds for the Citrus Grove and East winds Apartments projects. PFA is one of 
the few issuers in the count!") with the power to issue tax exempt bonds across state lines. 
Its organization was sponsored by the National League of Cities and the National League 
of Counties. 

Among other things. Federal law requires that for this type of bond issue to secure tax 
exempt treatment. the issuance of the bonds must be approved by the political 
suhdivisions in which each project to be financed by the bond issue are located. This 
approval can only be given after a public hearing has been held regarding the proposed 
issuance of the bonds. following at least 14 days· published notice thereof. 

I he bonds will not be debt issued b) the City of St. Petersburg. Florida (the "City") or 
any of its conduit issuers. Approval of the issuance of the bonds by the City is solely f(lr 
the purpose of satisfying the requirements of Fcdcrallawand will not impose any liability 
on the Cit). 

l'he total amount ofhonds to he issued hy PFA for the two above-referenced pn~jects will 
not exceed $6.500.000. Of this. the portion relating to the Citrus GrO\c project is not 
e~pccted to exceed $5.000.000. 

One hundred percent (I 00%) of the units in both projects arc covered by existing Section 
R housing assistance payments contracts with the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urhan Development ( .. I-IUD"). Banyan will apply to HUD to have the Section 8 
contracts a.-;signed to its subsidiaries and IIUD's approval of such assignment is a 
precondition lor the issuance of the bonds. 



I he Ban' •m roundation. Inc. 

P.< >. Box 7091 

St. Petersburg. Florida 33734 

The rehabilitation component of the Citrus Grove financing will include replacement of 
cahinets. cxt~:rior painting and wall repairs. and repair of ' arious deferred maint nance 
ill' lllS. 

Banyan currently own~ and operates two affordnhlc housing projects. and has part ici pated 
in the financing of SC\I.!ral other pr~jccts . Its President is Robert B. Coats Ill. who res ides 
in the Ci ty of St. Petersburg. 

Respectfull y Submitted 

fhc Bam an l·oundation. Inc. 

By l.&~ 
. B. Coats Ill. Prcs1dent 

November 25. 20 13 



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-_ 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, 
FLORIDA APPROVING TiiE ISSUANCE BY THE 
PUBLIC FINANCE AUTHORITY OF NOT TO EXCEED 
$6,500,000 PUBLIC FINANCE AUTHORITY 
MULTIFAMILY RENTAL HOUSING REVENUE BONDS, 
IN ONE OR MORE SERIES, PURSUANT TO SECTION 
147(F) OF TilE INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986; 
PROVIDING CERTAIN OTHER MATTERS IN 
CONNECTION THEREW:rni; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, Citrus Grove Apartments, LLC, a Florida limited liability company 
(the "St. Petersburg Company"), the sole member of which is The Banyan Foundation, 
Inc., a North Carolina not-for-profit, 501(c)(3) corporation (the "Foundation"), desires to 
finance the acquisition and renovation of the Citrus Grove Apartments, located within 
the corporate limits of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (the ''St. Petersburg Project"); 
and 

WHEREAS, based upon information from the St. Petersburg Company, the 
Foundation, through Boundary Apartments, LLC, a North Carolina limited liability 
company (the "North Carolina Company," collectively with the St. Petersburg Company, 
the "Companies"), the sole member of which is the Foundation, is undertaking financing 
the acquisition and renovation of a multifamily residential rental facility for individuals 
and families of low or moderate income in Spencer, North Carolina (the "North Carolina 
Project," collectively with the St. Petersburg Project, the "Projects"); and 

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg Company has represented to the City Council of 
the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (the "City Council") that it will recognize substantial 
cost savings by financing the Projects through a single plan of finance consisting of the 
issuance by the Public Finance Authority (the "Issuer") of its multifamily rental housing 
revenue bonds, in one or more series, in the aggregate principal amount not to exceed 
$6,500,000 (the "Revenue Bonds") to finance the Projects; and 

WHEREAS, Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the 
"Code"), requires as a condition of exclusion from gross income for federal income tax 
purposes of the interest on private activity bonds, that the issuance of private activity 
bonds, as defined in Section 141(a) of the Code, such as the Revenue Bonds be approved, 
after a public hearing following reasonable public notice, by the governmental unit on 
behalf of which such obligation is to be issued and the governmental unit having 
jurisdiction over the area in which the facility is located; and 



WHEREAS, the City Council constitutes the elected legislative body of the City 
of St. Petersburg, Florida (the "City'1; and 

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg Company has requested the City Council, 
pursuant to Section 147(£) of the Code, to approve the issuance by the Issuer of the 
Revenue Bonds for the purpose of providing funds to the St. Petersburg Company to 
finance the St. Petersburg Project; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council on December 4, 2013, published in The Tampa Bay 
Times, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, a notice 
of public hearing to be held on December 19, 2013, at 3:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as 
such matters may be heard in the Council Chamber of the City Hall of the City of St. 
Petersburg, 175 Fifth Street, St. Petersburg, Florida, to consider the issuance by the Issuer 
of the Revenue Bonds and nature of the St. Petersburg Project to be financed with a 
portion of the proceeds of the Revenue Bonds; and 

WHEREAS, the public hearing so noticed, as indicated by the affidavit of the 
publisher of The Tampa Bay Times attached hereto as Exhibit A. was duly held by the 
City Council on December 19, 2013, during which hearing members of the public were 
afforded the opportunity to express their views on the issuance by the Issuer of the 
Revenue Bonds and the use of a portion of the proceeds thereof to finance the St. 
Petersburg Project. 

NOW, TiiEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY TilE CITY COUNCIL OF TilE CITY 
OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA: 

Section 1. The issuance by the Issuer of the Revenue Bonds for the purpose of 
providing funds to the St. Petersburg Company to finance the St. Petersburg Project is 
hereby approved pursuant to and in accordance with Section 147(£) of the Code. 

Section 2. Such approval by the City Council shall not be construed as (i) an 
endorsement of the creditworthiness of the Companies, the Foundation or the financial 
viability of the Projects, including the St. Petersburg Project, (ii) a recommendation to 
any prospective purchaser to purchase the Revenue Bonds, (iii) an evaluation of the 
likelihood of the repayment of the debt service on the Revenue Bonds, or (iv) approval 
of any necessary rezoning applications or approval or acquiescence to the alteration of 
existing zoning or land use nor approval for any other regulatory permits relating to the 
St. Petersburg Project, and the City Council shall not be construed by reason of its 
adoption of this resolution to make any such endorsement, finding or recommendation, 
to have waived any right of the City, or estopping the Oty from asserting any rights or 
responsibilities it may have in such regard. Further, the Revenue Bonds shall not 
constitute an indebtedness of the State of Florida, the City or any political subdivision 
thereof, but shall be payable solely from revenues of the Companies pledged to the 
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payment of the Revenue Bonds. The approval by the City Council of the issuance of the 
Revenue Bonds by the Issuer shall not be construed to obligate the City to incur any 
liability, pecuniary or otherwise, in connection with either the issuance of the Revenue 
Bonds or the acquisition and renovation of the Projects, induding the St. Petersburg 
Project. 

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

3 



EXHIBIT A 

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 



. . 
1004072652 

Tampa .Bay Times 
Published Daily 

St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Floridu 

STATE OF FLORIDA } 
COUNTY OF Pinellas 5.5. 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared B. llarr 
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: REVENUE BONDS FOR 
C.ITRUS GROVE APARTMI<~NTS & BOUNDARY 
APARTMENTS was published in said newspaper in the issues 
of Classified S Pinellas, 12/412013. 

Aftiant 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 ti.trther says that he 
/she has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or 
corporation any discount, rebate, commission or refund tor the 
purpose of securing tllis advertisement for publication in the said 
newspaper. 

Signature of Affiant 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 
this 4th day of December A.D.2013 

Personally known X or produced indentillcation 

Type of indentification produced ------------------

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
You are hereby notified that on the 19th day uf Decembl!l", 2013, at 3:00p.m. 

or as soon tllerealter as such matters may be heard In the Council Chambl!l" 
of City ~tall of the City of St. Petersburg, 175 Fifth Street North, SL Petersburg, 
Florida. Uu) City council (the "City Council'') of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
(the "City") will hold a p,ublic hearing on the proposed Issuance by the Public 
f inance Authority Cthe 'Issuer") of Its multifamily rental housing revenul! bands, 
In one or more Sl!rles, in tlle aggregate principal amount not to exceed $6.500,000 
(the " Revt'nue Ronds") for the purposes described below: 

(1) Not to exceed ss.ooo,ooo of the proceeds or such Revenue Bands, when 
and if issued, will be loaned by the Issuer to Citrus Grove Apartments,LLC, a 
Florida limited llabiloty company (the "51. Pl'tersburg .CompAny") fac11ted at 3934 
Baysl10re Boulevard, St. Petersburg, Florida. The sole member of the SL Petersburg 
Company Is The BanyAn foundation, Inc, a Nanh carolina not· far-profit, SOl(c)(J) 
corpomtlon (the "Foundation" ). The proceeds of the Revenue Bands will be used 
by the Sl. Petersburg Company to financP the ltcqulsltion and renovation of the 
Cltr\15 Grave Apartments located at 731 15th Street South, St. Petl!l'sburg. Florida 
(tlle "St. Pel~burg Project"). The St. Petersburg Project will be owned by the 
SL Petersburg Company, and operated by the St. Petersburg COmpany; and 

(2) Not to exceed $1,500,000 of the proceeds of such Revenue 11011ds, when 
and If issued, will be loaned by the tssuer to Boundary Apartments. I.I.C, a North 
Carolina limited liability company (the "North Carolina Company," coQectlvely 
with the St. Petersburg company, the "Companies") located 11t 3934 Bayshore 
Bnulevard, St. Petersburg. Florida. The sole member of the North Carolina 
company Is the Foundation. The proceeds of the Revenue Bonds will be used 
by the North carolina company to nnance the acquisition and renovation of the 
Boundary Apartments located at 420 South Boundary Street, East Spencer, North 
Cam Rna (the "North Carolina Project," collectively with the St. Petersburg Project, 
the "Projects"). The North Carolina Project will be awned by the North Carolina 
Company, and operated by the North Carolina Company. 

The pUblic hearing is required by Section t47(fl of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, as amended (the "Cod!!"). All Interested partie$ are Invited to present 
their comments at the time and place set forth above. The hearing Is being held 
for the pUrpose of affording residents of the City of st. Petersburg, Florida. and 
other interested persons, an opportunity to express their views. both orally and 
In writing, on the proposed issuance of the Revenue llonds by the lssul!l' and the 
nature and location of the St. Petersburg Project funded with proceeds or the 
Revenue Bonds. Any person Interested In the proposed Issuance of the Revenue 
Bonds by the Issuer or the location or nature of the St Peteraburg Project may 
appear and be heard. Written comments (not exceeding 250 words) may be 
submitted to the Office of the City Clerk, C/o Eva Andujar, City Clerk. PO Box 2842, 
St. rctersburg, Florida 33731, and further information relating to this matter Is 
available for Inspection and copying during regular business hours. at the Office 
of the City Clerk, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg. FL 33701. 

THE REVENUE BONDS Will NOT CONSTITUTE AN INDEBTEDNESS OF THE 
STAlE OF FLORIUA, THl CITV OF ST. PETERSBURG OR ANY POLITICAL SUBDIVISION 
THEREOF, but will be payable solely from revenues of the Companies pledged to 
the payment of the Revenue Bonds. 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons needing a 
special accommodation or an Interpreter to participate In this proceeding should 
contact the City Clerk at least 24 hours prior to the proceeding by calling (n7) 
093-7448. 

Comments made at the hearing and the meeting are for the consideration of 
the City Council and will not bind any legal action to be taken by the City Council 
In connection with the consideration and approval of the Issuance of the Revenue 
Bonds by the Issuer. IF A PERSON DECIDES TO APPEAL ANY DECISION MADE BV 
THE CITY COUNCIL WITH RESPECT TO ANV MAlTER CONSIDERED AT SUCH HEARING 
OR MEETING, SUCH PERSON WILL NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND, FOR 
SUCH PURPOSE, SUCH PERSON MAY NEED TO ENSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD 
OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, WHICH RECORD INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND 
EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO BE BASED. 

Dated: December 4, 2013 

uo040n652> 
CITV OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

12/0412013 



60 

 

 

Attached documents for item Vacant Assistant City Attorney Position. 



MEMORANDUM 

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

FROM: John C. Wolfe, City Attorne 

DATE: December 13, 2013 

RE: Vacant Assistant City Attorney Position 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
With the departure of Pamela Cichon, our Office is one attorney short of our 
normal strength. I have recommended, and the Mayor has appointed, an 
individual whom we feel is highly qualified for the open position. Sharon 
Michnowicz is a 2012 Stetson University graduate who has been admitted to the 
Florida Bar and has been in private practice for the past year. 

I am asking you to confirm the appointment of Sharon Michnowicz as an 
Assistant City Attorney to take effect in January 2014. Sharon's resume is 
attached for your information. 

If you have any questions, please call me. 

Attachment 

c: Mayor Bill Foster 
Tish Elston 
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Attached documents for item Confirming the preliminary assessment for Lot Clearing Number 1528. 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: December 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Lot Clearing Number LCA 1528 

The Sanitation Department has cleared the following number 
of properties under Chapter 16, Article XIII, of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The interest rate is 12% per annum on the unpaid 
balance. 

LCA: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

1528 

163 

$32,005.80 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

'-' COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $32,005.80 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: __________ _ AGENDA NO. ____ _ 



.11/20/13 
11:01:39 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PP0JECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1528 AEGIS WHOLESALE CORP 5020 2ND AVE N 

ALDRICH, MICHELLE 2881 30TH AVE N 

ALLIED MTG & INVESTMENT FUND I 3534 6TH AVE S 

AMERINE, ARTHUR T 2500 19TH ST N 

ANDERSON, INEZ 161 40TH AVE SE 

ARDON, MIRNA D 3527 4TH AVE S 

ATLANTIC CAPITAL/MARCO BANK 3811 lOTH AVE S 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 923 IVANHOE WAY S 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 3600 2ND AVE S 

BOLDEN, JULIOUS LEE EST 719 19TH ST S 

BRINSON, LATASCA 3829 11TH AVE S 

BROWN, JUNE 3735 QUEENSBORO AVE S 

BROWNLEE, JAMES R 1345 14TH ST N 

BURROW, MARCUS 2309 36TH ST S 

BUSS, SHIRLEY C EST 8513 ORIENT WAY NE 

CAVANAUGH, PATRICIA EST 5001 1ST AVE N 

CELTIC ASSOCIATES INC 1537 42ND ST S 

CHAMPLAIN, LISA R TRUST 2234 GROVE ST S 

CHANDRAMOHAN I MARRI 2809 3RD AVE S 

CHAVOUS, MATTIE M EST 4601 QUEENSBORO AVE S 

CHEATHAM, KAREN CORBETT 1914 31ST ST S 

CITIGROUP MTG LOAN TRUST INC 201 38TH AVE SE 

CLARK, DAVID 3632 15TH AVE S 

CLYMO, CRIS 735 90TH AVE N 

CONKLIN, KENNETH L 435 62ND AVE S 

CONNON, KEVIN 3450 4TH AVE S 

PAGE: 1 
SASONA1P 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

100.00 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

304.65 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

264.56 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 



,11/20/13 
11:01:39 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PROJECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS 

COUNTRYWIDE HOME LOANS 1618 43RD ST S 

CROZIER, MARSHALL A JR REV LIV 643 31ST AVE N 

CVS EGL CENTRAL PETERSBURG FL 4901 CENTRAL AVE 

DAGGETT, STEPHEN 6792 35TH AVE N 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 675 26TH AVE S 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 3017 FREEMONT TERR S 

DELOMEZ, ISIS 1333 28TH AVE N 

DIAZ, MITZI 851 18TH AVE S 

DOODNAUTH, BASDEO 1596 63RD AVE N 

EGGLETON, ANDRE 1716 21ST AVE S 

EVANS I TOMMY 1746 PRESCOTT ST S 

F C B FP COMMERCIAL HOLDINGS L 870 31ST ST S 

FAILS, ROSA M EST 1901 29TH ST S 

FARLEY, GWENDOLYN 6301 34TH AVE N 

FERBEE, PATRICIA 2348 61ST WAY N 

FINTAK, PAUL J 2401 72ND ST N 

FINTAK, PAUL J 2449 ANVIL ST N 

FOGGO, W D HEATH 675 17TH AVES 

FORD, LAURITA J 3468 17TH AVES 

GENERAL HOME DEVELOPMENT CORP 800 NEWTON AVE S 

GRADOWSKI, DOUGLAS J 3824 DARTMOUTH AVE N 

GREEN, EDDIE 3519 3RD AVE S 

GREENWADE, ROBERT F 4353 16TH AVE S 

GREER, DANIEL 4553 11TH AVE N 

HADDEN, FREDRICK DOUGLAS 2700 MIRANDA WAY S 

HADLEY, ANTIONETTE 1945 29TH ST S 

PAGE: 2 
SASONA1P 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

184.38 

184.38 

344.74 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

444.97 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

244.52 

184.38 

204.43 

214.45 

224.47 

184.38 



.11/20/13 CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA PAGE: 3 
11:01:39 OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING SASONA1P 

LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PROJECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESS AMOUNT 

'-" 
HANKINS, PATSY L 745 11TH AVE N 184 . 38 

HARPER, GERALD s 1239 54TH AVE N 184 . 38 

HARRIS, JOHN III 4609 FAIRFIELD AVE s 184.38 

HASTINGS, DAVID L 1400 83RD AVE N 184.38 

HAYES, SARAH 1308 MELROSE AVE s 224.47 

HICKMAN, HELEN 1921 20TH ST s 184.38 

HORNE, NANCY A 1843 38TH ST s 184.38 

HOWDEN, SAMMIE D 2191 75TH ST N 204.43 

HRISTOPOULOS, ANDREAS 3450 1ST AVE s 184.38 

HRISTOPOULOS, ANDREAS 3463 2ND AVE s 184.38 

HUFF, AUSTIN M JR EST 7200 MEADOWLAWN DR N 204.43 

JANKE, AARON 4690 15TH AVE s 184.38 

'-"· JARVIS, RITA N 3459 17TH AVE s 184.38 

JOHNSEN, LEONARD w 656 11TH AVE s 184.38 

JOHNSON, NORRIS STEVEN 3805 14TH AVE s 184.38 

JOHNSTON, KATHRYN A 4040 18TH ST N 184 . 38 

K R R S PROPERTIES LLC 281 15TH ST N 264 . 56 

KERSHNER, PAUL D JR 174 LINCOLN CIR N 204 . 43 

KUUSELA, LYNN M EST 2700 17TH ST N 184.38 

LAMBO, ROBERT T JR EST 2701 27TH AVE N 214.45 

LARA LLC 527 16TH AVE s 184 . 38 

LISTER, LORI L 665 26TH AVE s 184.38 

LONGANECKER, JULIE J EST 1530 44TH ST S 184.38 

LOREVIL LAND TRUST AGM NO 17 3740 22ND AVE S 224.47 

\..,.. 
LOREVIL LAND TRUST AGM NO 7 4640 QUEENSBORO AVE S 184 . 38 

M A C W C P II LLC 2030 13TH AVE S 204 . 43 



.11/20/13 
11:01:39 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PPOJECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS 

M H LENDING LLC 532 31ST ST S 

MALCOLM, VINESHA 4634 9TH AVE S 

MALLE, ARGELIA 5540 KELLY DR N 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 2510 69TH AVE S 

MAXWELL, ROBERT 2721 4TH AVE S 

MC CLELLAN, JOHN A 2447 4TH AVE S 

MC DONALD, MARVETTA EST 4815 YARMOUTH AVE S 

MC KIEL, JANIS J 3927 11TH AVE S 

MC MULLEN, JOSEPH PATRICK 1760 NEWARK ST S 

MEGILL, SCOTT W 827 19TH AVE S 

MERCURY 1 LLC 936 23RD AVE S 

MERRITT, TRACY T 2690 FAIRWAY AVE S 

MILONE, ANNJEANETTE C 4234 4TH ST S 

MILONE, ANNJEANETTE C 4244 4TH ST S 

MOORE, DENNIS G 873 26TH AVE N 

MORRIS, JOAN 336 20TH AVE S 

MURRAY, LISELLE 3611 3RD AVE S 

MYERS, VERONICA NICOLE 858 30TH AVE S 

M2 INTERNATIONAL INC 4443 16TH AVE S 

NEELEY, DOROTHY A 3811 14TH AVE S 

NELSON, MALENA 1509 SUFFOLK ST N 

NOBIS SUBSIDIO 12 LLC 2010 13TH AVE S 

NOORANI I AKBAR 2155 17TH AVE S 

OCWEN LOAN SERVICING LLC 7901 36TH AVE N 

OMNI NATL BANK 4611 19TH AVE S 

PAPPAS, DONA-ROSE 1722 PRESCOTT ST S 

PAGE: 4 
SASONAlP 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

224.47 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 



,11/20/13 CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA PAGE: 5 
11:01:39 OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING SASONA1P 

LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PPI")JECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESS AMOUNT 

.'-' 

PARTNERS IN CHARITY INC 1755 16TH AVE S 184.38 

PATTERSON, SHIRLEY 3840 WHITING DR SE 184 . 38 

PERKINS, DOROTHY J 1317 MELROSE AVE s 224.47 

PLANTE, GEORGE R SR EST 4301 24TH AVE N 184.38 

RAND, JAMIE 1300 29TH ST S 184.38 

RENT TO OWN LAND TRUST 4670 21ST AVE S 184.38 

RICH, NATHANIEL JR 1919 QUINCY ST s 184 . 38 

RICHARD, DARICE 2024 7TH AVE S 184 . 38 

RIGGINS, THOMAS w III 1226 JAMES AVE s 184.38 

ROENBECK, SUELLEN 826 63RD AVE s 184.38 

ROSE HALL INVESTMENT GROUP LP 1313 26TH AVE s 244 . 52 

RUSS, COREY L 1811 9TH AVE S 130.00 .'-" 
RUSS, MAGGIE c EST 4226 13TH AVE s 184 . 38 

SAMMI T LLC 672 28TH AVE s 204.43 

SANO , MICHAEL F 3800 1ST AVE N 264 . 56 

SANTOS, JOSE 6215 39TH AVE N 184.38 

SCHROEDER, GAIL E EST 6913 13TH ST N 184.38 

SCOTT, LEROY E 2703 18TH ST s 224 . 47 

SENISSE, NETTI 2860 1ST AVE s 184.38 

SESTER, EDWARD F EST 3016 3RD AVE N 184.38 

SHINN, PATRICK ANDREW 1509 NORFOLK ST N 184.38 

SILVA, FERNANDO 831 MURPHY AVE N 184.38 

SMITH, JODIE B 3316 YALE ST N 184.38 

SMITH, MARTIN 4313 22ND ST N 100.00 

SMITH, QUINCY 4550 19TH AVE s 184.38 

SMITH, RAYMOND 761 16TH AVE s 184 . 38 



,11/20/13 CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA PAGE: 6 
11:01:39 OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING SASONAlP 

LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PDIJJECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESS AMOUNT 

'-" 
SMITH, RON RICO 2945 18TH AVE s 184.38 

SOUTHWEST INVESTMENT TRUST INC 625 38TH AVE s 364.79 

STERLING, JAY 3400 COQUINA KEY DR SE 204.43 

STRESS FREE PROPERTY MGMT INC 5430 DR. ML KING JR ST s 204 . 43 

STRUCTURED ASSET INVESTMENT LO 1090 17TH AVE N 204.43 

SUNSHINE LENDERS LLC 1934 44TH ST S 184.38 

SUTTON, THELMA 520 16TH AVE s 184.38 

SWANSON, VIOLET LIVING TRUST 1156 37TH AVE N 184.38 

T c lOU LLC 2060 FRANCES CT N 184.38 

T D BANK 2575 27TH AVE N 244.52 

TARPON IV LLC 1911 31ST ST s 184.38 

TARPON IV LLC 2820 4TH AVE s 184.38 

'--" TAX CERTIFICATE REDEMPTIONS IN 2650 4TH AVE s 184.38 

TAX CERTIFICATE REDEMPTIONS IN 2720 13TH AVE s 184.38 

THOMAS, ALEXSANDRIA 977 27TH AVE s 184.38 

TILLMAN, NIDRIKO 510 41ST AVE s 184.38 

TITAN DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC 3443 14TH AVE s 184.38 

TODORIC, STEVAN 138 38TH AVE SE 224.47 

U S BANK NATL ASSN TRE 1748 41ST ST S 184.38 

USA VETERANS ADM 1767 12TH AVE N 224.47 

VIOLETTE, LINDA c 1666 27TH AVE N 184.38 

WALKER, DAVID B 1900 19TH ST s 184.38 

WILIAMS, CHERAY 2251 3RD AVE N 184.38 

WILLIAMS, HOMER D EST 1212 MELROSE AVE s 184.38 

WILLSON, GEORGE JR 4155 12TH AVE s 204.43 

WILSON, FRANKLIN B 2916 24TH AVE s 204.43 



i ' 

,11/20/13 
11:01:39 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PROJECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS 

YEATES, KEVIN 1126 22ND AVE N 

1660 MONACO TRUST 1660 31ST AVE N 

2624 20TH ST LAND TRUST 2624 20TH ST s 

28.51 PINELLAS I LLC 2415 19TH ST s 

3535 4TH AVE S LAND TRUST 3535 4TH AVE s 

642 PRESTON AVE S LAND TRUST 642 PARIS AVE s 

776 19TH LAND TRUST 776 19TH AVE S 

PAGE: 7 
SASONA1P 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

184.38 

184.38 

214.45 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 



.11/20/13 
11 : 01:39 

PROJECT RELATED PARTY NAME 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
LCA - LOT CLEARING 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

*** END OF REPORT *** 
PROJECT TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

PAGE: 
SASONA1P 

8 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

32,005.80 
32,005 . 80 



LOT CLEARING NUMBER 1528 
COST I FUNDING I ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY ASSESSED 

LOT CLEARING COST 

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE 

TOTAL: 

AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

$ 21,605.80 

$ 10,400.00 

$32,005.80 



RESOLUTION CONFIRMING AND 
APPROVING PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
ROLLS FOR LOT CLEARING NO. 1528; 
PROVIDING FOR AN INTEREST RATE ON 
UNPAID ASSESSMENTS; AND PROVIDING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, preliminary assessment rolls for Lot Clearing No. 1528 has been 
submitted by the Mayor to the City Council pursuant to St. Petersburg Code Section 
16.40.060.4.4; and 

WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was duly published in accordance with 
St. Petersburg City Code Section 16.40.060.4.4; and 

WHEREAS, City Council did meet at the time and place specified in the notice 
and heard any and all complaints that any person affected by said proposed assessments wished 
to offer; and 

WHEREAS, City Council has corrected any and all mistakes or errors appearing 
on said preliminary assessment rolls. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the preliminary assessment rolls for Lot Clearing No. 1528 is 

\...,.. approved; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the principal amount of all assessment liens 
levied and assessed herein shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum from the date this 
resolution. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: llcccmhc•·l9, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Lot Clearing Number LCA 1528 

The Sanitation Department has cleared the following number 
of properties under Chapter 16, Article XIII, of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The interest rate is 12% per atmum on the unpaid 
balance. 

LCA: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

1528 

163 

$32,005.80 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $32,005.80 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ___________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: __________ _ AGENDA NO. ____ _ 

J-1 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66382 

LCA 1528 66383 

LCA 1528 66384 

LCA 1528 66385 

LCA 1528 66386 

LCA 1528 66387 

LCA 1528 66388 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

DIAZ, MITZI 
5495 DR ML KING JR ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

RIGGINS, THOMAS W III 
1226 JAMES AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

SMITH, JODIE B 
3316 YALE ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 337055111 

FL 337052241 

FL 337132738 

CHEATHAM, KAREN CORBETT 
120 BRANCH HILL LN 

COLUMBIA 

SCOTT, LEROY E 
430 W 32ND ST 

RIVIERA BEACH 

sc 292237450 

FL 334043722 

CHAVOUS, MATTIE M EST 
4464 CATALINA CIR 

EAST POINT GA 303446553 

OCWEN LOAN SERVICING LLC 
225 E ROBINSON ST STE 660 

ORLANDO FL 328014321 

PARCEL 10 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

30 31 17 00000 320 0800 
FROM SW COR OF NW 1/4 OF 
SW 1/4 TH E 270FT & N 20FT 
FOR POB TH N 145FT TH E 50 

FT TH S 145FT TH W 50FT TO 

25 31 16 00014 001 0020 
ABDUL AZIZ GARDENS 
BLK 1, LOT 2 

11 31 16 00234 000 0030 
ALAMO SUB NO. 1 
LOT 3 

26 31 16 00432 002 0120 
ALLEN-GAY SUB 
BLK B, S 50FT OF LOT 12 

36 31 16 01152 000 0130 
ANNHURST 
LOT 13 

28 31 16 02034 000 0150 
BACK BAY HOMES 
LOTS 15 AND 16 

12 31 15 02556 004 0070 
BANKS, MARTHA C. SUB 
BLK 4, LOT 7 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

851 18TH AVE S 

1226 JAMES AVE S 

3316 YALE ST N 

1914 31ST ST S 

2703 18TH ST S 

4601 OUEENSBORO AVE S 

7901 36TH AVE N 

Page 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

264.56 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66389 

LCA 1528 66390 

LCA 1528 66391 

LCA 1528 66392 

LCA 1528 66393 

LCA 1528 66394 

LCA 1528 66395 

**** City of St. Petersburg •••• 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

CROZIER, MARSHALL A JR REV LIV 
643 31ST AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337042136 

STRESS FREE PROPERTY MGMT INC 
4501 E COLUMBUS DR 

TAMPA 

MILONE, ANNJEANETTE C 
1118 HIGHLAND ST S 

FL 336053206 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337015121 

MILONE, ANNJEANETTE C 
1118 HIGHLAND ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337015121 

TILLMAN, NIORIKD 
510 41ST AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

RDENBECK, SUELLEN 
826 63RD AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

YEATES, KEVIN 
1126 22ND AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 337053923 

FL 337055732 

FL 337043224 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

07 31 17 02736 003 0130 
BARNARD'S SUB, D. E. 
BLK 3, LOT 13 

07 32 17 02862 000 0020 
BARRY'S HILLSIDE HOMES 
LOT 2 

06 32 17 03708 006 0150 
BAYOU BONITA 
BLK 6, LOT 15 & THAT PART 
OF ""PARK"" AREA ADJ ON E 

COMMON REAR LOT LINE PER 

06 32 17 03708 006 0160 
BAYOU BONITA 
BLK 6, LOT 16 & THAT PART 
OF ""PARK"" AREA ADJ ON E 

CO MMON REAR LOT LINE PER 

06 32 17 03924 000 0820 
BAYOU VIEW 
LOT 82 

07 32 17 05598 008 0080 
BAY VISTA PARK REPLAT 
1ST ADD 
BLK 8, LOT 8 

13 31 16 07830 000 0220 
BELL PLACE SUB 
W 11FT OF LOT 21 & E 37FT 
OF LOT 22 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

643 31ST AVE N 

5430 DR. ML KING JR ST S 

4244 4TH ST S 

4234 4TH ST S 

510 41ST AVE S 

826 63RD AVE S 

1126 22ND AVE N 

Page 2 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66396 

LCA 1528 66397 

LCA 1528 66398 

LCA 1528 66399 

LCA 1528 66400 

LCA 1528 66401 

LCA 1528 66402 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

SWANSON, VIOLET LIVING TRUST 
PO BOX 3940 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337313940 

MC DONALD, MARVETTA EST 
4530 23RD AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337113302 

RICH, NATHANIEL JR 
2027 43RD ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337113023 

SUNSHINE LENDERS LLC 
5801 SW 185 WAY 

FT LAUDERDALE FL 333321475 

GENERAL HOME DEVELOPMENT CORP 
215 49TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337071925 

MYERS, VERONICA NICOLE 
2400 69TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337125629 

SAND, MICHAEL F 
200 2ND AVE S # 124 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337014313 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

12 31 16 09486 000 0170 
BOARDMAN & GOETZ 
GARDENS TRACTS 
E 50FT OF LOT 17 

33 31 16 11394 013 0080 
BRIDWELL'S SHADOW 
LAWN PARK 
BLK M, LOT 8 

27 31 16 12474 000 1040 
BRUNSON-DOWELL SUB NO. 
LOT 104 

27 31 16 12474 000 1230 
BRUNSON-DOWELL SUB NO. 
LOT 123 

30 31 17 12708 000 0880 
BUENA VISTA 
LOT 88 

31 31 17 12798 003 0070 
BUNGALOW TERRACE 
BLK C, LOT 7 

22 31 16 14418 008 0010 
CENTRAL AVENUE HEIGHTS 
BLK 8, LOT 1 

SAS805R 

1 

1 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1156 37TH AVE N 

4815 YARMOUTH AVE S 

1919 QUINCY ST S 

1934 44TH ST S 

800 NEWTON AVE S 

858 30TH AVE S 

3800 1ST AVE N 

Page 3 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

264.56 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66403 

LCA 1528 66404 

LCA 1528 66405 

LCA 1528 66406 

LCA 1528 66407 

LCA 1528 66408 

LCA 1528 66409 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

AEGIS WHOLESALE CORP 
3010 BRIARPARK DR # 700 

HOUSTON TX 77042 

CAVANAUGH, PATRICIA EST 
5001 1ST AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337108203 

M H LENDING LLC 
3400 W KENNEDY BLVD 

TAMPA FL 336092906 

MC KIEL, JANIS J 
7210 GREVILLA AVE S APT 1B 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337072057 

RUSS, COREY L 
4248 FAIRFIELD AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337112039 

T D BANK 
200 CENTRAL AVE STE 1600 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 33701 

LAMBO, ROBERT T JR EST 
2701 27TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337133938 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

21 31 16 14490 018 0030 
CENTRAL AVE HOMES 1ST ADD 
BLK 18, LOT 3 

21 31 16 14490 018 0130 
CENTRAL AVE HOMES 1ST ADD 
BLK 18, LOTS 13 AND 14 

23 31 16 14778 041 0030 
CHANDLER'S REPLAT 
BLK 4A, LOT 3 

27 31 16 15732 000 0060 
CLARK & BUTLER'S SUB NO. 2 
LOT 6 

25 31 16 15804 000 0020 
CLAYO SUB 
LOT 2 

11 31 16 17190 011 0230 
COLFAX CITY 
BLK 11, LOTS 23,24 & 25 & 
VAC N 20FT OF 27TH AVE ADJ 

ON S PER OR 12409 PG 2032 

11 31 16 17190 012 0220 
COLFAX CITY 
BLK 12, LOT 22 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

5020 2ND AVE N 

5001 1ST AVE N 

532 31ST ST S 

3927 11TH AVE S 

1811 9TH AVE S 

2575 27TH AVE N 

2701 27TH AVE N 

Page 4 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

304.65 

224.47 

184.38 

130.00 

244.52 

214.45 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66410 

LCA 1528 66411 

LCA 1528 66412 

LCA 1528 66413 

LCA 1528 66414 

LCA 1528 66415 

LCA 1528 66416 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

MAXWELL, ROBERT 
2721 4TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337121503 

TAX CERTIFICATE REDEMPTIONS IN 
925 ARTHUR GODFREY RD STE 102 

MIAMI BCH FL 331403337 

STERLING, ..JAY 
200 2ND AVE S # 503 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337014313 

F C B FP COMMERCIAL HOLDINGS L 
2500 WESTON RD STE 300 

WESTON FL 333313617 

HANKINS, PATSY L 
4164 GARTHWAITE AVE 

LOS ANGELES CA 900083835 

OMNI NATL BANK 
6 CONCOURSE PKWY 

ATLANTA GA 303286117 

..JOHNSEN, LEONARD W 
PO BOX 76158 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337346158 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

23 31 16 17442 009 0140 
COLONIAL PLACE REV 
BLK 9, LOT 14 LESS E 5FT 

23 31 16 17442 011 0070 
COLONIAL PLACE REV 
BLK 11, LOT 7 

32 31 17 18036 039 0510 
COQUINA KEY SEC 1 
BLK 39, LOT 51 

26 31 16 18724 001 0010 
COX LUMBER COMPANY SUB 
BLK 1, LOT 1 

18 31 17 18882 000 0050 
CRESENT LAKE TERRACE 
LOT 5 

28 31 16 22338 001 0250 
DOWLING-MCNAB'S REPLAT 
BLK 1, LOT 25 

30 31 17 23958 000 0140 
EASTERBROOK 
LOT 14 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

2721 4TH AVE S 

2650 4TH AVE S 

3400 COQUINA KEY DR SE 

870 31ST ST S 

745 11TH AVE N 

4611 19TH AVE S 

656 11TH AVE S 

Page 5 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45 : 16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66417 

LCA 1528 66418 

LCA 1528 66419 

LCA 1528 66420 

LCA 1528 66421 

LCA 1528 66422 

LCA 1528 66423 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 
1 RICHMOND ST W STE 500 

CVS EGL CENTRAL PETERSBURG FL 
ONE CVS DR H 5184-01 

WOONSOCKET RI 028956146 

BROWNLEE , JAMES R 
1054 26TH ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337136820 

GREER, DANIEL 
4550 15TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337135234 

LOREVIL LAND TRUST AGM NO 17 
PO BOX 16766 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337336766 

PERKINS , DOROTHY J 
1317 MELROSE AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337052348 

HAYES, SARAH 
1308 MELROSE AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337052349 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

23 31 16 24138 009 0060 
EAST ROSELAWN 
BLK 9, LOT 6 

21 31 16 24290 001 0010 
ECKERD DRUGS -
ST PETERSBURG 
BLK 1, LOT 1 LESS W 95FT 

OF S 110FT 

13 31 16 25254 000 1140 
EDINA GARDEN OF EDEN 
LOT 114 

15 31 16 25488 003 0060 
EL DORADO HILLS 
BLK C, LOT 6 

34 31 16 26154 002 0020 
ESTELLE MANOR 
BLK B, LOT 2 

25 31 16 28872 000 0130 
FOREMAN'S SUB 
LOT 13 

25 31 16 28872 000 0150 
FOREMAN'S SUB 
LOT 15 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3017 FREEMONT TERR S 

4901 CENTRAL AVE 

1345 14TH ST N 

4553 11TH AVE N 

3740 22ND AVE S 

1317 MELROSE AVE S 

1308 MELROSE AVE S 

Page 6 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

344.74 

184.38 

214.45 

224.47 

224.47 

224.47 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66424 

LCA 1528 66425 

LCA 1528 66426 

LCA 1528 66427 

LCA 1528 66428 

LCA 1528 66429 

LCA 1528 66430 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

WILLIAMS, HOMER D EST 
PO BOX 56209 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

GREENWADE, ROBERT F 
4859 PARK ST N # 211 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 337326209 

FL 337092225 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

25 31 16 28872 000 0231 
FOREMAN'S SUB 
N 67FT OF LOT 23 

27 31 16 28890 000 0820 
FOREST HEIGHTS REV PLAT 
LOT 82 

LONGANECKER, JULIE J EST 
6091 102ND AVE N 

27 31 16 28890 000 0860 
FOREST HEIGHTS REV PLAT 
LOT 86 

PINELLAS PARK 

M2 INTERNATIONAL INC 
PO BOX 694 

NIAGARA FALLS 

NOBIS SUBSIDIO 12 LLC 
PO BOX 483 

PALM CITY 

M A C W C P II LLC 
PO BOX 403357 

TUCKER 

WALKER, DAVID B 
1900 19TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 337823104 

NY 143020694 

FL 349910483 

GA 303843357 

FL 337123223 

27 31 16 28890 000 0920 
FOREST HEIGHTS REV PLAT 
LOT 92 

25 31 16 28908 000 0270 
FOREST HILL 
LOT 27 

25 31 16 28908 000 0290 
FOREST HILL 
LOT 29 

25 31 16 29682 010 0160 
FRUITLAND HEIGHTS PLAT B 
BLK J, LOTS 16 AND 17 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1212 MELROSE AVE S 

4353 16TH AVE S 

1530 44TH ST S 

4443 16TH AVE S 

2010 13TH AVE S 

2030 13TH AVE S 

1900 19TH ST S 

Page 7 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66431 

LCA 1528 66432 

LCA 1528 66433 

LCA 1528 66434 

LCA 1528 66435 

LCA 1528 66436 

LCA 1528 66437 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

EGGLETON, ANDRE 
1716 21ST AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

CLYMO, CRIS 
712 89TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

MEGILL, SCOTT W 
742 GRAND RESERVE DR 

DAVENPORT 

776 19TH LAND TRUST 
PO BOX 40505 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 337123241 

FL 337023014 

FL 338375213 

FL 337430505 

RENT TO OWN LAND TRUST 
1112 WESTON RD # 221 

FORT LAUDERDALE FL 333261915 

SOUTHWEST INVESTMENT TRUST INC 
PO BOX 8809 

SEMINOLE FL 337758809 

TITAN DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC 
8313 SOLANO BAY LOOP STE 1511 

TAMPA FL 336359596 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL 10 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

25 31 16 29682 012 0140 
FRUITLAND HEIGHTS PLAT B 
BLK L, LOT 14 

19 30 17 30690 000 0290 
GEORGIAN TERRACE 
LOT 29 

30 31 17 31284 002 0100 
GLENWOOD PARK 
BLK B, LOT 10 

30 31 17 31284 004 0220 
GLENWOOD PARK 
BLK D, LOT 22 

28 31 16 31536 004 0040 
GOLDEN GLOW GROVE 
ESTATES 1ST ADD 
BLK D, E 29FT OF LOT 4 & W 

32FT OF LOT 5 

31 31 17 32796 000 0790 
GRAND VIEW PARK 
LOTS 79 & 81 LESS 6FT X 10 
FT T/A OF SE COR OF LOT 81 

FOR RD R/W 

27 31 16 33426 002 0080 
GREENWICH VILLAGE 
BLK B, LOT 8 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1716 21ST AVE S 

735 90TH AVE N 

827 19TH AVE S 

776 19TH AVE S 

4670 21ST AVE S 

625 38TH AVE S 

3443 14TH AVE S 

Page 8 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

224.47 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

184.38 

364.79 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45 : 16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66438 

LCA 1528 66439 

LCA 1528 66440 

LCA 1528 66441 

LCA 1528 66442 

LCA 1528 66443 

LCA 1528 66444 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

SESTER, EDWARD F EST 
3016 3RD AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

Ll STER, LORI L 
19102 CORNERSTONE DR 

MORRISVILLE 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 

FL 337137105 

PA 190677906 

1 RICHMOND ST W STE 500 

SMITH, MARTIN 
PO BOX 390633 

DELTONA FL 327390633 

BOLDEN, uULIOUS LEE EST 
719 19TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337122334 

K R R S PROPERTIES LLC 
2309 RIVER RD 

JACKSONVILLE FL 322074014 

WILSON, FRANKLIN B 
154 BRIARCLIFF DR 

KISSIMMEE FL 347584112 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

23 31 16 35118 010 0030 
HALL'S CENTRAL AVE NO. 2 
BLK 10, LOT 3 

31 31 17 36684 000 0910 
HARBORDALE SUB 
LOT 91 

31 31 17 36684 000 0920 
HARBORDALE SUB 
LOT 92 

01 31 16 37044 002 0020 
HARRIS SCHOOL SUB NO. 2 
BLK 2, LOT 2 

25 31 16 37170 000 0030 
HARRIS', W.O. SUB REV 
LOT 3 

24 31 16 37512 011 0260 
HARVEY'S 
BLK K, LOT 26 & N 1/2 OF 
LOT 25 

35 31 16 37818 002 0040 
HAVEN PARK 
BLK 2, LOT 4 & W 1/2 OF 
LOT 5 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3016 3RD AVE N 

665 26TH AVE S 

675 26TH AVE S 

4313 22ND ST N 

719 19TH ST S 

281 15TH ST N 

2916 24TH AVE S 

Page 9 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

100.00 

184.38 

264.56 

204.43 



11/21/13 7:45:16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66445 

LCA 1528 66446 

LCA 1528 66447 

LCA 1528 66448 

LCA 1528 66449 

LCA 1528 66450 

LCA 1528 66451 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

1660 MONACO TRUST 
4399 35TH ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337143722 

STRUCTURED ASSET INVESTMENT LO 
350 HIGHLAND DR 

LEWISVILLE 

SMITH, RAYMOND 
761 16TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

HOWDEN, SAMMIE D 
2191 75TH ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

LARA LLC 
7869 NW 52ND ST 

MIAMI 

SUTTON, THELMA 
2010 13TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

TX 750674177 

FL 337015710 

FL 337104640 

FL 331664738 

FL 337052613 

642 PRESTON AVE S LAND TRUST 
PO BOX 3323 

JAMESTOWN NY 14702 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL IO 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

12 31 16 37980 001 0170 
HAZEN'S SUB 
BLK 1, LOT 17 

13 31 16 39672 000 0680 
HILCREST 
N 75FT OF LOT 68 AND 69 

30 31 17 43686 001 0180 
JACKSON SQUARE 
BLK A, LOT 18 

18 31 16 44640 005 0010 
JUNGLE COUNTRY CLUB 
4TH ADD 
BLK 5, LOT 1 

30 31 17 46404 002 0090 
KERR ADD 
BLK 2, LOT 9 

30 31 17 46404 005 0030 
KERR ADD 
BLK 5, LOT 3 

30 31 17 46404 008 0060 
KERR ADD 
BLK 8, LOT 6 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1660 31ST AVE N 

1090 17TH AVE N 

761 16TH AVE S 

2191 75TH ST N 

527 16TH AVE S 

520 16TH AVE S 

642 PARIS AVE S 

Page 0 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66452 

LCA 1528 66453 

LCA 1528 66454 

LCA 1528 66455 

LCA 1528 66456 

LCA 1528 66457 

LCA 1528 66458 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

FOGGO, W 0 HEATH 
675 17TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

28.51 PINELLAS I LLC 

FL 337015802 

4630 S KIRKMAN RO STE 242 

ORLANDO FL 328112833 

MERCURY 1 LLC 
18305 BISCAYNE BLVD STE 400 

NORTH MIAMI BEACH FL 33160 

ROSE HALL INVESTMENT GROUP LP 
4830 W KENNEDY BLVD STE 300 

TAMPA FL 336092521 

MERRITT, TRACY T 
1851 SULLIVAN SCHOOL RD 

CAMPBELLSVILLE KY 427187168 

HADDEN, FREDRICK DOUGLAS 
2700 MIRANDA WAY S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337123964 

2624 20TH ST LAND TRUST 
1040 BAYVIEW DR STE 610 

FORT LAUDERDALE FL 333042506 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL IO 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

30 31 17 46404 008 0160 
KERR ADO 
BLK 8, LOTS 16 AND 17 

36 31 16 48942 000 0140 
LAKEVIEW GROVE 
LOT 14 

36 31 16 49014 000 0250 
LAKEVIEW MANOR 
LOT 25 

36 31 16 49176 000 0850 
LAKE VISTA 
LOT 85 

02 32 16 49482 099 0020 
LAKEWOOD ESTATES SEC D 
BLK 99, LOT 2 
(MAP S-35-31-16) 

02 32 16 49482 105 0120 
LAKEWOOD ESTATES SEC 0 
BLK 105, LOT 12 

36 31 16 49644 004 0260 
LAKEWOOD ESTATES SEC H 
BLK D, N 45FT OF LOT 26 & 
S 15FT OF LOT 27 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

675 17TH AVE S 

2415 19TH ST S 

936 23RD AVE S 

1313 26TH AVE S 

2690 FAIRWAY AVE S 

2700 MIRANDA WAY S 

2624 20TH ST S 

Page 11 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

224.47 

184.38 

224.47 

244.52 

184.38 

224.47 

214.45 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66459 

LCA 1528 66460 

LCA 1528 66461 

LCA 1528 66462 

LCA 1528 66463 

LCA 1528 66464 

LCA 1528 66465 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

PARCEL 10 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

JOHNSON, NORRIS STEVEN 
6171 59TH PL N # 1A 

27 31 16 49878 006 0080 
LANE'S, PAT RESUB 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

NEELEY, DOROTHY A 
PO BOX 531403 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

T C 10U LLC 
514 N FRANKLIN ST 

TAMPA 

DELOMEZ, ISIS 
3620 BEACH DR SE 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

PLANTE, GEORGE R SR 
4301 24TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

HORNE, NANCY A 
8916 TENNIS CT 

NEW PORT RICHEY 

ANDERSON, INEZ 
161 40TH AVE SE 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 337091821 

FL 337471403 

FL 33602 

FL 33705 

EST 

FL 337133211 

FL 346551206 

FL 33705 

BLK 6, LOT 8 

27 31 16 49878 006 0090 
LANE'S, PAT RESUB 
BLK 6, LOT 9 

01 31 16 50274 003 0070 
LARRY'S SUB 
BLK 3, LOT 7 

12 31 16 51102 000 0150 
LEMON'S, CHAS H. FRUITLAND 
LOT 15 LESS N 4FT & E 1/2 
OF LOT 14 LESS N 4FT 

10 31 16 51174 013 0090 
LESLEE HEIGHTS SUB SEC 2 
BLK 13, LOT 9 

27 31 16 51264 000 0020 
LEVERICH'S REPLAT 
LOT B 

06 32 17 51444 014 0190 
LEWIS ISLAND SEC 1 
BLK 14, LOT 19 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3805 14TH AVE S 

3811 14TH AVE S 

2060 FRANCES CT N 

1333 28TH AVE N 

4301 24TH AVE N 

1843 38TH ST S 

161 40TH AVE SE 

Page 12 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66466 

LCA 1528 66467 

LCA 1528 66468 

LCA 1528 66469 

LCA 1528 66470 

LCA 1528 66471 

LCA 1528 66472 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

PATTERSON, SHIRLEY 
3840 WHITING OR SE 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 337054049 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL IO 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

06 32 17 51444 021 0100 
LEWIS ISLAND SEC 1 
BLK 21, LOT 10 

CITIGROUP MTG LOAN TRUST INC 31 31 17 51498 017 0130 
1000 TECHNOLOGY OR LEWIS ISLAND SEC 3 

BLK 17, LOT 13 
0 FALLON MD 633682239 

TOOORIC, STEVAN 31 31 17 51498 059 0060 
23 STATE ST LEWIS ISLAND SEC 3 

BLK 59, LOT 6 
SPRING VALLEY NY 109773012 

EVANS, TOMMY 25 31 16 53334 000 0031 
952 7TH AVE S LUPTON'S COURT 

S 58FT OF LOT 3 
SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337051902 

PAPPAS, DONA-ROSE 25 31 16 53334 000 0051 
1290 GULF BLVD APT 1005 LUPTON'S COURT 

N 39FT OF LOT 5 & S 22FT 
CLEARWATER FL 337672740 OF LOT 6 

USA VETERANS ADM 13 31 16 54108 000 0190 
PO BOX 1437 MACK'S SUB 

LOT 19 
SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337311437 

RICHARD, DARICE 25 31 16 54918 000 0040 
2109 EVERGREEN MANNING SUB 

LOT 4 
TALLAHASSEE FL 323034307 

SASB05R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3840 WHITING OR SE 

201 38TH AVE SE 

138 38TH AVE SE 

1746 PRESCOTT ST S 

1722 PRESCOTT ST S 

1767 12TH AVE N 

2024 7TH AVE S 

Page 13 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

224.47 

184.38 

204.43 

224.47 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66473 

LCA 1528 66474 

LCA 1528 66475 

LCA 1528 66476 

LCA 1528 66477 

LCA 1528 66478 

LCA 1528 66479 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

HUFF, AUSTIN M uR EST 
7200 MEADOWLAWN DR N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 337025022 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

25 30 16 56646 020 0110 
MEADOW LAWN 2ND ADD 
BLK 20, LOT 11 

SCHROEDER, GAIL E EST 25 30 16 56646 021 0140 
6913 13TH ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

DOODNAUTH, BASDEO 
6311 16TH ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FARLEY, GWENDOLYN 
6301 34TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

BURROW, MARCUS 
1632 BAKER RD 

LUTZ 

JOHNSTON, KATHRYN A 

FL 337025717 

FL 337027203 

FL 337102413 

FL 335593329 

880 OLEANDER WAY S APT 907 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

HARPER, GERALD S 
925 55TH AVE N 

SA I NT PETERSBURG 

FL 337072141 

FL 337032105 

MEADOW LAWN 2ND ADD 
BLK 21, LOT 14 

25 30 16 56646 028 0170 
MEADOW LAWN 2ND ADD 
BLK 28, LOT 17 

08 31 16 57852 007 0230 
MILES PINES 
BLK G, LOT 23 

34 31 16 59616 000 0060 
NAYLOR TERRACE 
LOT 6 

01 31 16 60444 004 0100 
NORTH CLEARVIEW HIGHLANDS 
BLK 0, LOT 10 

36 30 16 60714 010 0130 
NORTH EUCLID OASIS 
BLK 10, LOT 13 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

7200 MEADOWLAWN DR N 

6913 13TH ST N 

1596 63RD AVE N 

6301 34TH AVE N 

2309 36TH ST S 

4040 18TH ST N 

1239 54TH AVE N 

Page 14 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

204 . 43 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66480 

LCA 1528 66481 

LCA 1528 66482 

LCA 1528 66483 

LCA 1528 66484 

LCA 1528 66485 

LCA 1528 66486 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

KERSHNER, PAUL 0 uR 
174 SW LINCOLN CIR N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

MALLE, ARGELIA 
856 68TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

SILVA, FERNANDO 
831 MURPHY AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

SAMMI T LLC 
3100 MORRIS ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

THOMAS, ALEXSANDRIA 
2600 10TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 337031352 

FL 337055955 

FL 337031256 

FL 337132937 

FL 337053505 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

31 30 17 61146 060 0020 
NORTH ST PETERSBURG 
BLK 60, LOT 2 

31 30 17 61146 088 0410 
NORTH ST PETERSBURG 
BLK 88, LOT 41 

31 30 17 61146 092 0220 
NORTH ST PETERSBURG 
BLK 92, LOT 22 

31 31 17 62460 000 0410 
OAK HARBOR 
LOT 41 

36 31 16 65358 003 0210 
PALLANZA PARK REV MAP 
BLK 3, LOT 21 

5073 CENTRAL AVE UNIT 907 
36 31 16 65358 012 0040 
PALLANZA PARK REV MAP 

BONITA 

SENISSE, NETT! 
2860 1ST AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

CA 919083036 

FL 337121002 

BLK 12, LOT 4 & 15FT X 110 
FT TRIANGLE OF LOT 5 ON 

NE SIDE 

23 31 16 65862 001 0070 
PALMETTO PARK 
BLK 1, LOT 7 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

174 SW LINCOLN CIR N 

5540 KELLY DR N 

831 MURPHY AVE N 

672 28TH AVE 5 

977 27TH AVE S 

923 IVANHOE WAY S 

2860 1ST AVE S 

Page 15 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

204.43 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45 : 16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66487 

LCA 1528 66488 

LCA 1528 66489 

LCA 1528 66490 

LCA 1528 66491 

LCA 1528 66492 

LCA 1528 66493 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

CHANDRAMDHAN, MARRI 
12000 SW 35TH TER 

MIAMI 

TARPON IV LLC 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

FL 331753108 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

23 31 16 65862 004 0150 
PALMETTO PARK 
BLK 4, N 60FT OF LOT 15 

18305 BISCAYNE BLVD STE 400 
23 31 16 65862 008 0030 
PALMETTO PARK 

NORTH MIAMI BEACH 

SMITH, RON RICO 
998 58TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

MOORE, DENNIS G 
1119 VARNES ALY 

SEFFNER 

SANTOS, .JOSE 
7236 36TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

KUUSELA, LYNN M EST 
23 EDGEWOOD AVE A 

STOUGHTON 

VIOLETTE , LINDA C 
5325 IXDRA ST 

ZEPHYRHILLS 

FL 33160 

FL 337055034 

FL 335842201 

FL 337101326 

MA 020724523 

FL 335418224 

BLK 8, LOT 3 

26 31 16 66456 000 0010 
PARK'S SUB, .JOHN M. 
LOT 1 

07 31 17 68814 000 0940 
PIEDMONT PLACE 
LOT 94 

05 31 16 69084 004 0110 
PINEBROOK MANOR 
BLK 4, LOT 11 

12 31 16 69102 012 0110 
PINE CITY SUB REPLAT 
BLK 12, LOT 11 

12 31 16 69102 016 0090 
PINE CITY SUB REPLAT 
BLK 16, LOT 9 & W 1/2 OF 
LOT 8 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

2809 3RD AVE S 

2820 4TH AVE S 

2945 18TH AVE S 

873 26TH AVE N 

6215 39TH AVE N 

2700 17TH ST N 

1666 27TH AVE N 

Page 6 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66494 

LCA 1528 66495 

LCA 1528 66496 

LCA 1528 66497 

LCA 1528 66498 

LCA 1528 66499 

LCA 1528 66500 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

GRADOWSKI, DOUGLAS J 
6601 21ST ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

BROWN, JUNE 

FL 337026407 

3560 38TH AVE S APT 90 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337114390 

RAND, JAMIE 
PO BOX 447 

ODESSA FL 335560447 

ALDRICH, MICHELLE 
2881 30TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337132644 

CHAMPLAIN, LISA R TRUST 
1011 83RD ST NW 

BRADENTON FL 342099585 

COUNTRYWIDE HOME LOANS 
PO BOX 660694 

DALLAS TX 752660694 

CELTIC ASSOCIATES INC 
206 E TENNESSEE AVE 

SEFFNER FL 335845157 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

22 31 16 69174 005 0040 
PINE CREST PARK 
BLK 5, LOT 4 

27 31 16 69552 000 0270 
PINE LAWN 
LOT 27 

26 31 16 72846 000 0140 
PRATHER'S HIGHLAND HOMES 
LOT 14 

11 31 16 73692 000 0330 
READING ACRES 
LOT 33 

31 31 17 74304 000 0760 
RENWICK, ERLE SUB NO. 2 
LOT 76 

27 31 16 74646 000 0400 
RICHARDSON'S, W. E. 
LOT 40 

27 31 16 74646 000 0530 
RICHARDSON'S, W. E. 
LOT 53 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3824 DARTMOUTH AVE N 

3735 QUEENSBORO AVE S 

1300 29TH ST S 

2881 30TH AVE N 

2234 GROVE ST S 

1618 43RD ST S 

1537 42ND ST S 

Page 17 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

244.52 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66501 

LCA 1528 66502 

LCA 1528 66503 

LCA 1528 66504 

LCA 1528 66505 

LCA 1528 66506 

LCA 1528 66507 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

JANKE, AARON 
8125 CHANNEL DR 

PORT RICHEY 

FORD, LAURITA J 
4102 13TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

JARVIS, RITA N 
6715 TRIXIE DR 

SEFFNER 

CLARK, DAVID 
1001 E CARACAS ST 

TAMPA 

FL 346686216 

FL 337112447 

FL 335842543 

FL 336032311 

LOREVIL LAND TRUST AGM NO 7 
PO BOX 16766 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337336766 

ATLANTIC CAPITAL/MARCO BANK 
1770 SAN MARCO RD 

MARCO ISLAND 

HADLEY, ANTIONETTE 
PO BOX 12616 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 341455129 

FL 337332616 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

28 31 16 75024 000 0120 
RIDGE WAY NO. 2 
LOT 12 LESS N 5FT FOR ST 

27 31 16 75402 000 0780 
RIDGEWOOD TERRACE 
LOT 78 

27 31 16 75402 000 1070 
RIDGEWOOD TERRACE 
LOTS 107 & 108 

27 31 16 75402 000 1830 
RIDGEWOOD TERRACE 
LOT 183 

28 31 16 76374 000 0080 
ROGER'S SUB, J. H. 
LOTS 8 AND 9 

27 31 16 76806 000 0400 
ROSEMONT 
LOT 40 

26 31 16 76842 000 0180 
ROSE MOUND GROVES SUB NO 2 
LOT 18 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

4690 15TH AVE S 

3468 17TH AVE S 

3459 17TH AVE S 

3632 15TH AVE S 

4640 QUEENSBORO AVE S 

3811 10TH AVE S 

1945 29TH ST S 

Page 8 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66508 

LCA 1528 66509 

LCA 1528 66510 

LCA 1528 66511 

LCA 1528 66512 

LCA 1528 66513 

LCA 1528 66514 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

MORRIS, ..JOAN 
347 HANOVER AVE 

STATEN ISLAND 

WILIAMS, CHERAY 
1445 E AUDOBON RD 

MONTGOMERY 

MC CLELLAN, JOHN A 
PO BOX 71 

TREMONTON 

NY 103043414 

AL 36111 

UT 843370071 

U S BANK NATL ASSN TRE 
1661 WORTHINGTON RD STE 100 

WEST PALM BEACH FL 334096493 

MC MULLEN, ..JOSEPH PATRICK 
201 LARGOVISTA DR 

WINTER GARDEN FL 347878981 

PARTNERS IN CHARITY INC 
86 N WILLIAMS ST 

CRYSTAL LAKE IL 600144444 

SMITH, QUINCY 
4550 19TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337112902 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

30 31 17 77184 010 0110 
ROUSLYNN 
BLK 10, LOT 11 

23 31 16 78390 007 0100 
ST PETERSBURG 
INVESTMENT CO SUB 
BLK 7, LOT 10 

23 31 16 78390 033 0110 
ST PETERSBURG 
INVESTMENT CO SUB 
BLK 33, LOT 11 

27 31 16 78408 000 0250 
ST PETERSBURG 
INVESTMENT COS SUB ADD 
LOTS 25 AND 26 

27 31 16 78408 000 0450 
ST PETERSBURG 
INVESTMENT COS SUB ADD 
LOT 45 

25 31 16 79290 000 0070 
SCOTT PARK 
LOT 7 

27 31 16 80385 003 0060 
SHADOW LAWN 
BLK 3, LOTS 6 AND 7 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

336 20TH AVE S 

2251 3RO AVE N 

2447 4TH AVE S 

1748 41ST ST S 

1760 NEWARK ST S 

1755 16TH AVE S 

4550 19TH AVE S 

Page 19 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45 : 16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66515 

LCA 1528 66516 

LCA 1528 66517 

LCA 1528 66518 

LCA 1528 66519 

LCA 1528 66520 

LCA 1528 66521 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

FERBEE, PATRICIA 
109 BITTLE AVE 

BERLIN 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 
2018 E 7TH AVE 

TAMPA 

CONKLIN, KENNETH L 
435 62ND AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

BUSS, SHIRLEY C EST 
PO BOX 1785 

KEYSTONE HEIGHTS 

DAGGETT, STEPHEN 
1309 SE 43RD AVE 

OCALA 

NOORANI, AKBAR 
160 STATON CIR 

OLDSMAR 

FAILS, ROSA M EST 
1901 29TH ST S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

Nu 080099414 

FL 336053902 

FL 337055711 

FL 326561785 

FL 344714944 

FL 34677 

FL 337122936 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

08 31 16 81018 004 0290 
SHERYL MANOR UNIT 6 
BLK 4, LOT 29 

11 32 16 85230 005 0020 
STEPHENSON'S SUB NO. 1 
BLK E, LOT 2 

07 32 17 85482 000 0090 
STILL'S FOURTH ST SUB 
NUMBER ONE 
LOT 9 

19 30 17 86634 018 0080 
SUN-LIT SHORES 
BLK 18, LOT 8 

07 31 16 86904 006 0010 
SUNNY MEAD HEIGHTS 
BLK 6, LOT 1 

25 31 16 89604 000 0090 
TANGERINE CENTRAL 
LOT 9 

26 31 16 89640 005 0110 
TANGERINE HIGHLANDS 
BLK E, LOT 11 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

2348 61ST WAY N 

2510 69TH AVE S 

435 62ND AVE S 

8513 ORIENT WAY NE 

6792 35TH AVE N 

2155 17TH AVE S 

1901 29TH ST S 

Page 20 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184 . 38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

204.43 

224.47 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66522 

LCA 1528 66523 

LCA 1528 66524 

LCA 1528 66525 

LCA 1528 66526 

LCA 1528 66527 

LCA 1528 66528 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

HICKMAN, HELEN 
5421 BRADLEY PINES CIR 

SANDSTON VA 231502324 

TARPON IV LLC 
18305 BISCAYNE BLVD STE 400 

NORTH MIAMI BEACH 

RUSS, MAGGIE C EST 
4226 13TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

NELSON, MALENA 

FL 33160 

FL 337112404 

15432 LAKE MAGDALENE BLVD 

TAMPA FL 336131006 

SHINN, PATRICK ANDREW 
1499 S FEDERAL HWY UNIT 439 

BOYNTON BEACH FL 334356082 

FINTAK, PAUL u 
2401 72ND ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337103832 

FINTAK, PAUL u 
2401 72ND ST ST N 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337103832 

12- 19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

25 31 16 89658 000 0420 
TANGERINE PARK REPLAT 
LOT 42 

26 31 16 89712 003 0120 
TANGERINE TERRACE NO. 2 
BLK C, S 50FT OF LOT 12 

27 31 16 91062 003 0070 
TIOGA SUB 
BLK C, LOT 7 

17 31 16 92934 009 0150 
TYRONE GARDENS SEC NO. 2 
BLK 9, LOT 15 

17 31 16 92934 011 0220 
TYRONE GARDENS SEC NO. 2 
BLK 11, LOT 22 

07 31 16 93168 002 0030 
TYRONE PLANNED INDUSTRIAL 
DISTRICT 
BLK 2, LOT 3 

07 31 16 93186 004 0090 
TYRONE PLANNED INDUSTRIAL 
DISTRICT 2ND REPLAT & ADD 
BLK 4, LOT 9 LESS S 15 FT 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1921 20TH ST S 

1911 31ST ST S 

4226 13TH AVE S 

1509 SUFFOLK ST N 

1509 NORFOLK ST N 

2401 72ND ST N 

2449 ANVIL ST N 

Page 21 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184 . 38 

184.38 

444.97 

184.38 



11/21/13 7:45:16: **** City of St. Petersburg **** Page 22 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

ASSESSMENT OWNER NAME PARCEL ID ORIGINAL 
NUMBER /MAILING ADDRESS /LEGAL DESCRIPTION PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

LCA 1528 66529 HARRIS, JOHN III 21 31 16 94032 010 0150 4609 FAIRFIELD AVE S 184 . 38 
830 43RD ST S VICTORY HEIGHTS 

BLK J, E 36 . 34FT OF LOT 15 
SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337111923 

LCA 1528 66530 MALCOLM, VINESHA 28 31 16 94248 009 0040 4634 9TH AVE S 184.38 
4730 14TH AVE S VINSETTA PARK ADD REV 

BLK 9, LOT 4 
SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337112322 

LCA 1528 66531 3535 4TH AVE S LAND TRUST 22 31 16 96174 008 0120 3535 4TH AVE S 204.43 
535 CENTRAL AVE WEST CENTRAL AVENUE 

BLK 8, LOT 12 
SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337013703 

LCA 1528 66532 ARDON, MIRNA D 22 31 16 96174 008 0130 3527 4TH AVE S 184 . 38 
653 FIR AVE WEST CENTRAL AVENUE 

BLK 8, LOT 13 
OXNARD CA 930333129 

LCA 1528 66533 CONNON, KEVIN 22 31 16 96174 012 0070 3450 4TH AVE S 204.43 
11830 86TH AVE WEST CENTRAL AVENUE 

BLK 12, LOT 7 
SEMINOLE FL 337723545 

LCA 1528 66534 ALLIED MTG & INVESTMENT FUND I 22 31 16 96174 020 0040 3534 6TH AVE S 224.47 
2950 SW 27 AVE STE 300 WEST CENTRAL AVENUE 

BLK 20, LOTS 4 AND 5 & E 
COCONUT GROVE FL 331333765 5FT OF LOT 6 

LCA 1528 66535 HRISTOPOULOS , ANDREAS 22 31 16 96228 001 0070 3450 1ST AVE S 184.38 
48 W PARK ST WEST CENTRAL AVE RESUB 

BLK 1, LOTS 7, 8 AND W 14 
TARPON SPRINGS FL 346893232 FT OF LOT 6 

SAS805R 



11/21/13 7:45:16: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66536 

LCA 1528 66537 

LCA 1528 66538 

LCA 1528 66539 

LCA 1528 66540 

LCA 1528 66541 

LCA 1528 66542 

**** City of St . Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

HRISTOPOULOS, ANDREAS 
48 W PARK ST 

TARPON SPRINGS FL 346893232 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 
5073 CENTRAL AVE UNIT 907 

BONITA 

MURRAY, LISELLE 
3611 3RD AVES 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

GREEN, EDDIE 
501 SW SELDMEN AVE 

PT ST LUCIE 

BRINSON, LATASCA 
3829 11TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

CA 919083036 

FL 337111317 

FL 34953 

FL 337112132 

TAX CERTIFICATE REDEMPTIONS IN 
925 ARTHUR GODFREY RD STE 102 

MIAMI BCH 

HASTINGS, DAVID L 
1400 83RD AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

FL 331403337 

FL 337022850 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

22 31 16 96228 001 0090 
WEST CENTRAL AVE RESUB 
BLK 1, LOTS 9 & 10 AND W 
14FT OF LOT 11 

22 31 16 96228 004 0010 
WEST CENTRAL AVE RESUB 
BLK 4, LOT 1 

22 31 16 96228 004 0150 
WEST CENTRAL AVE RESUB 
BLK 4, LOT 15 

22 31 16 96228 005 0140 
WEST CENTRAL AVE RESUB 
BLK 5, LOT 14 

27 31 16 96966 000 0010 
WEVLMAN SUB F.W. 
LOT 1 

26 31 16 97560 000 0690 
WILDWOOD SUB 
LOT 69 

25 30 16 98442 012 0160 
WINSTON PARK UNIT 3 
BLK 12, LOT 16 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

3463 2ND AVE S 

3600 2ND AVE S 

3611 3RD AVE S 

3519 3RD AVE S 

3829 11TH AVE S 

2720 13TH AVE S 

1400 83RD AVE N 

Page 23 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

100.00 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 

184.38 



~1/21/13 7:45 : 16 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

LCA 1528 66543 

LCA 1528 66544 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

AMERINE, ARTHUR T 
PO BOX 2202 

PINELLAS PARK 

WILLSON, GEORGE uR 
4155 12TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

TOTAL NUMBER OF ASSESSMENTS: 163 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

FL 337802202 

FL 337112442 

PARCEL 10 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

12 31 16 98874 000 0102 
WOODLAWN ESTATES 
E 60FT OF S 1/2 OF LOT 10 

27 31 16 99072 000 0120 
WOODRIDGE TERRACE 
LOT 12 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

2500 19TH ST N 

4155 12TH AVE S 

TOTAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNT: 

Page 24 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

184.38 

204.43 

32,005.80 



LOT CLEARING NUMBER 1528 
COST I FUNDING I ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY ASSESSED 

LOT CLEARING COST 

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE 

TOTAL: 

AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

$ 21,605.80 

$ 10,400.00 

$32,005.80 



RESOLUTION CONFIRMING AND 
APPROVING PRELIMINARY ASSI~SSMENT 

ROLLS FOR LOT CLEARING NO. 1528: 
PROVIDINCl FOR AN INTEREST RATE ON 
UNPAID ASSESSMENTS: AND PROVIDING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WllEREAS, preliminary assessment rolls ror Lot Clearing No. 1528 has been 
submillccl by the Mayor to the City Council pursuant to St. Petersburg Code Section 
16.40.060.4.4: and 

WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was duly published in accordance with 
St. Petersburg City Code Section 16.40.060.4.4; and 

WHEREAS, City Council did meet at the time and place specified in the notice 
and heard any and all complaints that any person affected by said proposed assessments wished 
to offer; and 

WHEREAS, City Council has corrected any and all mistakes or errors appearing 
on said preliminary assessment rolls. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the preliminary assessment rolls for Lot Clearing No. 1528 is 
approved; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the principal amount of all assessment liens 
levied and assessed herein shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum from the date this 
resolution. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 

, 



101 

 

 

Attached documents for item Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 

1183. 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: December 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Securing Number SEC 1183 

Codes Compliance Assistance has secured the 
attached structures which were found to be 
unfit or unsafe under Chapter 8, Article VII, 
of the St. Petersburg City Code. The interest 
rate is 12% per annum on the unpaid balance. 

SEC: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

1183 

24 
$3,600.23 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $3,600.23 will be fully assessable to 
the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: __________ _ AGENDA NO. ____ _ 



·11/20/13 
11:02:52 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
SEC - SECURING/SANITATION 

PAGE: 
SASONA1P 

r TECT RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS 

'-"" 
1183 A B F C 2006-HEl TRUST 4650 8TH AVE s 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 2238 20TH ST s 

BLAKEMEN, JOEL 875 lOTH AVE s 

BROWN, MARC A 4570 25TH AVE s 

CLARK, DAVID 3632 15TH AVE s 

COLE, NEIL 3269 4TH AVE s 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 316 29TH ST s 

DALLAND PROPERTIES LP 675 26TH AVE S 

EQUITY TRUST co 4349 IRIS ST N 

FOX FUND 836 14TH AVE S 

HUFF, AUSTIN M JR EST 7200 MEADOWLAWN DR N 

HUNGERFORD, PAUL 2525 21ST ST S 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 859 17TH AVE s 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 2510 69TH AVE s 

MIRANDA, LILIANA 3200 6TH AVE s 

MIZELL, BERNARD 3946 9TH AVE s 

MORGAN, CARL FRED 7601 9TH AVE N 

NEUGEBAUER, CECELIA 7818 COUNTRY CLUB RD N 

RHODES, TERESA 1701 PRESTON ST s 

SMITH, NETTIE RENE 2111 12TH ST s 

THOMAS, SHARON 4431 FAIRFIELD AVE s 

TITAN DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC 1753 TIFTON TERR s 

USA FED NATL MTG ASSN 3232 59TH WAY N 

818 40TH ST S TRUST 818 40TH ST S 

'-' 

1 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

96.20 

111.20 

95.22 

139.22 

100.61 

95.61 

95.61 

237.72 

204.53 

158.11 

105.61 

123.22 

80.61 

182.61 

137.61 

212.61 

147.72 

105.61 

177.11 

193.28 

367.70 

176.70 

88.70 

167 .11 



•11/20/13 
11:02:52 

r- "'·JECT RELATED PARTY NAME 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 
SEC - SECURING/SANITATION 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

*** END OF REPORT *** 
PROJECT TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

PAGE: 2 
SASONA1P 

ASSESS AMOUNT 

3,600-23 
3,600.23 



BUILDING SECURING NUMBER SEC 1183 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY 

SECURING COST 

MATERIAL COST 

LEGAL AD 

ADMIN. FEE 

TOTAL: 

AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

$ 1,450.00 

$ 516.00 

$ 554.23 

$ 1,080.00 

$ 3,600.23 



A RESOLUTION ASSESSING THE COSTS OF 
SECURING LISTED ON SECURING BUILDING 
NO. 1183 ("SEC 1183") AS LIENS AGAINST 
THE RESPECTIVE REAL PROPERTY ON 
WHICH THE COSTS WERE INCURRED; 
PROVIDING THAT SAID LIENS HAVE A 
PRIORITY AS ESTABLISHED BY CITY CODE 
SECTION 8-270; PROVIDING FOR AN 
INTEREST RATE ON UNPAID BALANCES; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AND RECORD 
NOTICE(S) OF LIEN(S) IN THE PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF THE COUNTY; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has proceeded under the provision of 
Chapter 8, of the St. Petersburg City Code to secure certain properties; and 

WHEREAS, the structures so secured are listed on Securing Building No. 1183 
("SEC 1183"); and 

WHEREAS, Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City Code provides that the City 
Council shall assess the entire cost of such securing against the property on which the costs were 
incurred and that assessments shall become a lien upon the property superior to all others, except 
taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a public hearing on December 19,2013, to 
hear all persons who wished to be heard concerning this matter. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that this Council assesses the costs of securing listed on Securing 
Building No. 1183 ("SEC 1183 ") as liens against the respective real property on which the costs 
were incurred and that pursuant to Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City Code said liens shall 
be superior in dignity to all other liens except taxes; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
execute and record notice(s) of the lien(s) provided for herein in the public records of the 
County. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Special Assessment Certificates to be 
issued hereunder shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum on the unpaid balance from the 
date ofthe adoption ofthis resolution. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attom~esignee) 



I' 

TO: 

SUB.JECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETIN(; OF: l>cccmber 19,2013 

COUNCIL CIIAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Securing Number SEC 1183 

Codes Compliance Assistance has secured the 
attached structures which were found to be 
unlit or unsafe under Chapter 8, Article VII, 
of the St. Petersburg City Code. The interest 
rate is 12% per annum on the unpaid balance. 

SEC: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

1183 
24 

$3,600.23 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $3,600.23 will be fully assessable to 
the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: __________ _ AGENDA NO. ____ _ 



11/21/13 7:45:39: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

SEC 1183 06772 

SEC 1183 06773 

SEC 1183 06774 

SEC 1183 06775 

SEC 1183 06776 

SEC 1183 06777 

SEC 1183 06778 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

FOX FUND 
6A 170 THE CONWAY W STE 14061 

BLAKEMEN, .JOEL 
5020 BAYSHORE BLVD APT 305 

TAMPA FL 336113855 

818 40TH ST S TRUST 
601 N LOIS AVE 

TAMPA FL 336092216 

MIZELL, BERNARD 
3946 9TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG FL 337112111 

NEUGEBAUER, CECELIA 
2465 NORTHSIDE DR APT 305 

CLEARWATER FL 337612225 

CALLAND PROPERTIES LP 
1 RICHMOND ST W STE 500 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 
2018 E 7TH AVE 

TAMPA FL 336053902 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

30 31 17 12708 000 0540 
BUENA VISTA 
LOT 54 

30 31 17 15354 007 0010 
CHICAGO SUB NO. 2 
BLK 7, LOT 1 

27 31 16 20610 001 0030 
DEARMINS SUB NO. 4 
BLK 1, LOT 3 

27 31 16 20610 002 0040 
DEARMINS SUB NO. 4 
BLK 2, LOT 4 

13 31 15 31788 022 0790 
GOLF COURSE & .JUNGLE SUB 
BLK V, LOT 79 

31 31 17 36684 000 0920 
HARBORDALE SUB 
LOT 92 

30 31 17 43038 000 0200 
INGRAM PLACE 
LOT 20 & W 10FT OF LOT 19 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

836 14TH AVE S 

875 10TH AVE S 

818 40TH ST S 

3946 9TH AVE S 

7818 COUNTRY CLUB RD N 

675 26TH AVE S 

859 17TH AVE S 

Page 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

158. 11 

95.22 

167 . 11 

212.61 

105.61 

237.72 

80.61 



11/21/13 7:45:39 : 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

SEC 1183 06779 

SEC 1183 06780 

SEC 1183 06781 

SEC 1183 06782 

SEC 1183 06783 

SEC 1183 06784 

SEC 1183 06785 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

MORGAN, CARL FRED 
2715 TERRA CEIA BAY BLVD APT 7 

PALMETTO 

HUFF, AUSTIN M 0R EST 
7200 MEADOWLAWN OR N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

EQUITY TRUST CO 
9637 BELLOAK LN 

WAXHAW 

SMITH, NETTIE RENE 
7255 72ND AVE N APT B 

PINELLAS PARK 

ATSI, LUCA ANGELUCCI 

FL 342215984 

FL 337025022 

NC 281736767 

FL 337813831 

5073 CENTRAL AVE UNIT 907 

BONITA CA 919083036 

HUNGERFORD, PAUL 
4004 E REO BRIDGE RO 

KANSAS CITY MD 641372006 

OALLANO PROPERTIES LP 
2300 E LAS OLAS BLVD 

FORT LAUDERDALE FL 333011598 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL IO 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

18 31 16 44676 000 0010 
0UNGLE COUNTRY CLUB 
ADO TRACT NO. 2 
LOT 1 

25 30 16 56646 020 0110 
MEADOW LAWN 2ND ADD 
BLK 20, LOT 11 

01 31 16 59850 000 0440 
NEW HOME SUB 
LOT 44 

25 31 16 62388 000 0070 
OAK GROVE SUB 
LOT 7 

36 31 16 63792 001 0070 
OHIO PARK 
BLK 1, LOT 7 & S 10FT OF 
LOT 6 

36 31 16 63792 007 0040 
OHIO PARK 
BLK 7, LOT 4 

23 31 16 65862 005 0090 
PALMETTO PARK 
BLK 5, N SOFT OF LOT 9 & N 
SOFT OF W 35FT OF LOT 10 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

7601 9TH AVE N 

7200 MEAOOWLAWN OR N 

4349 IRIS ST N 

2111 12TH ST S 

2238 20TH ST S 

2525 21ST ST S 

316 29TH ST S 

Page 2 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

147 . 72 

105.61 

204.53 

193.28 

111.20 

123.22 

95.61 



11/21/13 7:45:39: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

SEC 1183 06786 

SEC 1183 06787 

SEC 1183 06788 

SEC 1183 06789 

SEC 1183 06790 

SEC 1183 06791 

SEC 1183 06792 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

RHODES, TERESA 
1337 4TH AVE 

LOS ANG ELES 

CLARK, DAVID 
1001 E CARACAS ST 

TAMPA 

CA 900193402 

FL 336032311 

TITAN DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC 
4118 CAUSEWAY VISTA DR 

TAMPA 

COLE, NEIL 
3255 4TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

MIRANDA , LILIANA 
52 NW 99TH ST 

MIAMI 

USA FED NATL MTG ASSN 

FL 336155416 

FL 337121403 

FL 331501741 

950 E PACES FERRY RD STE 1900 

ATLANTA 

BROWN, MARC A 
5214 46TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

GA 303261384 

FL 337093808 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

25 31 16 71766 000 0130 
PINEVILLE SUB 
LOT 13 

27 31 16 75402 000 1830 
RIDGEWOOD TERRACE 
LOT 183 

28 31 16 76374 000 0110 
ROGER'S SUB, J. H. 
LOTS 11 AND 12 

23 31 16 76590 005 0100 
DR-452 ADV POSS 05-27-2004 
ROOSEVELT PARK ADO 
BLK 5, LOT 10 

23 31 16 76590 017 0010 
ROOSEVELT PARK ADD 
BLK 17, LOT 1 & E 21FT OF 
LOT 2 

08 31 16 80892 005 0180 
SHERYL MANOR 
UNIT 3 2ND ADD 
BLK 5, LOT 18 

34 31 16 84420 010 0080 
SOUTH SHADOW LAWN 
BLK J, LOTS 8 AND 9 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1701 PRESTON ST S 

3632 15TH AVE S 

1753 TIFTON TERR S 

3269 4TH AVE S 

3200 6TH AVE S 

3232 59TH WAY N 

4570 25TH AVE S 

Page 3 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

177. 11 

100.61 

176.70 

95 . 61 

137.61 

88.70 

139.22 



11/21/13 7:45:39: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

SEC 1183 06793 

SEC 1183 06794 

SEC 1183 06795 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

MARTINO, THOMAS TRE 
2018 E 7TH AVE 

TAMPA 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 336053902 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

11 32 16 85230 005 0020 
STEPHENSON'S SUB NO. 1 
BLK E, LOT 2 

A B F C 2006-HE1 TRUST 
4828 LOOP CENTRAL DR 

28 31 16 94248 004 0020 
VINSETTA PARK ADD REV 
BLK 4, LOT 2 

HOUSTON 

THOMAS, SHARON 
4433 35TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

TX 770812212 

FL 337131109 

22 31 16 99090 008 0120 
WOODSTOCK SUB 
BLK H, E 30FT OF LOT 12 & 
W 30FT OF LOT 13 

TOTAL NUMBER OF ASSESSMENTS: 24 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

2510 69TH AVE S 

4650 8TH AVE S 

4431 FAIRFIELD AVE S 

TOTAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNT: 

Page 4 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

182.61 

96.2.0 

367.70 

3,600.23 



BUILDING SECURING NUMBER SEC 1183 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY 

SECURING COST 

MATERIAL COST 

LEGAL AD 

ADMIN. FEE 

TOTAL: 

AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

$ 1,450.00 

$ 516.00 

$ 554.23 

$ 1.080.00 

$ 3,600.23 



A RESOLUTION ASS ESSING TilE COSTS OF 
SECURINCi LISTED ON SECURING BUILDING 
NO. 1183 ("S EC 11 83") AS LIENS A(iAINST 
Tl IE RESP ECTIVE RI~AL PROPI~RTY ON 
WHICII Tl IE COSTS WER E INCURR ED; 
PROVIDING TI !AT SAID LIENS J·IAVE A 
PRIORITY AS ESTAI3LISIIED BY CITY COD E 
SECTION 8-270 ; PROVIDING FOR AN 
INTEREST RATE ON UNPAID BALANCES; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR IllS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AND RECORD 
NOTICE(S) OF LIEN(S) IN TilE PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF Tl IE COUNTY; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS the City of St. Petersburg has proceeded under the provision of 
Chapter 8, of the St. Petersburg City Code to secure certain properties; and 

WI IEREAS, the structures so secured arc listed on Securing Building No. 1183 
("SEC 1183"); and 

WHEREAS, Section 8-270 ofthe St. Petersburg City Code provides that the City 
Council shall assess the entire cost of such securing against the property on which the costs were 
incurred and that assessments shall become a lien upon the property superior to all others, except 
taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a public hearing on December 19, 2013, to 
hear all persons who wished to be heard conceming this matter. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that this Council assesses the costs of securing listed on Securing 
Building No. 1183 ("SEC 1183") as liens against the respective real prope11y on which the costs 
were inctmed and that pursuant to Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City Code said liens shall 
be superior in dignity to all other liens except taxes; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
execute and record notice(s) of the lien(s) provided for herein in the public records of the 
County. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Special Assessment Certificates to be 
issued hereunder shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum on the unpaid balance from the 
date of the adoption of this resolution. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attom!l12esignee) 



114 

 

 

Attached documents for item Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition 

Numbers 410 and 504. 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: December 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Demolition Number DMO 410 

The privately owned structures on the attached list were 
condemned by the City in response to unfit or unsafe conditions 
as authorized under Chapter 8, Article VII of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The City's Codes Compliance Assistance Department 
incurred costs of condemnation/securing/appeal/abatement/ 
demolition and under the provisions of City Code Section 8-270, 
these costs are to be assessed to the property. The interest rate 
is 12% per annum on the unpaid balance. 

DMO: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

410 

4 

$51,400.32 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $51,400.32 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: _____________ _ AGENDA NO. -----



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 410 

OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 

RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

AMOUNT 

NOVAK, JIRI 538 86TH AVE. N $ 7,399.00 

SABIN, MICHAEL J JR 2424 14TH AVE. N. $ 13,118.18 

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. 72115TH ST. N. $ 18,308.57 

WELLS FARGO BANK NA AS TRE 102110TH AVE. S. $ 12,574.57 

TOTAL $ 51,400.32 



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 410 
COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

Demolition Cost $ 30,839.50 

Asbestos Cost $ 18,899.50 

Legal Ad $ 761.32 

Engineer's Chg $ 0 

Administrative Fee $ 900.00 

TOTAL: $ 51,400.32 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: December 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Demolition Number DMO 504 

The privately owned structures on the attached list were 
condemned by the City in response to unfit or unsafe conditions 
as authorized under Chapter 8, Article VII of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The City's Codes Compliance Assistance Department 
incurred costs of condemnation/securing/appeal/abatement/ 
demolition and under the provisions of City Code Section 8-270, 
these costs are to be assessed to the property. The interest rate 
is 12% per annum on the unpaid balance. 

DMO: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

504 

4 

$48,903.50 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $48,903.50 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: _____________ _ AGENDA NO. ___ _ 



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 504 

OWNERS NAME AND ADDRESS LISTING 

RELATED PARTY NAME PROPERTY ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

AMOUNT 

COUNTRYWIDE 1526 PRESCOTT ST. S. $ 7,434.68 

FOLFE, LAKEYCIA S 1742 7TH ST. s. $ 15,621.18 

POORAN, DILWATTIE 675 18TH AVE. s. $ 17,233.57 

WILLSON, GEORGE JR 4155 12TH AVE. S. $ 8,614.07 

~ 

TOTAL $ 48,903.50 



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 504 
COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

Demolition Cost $ 23,688.50 

Asbestos Cost $ 23,294.50 

Legal Ad $ 1,020.50 

Engineer's Chg $ 0 

Administrative Fee $ 900.00 

TOTAL: $ 48,903.50 



A RESOLUTION ASSESSING THE COSTS OF 
DEMOLITION LISTED ON BUILDING DEMOLITION 
NOS. 410 AND 504 ("DMO 410 AND 504") AS LIENS 
AGAINST THE RESPECTIVE REAL PROPERTY ON 
WHICH THE COSTS WERE INCURRED; PROVIDING 
THAT SAID LIENS HAVE A PRIORITY AS 
ESTABLISHED BY CITY CODE SECTION 8-270; 
PROVIDING FOR AN INTEREST RATE ON UNPAID 
BALANCES; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AND RECORD NOTICE(S) 
OF LIEN(S) IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF THE 
COUNTY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has proceeded under the provision of 
Chapter 8, of the St. Petersburg City Code to demolish certain properties; and 

WHEREAS, the structures so demolished are listed on Building Demolition Nos. 
410 and 504 ("DMO 410 and 504"); and 

WHEREAS, Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City Code provides that the City 
Council shall assess the entire cost of such demolition against the property on which the costs 
were incurred and that assessments shall become a lien upon the property superior to all others, 
except taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a public hearing on December 19, 2013, to 
hear all persons who wished to be heard concerning this matter. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that this Council assesses the costs of the demolition listed on Building 
Demolition Nos. 410 and 504 ("DMO 410 and 504") as liens against the respective real property 
on which the costs were incurred and that pursuant to Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City 
Code said liens shall be superior in dignity to all other liens except taxes; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Special Assessment Certificates to be 
issued hereunder shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum on the unpaid balance from the 
date of the adoption ofthis resolution. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
execute and record notice(s) of the lien(s) provided for herein in the public records of the 
County. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attomey~ee) 
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TO: 

SUBJECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF: December 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CIIAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Demolition Number DMO 410 

The privately owned structures on the attached list were 
condemned by the City in response to unfit or unsafe conditions 
as authorized under Chapter 8, Atiicle VII of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The City's Codes Compliance Assistance Department 
incuiTed costs of condemnation/securing/appeal/abatement/ 
demolition and under the provisions of City Code Section 8-270, 
these costs are to be assessed to the property. The interest rate 
is 12% per annum on the unpaid balance. 

DMO: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

410 

~ 
$51,400.32 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each property. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

The total assessable amount of $51,400.32 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

FOLLOW-UP: _____________ _ AGENDA NO. ___ _ 



11/21/13 7:45:54: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

DMO 0410 03015 

DMO 0410 03016 

DMO 0410 03017 

DMO 0410 03018 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

WELLS FARGO BANK 
4101 WISEMAN BLVD 

SAN ANTONIO 

NOVAK, uiRI 
PO BOX 55541 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

WELLS FARGO BANK TRE 
3815 SW TEMPLE 

SALT LAKE CITY 

SABIN, MICHAEL u uR 
2424 14TH AVE N 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

TOTAL NUMBER OF ASSESSMENTS : 4 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 
12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

13 31 16 10062 000 1000 
BON AIR 
LOT 100 

TX 782514200 

19 30 17 25416 005 0060 
EL CENTRO 
BLK 5, LOT 6 AND W 22FT OF 

FL 337325541 LOT 7 

25 31 16 31266 000 0460 
GLENWOOD HEIGHTS NORTH ADD 
LOT 46 

UT 84115 

14 31 16 60318 000 0320 
NORMA ADO 
LOTS 32 AND 33 

FL 337135836 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

721 15TH ST N 

538 86TH AVE N 

1021 10TH AVE S 

2424 14TH AVE N 

TOTAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNT: 

Page 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

18,308.57 

7,399.00 

12,574.57 

13,118.18 

51.400.32 



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 410 
COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

Demolition Cost $ 30,839.50 

Asbestos Cost $ 18,899.50 

Legal Ad $ 761.32 

Engineer's Chg $ 0 

Administrative Fee $ 900.00 

TOTAL: $ 51,400.32 



TO: 

SUH.JECT: 

EXPLANATION: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETIN(~ OF: Dcccmbc•· 19, 2013 

COUNCIL CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Confirming Preliminary Assessment for 
Building Demolition Number DMO 504 

The privately owned structures on the attached list were 
condemned by the City in response to unfit or unsafe conditions 
as authorized under Chapter 8, Atiicle VII of the St. Petersburg 
City Code. The City's Codes Compliance Assistance Department 
incun-ed costs of condemnation/securing/appeal/abatement/ 
demolition and under the provisions of City Code Section 8-270, 
these costs are to be assessed to the property. The interest rate 
is 12% per rumum on the unpaid balance. 

DMO: 

NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 

ASSESSABLE AMOUNT: 

504 

~ 
$48,903.50 

According to the City Code, these assessments constitute a 
lien on each prope1iy. It is recommended that the assessments 
be confirmed. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

FOLLOW-UP: 

The total assessable amount of $48,903.50 will be fully assessable 
to the property owners. 

MAYOR: ____________ _ 

COUNCIL ACTION: ________ _ 

-------------------------------- AGENDA NO. ___ _ 



11/21/13 7:46:02: 

ASSESSMENT 
NUMBER 

DMO 0504 05012 

DMO 0504 05013 

DMO 0504 05014 

DMO 0504 05015 

OWNER NAME 
/MAILING ADDRESS 

ROLFE, LAKEYCIA S 
PO BOX 17452 

TAMPA 

POORAN, DILWATTIE 
254 62ND ST 

BROOKLYN 

COUNTRYWIDE 
400 COUNTRYWIDE WAY 

SIMI VALLEY 

WILLSON, GEORGE uR 
4155 12TH AVE S 

SAINT PETERSBURG 

TOTAL NUMBER OF ASSESSMENTS: 4 

**** City of St. Petersburg **** 
Special Assessments Division 

FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL 

FL 336827452 

NY 112204410 

CA 930656298 

FL 337112442 

12-19-2013 

PARCEL ID 
/LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

30 31 17 50400 010 0100 
LAUGHNER'S EXTENSION 
OF KERR ADD 
BLK 10, LOT 10 

30 31 17 50400 010 0130 
LAUGHNER'S EXTENSION 
OF KERR ADD 
BLK 10, LOT 13 

25 31 16 68040 001 0040 
PAYNE-HANSEN SUB 
BLK A, LOT 4 

27 31 16 99072 000 0120 
WOODRIDGE TERRACE 
LOT 12 

SAS805R 

PROPERTY ADDRESS 

1742 7TH ST S 

675 18TH AVE S 

1526 PRESCOTT ST S 

4155 12TH AVE 5 

TOTAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNT: 

Page 

ORIGINAL 
ASSESSMENT 

15,621.18 

17,233.57 

7,434.68 

8,614.07 

48,903.50 



BUILDING DEMOLITION NUMBER DMO 504 
COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

CATEGORY AMOUNT TO BE ASSESSED 

Demolition Cost $ 23,688.50 

Asbestos Cost $ 23,294.50 

Legal Ad $ 1,020.50 

Engineer's Chg $ 0 

Administrative Fee $ 900.00 

TOTAL: $ 48,903.50 



. . 

A RESOLUTION ASSESSING TilE COSTS OF 
DEMOLITION I.ISTUJ ON BUILDING DEMOLITION 
NOS. 410 AND 504 ("DMO 410 AND 504") AS LIENS 
1\.Ci/\.INST TilE RHSPECTIVE REAL PROPERTY ON 
WIIIC'll TilE COSTS WERE INCURRED: PROVIDING 
TIJ/\T SAID LIENS II/\ VE A PRIORITY AS 
ESTABI .ISIII·:D BY CITY CODE SECTION 8-270; 
PROVIDING FOR AN INTEREST RATE ON UNPAID 
BALANCES; /\UTI IORIZING TI-lE M/\ YOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AND RECORD NOTICE(S) 
OF I .IEN(S) IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF THE 
COUNTY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WI IEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has proceeded under the provision of 
Chapter 8, of the St. Petersburg City Code to demolish certain properties; and 

WIIEREAS, the structures so demolished arc listed on Building Demolition Nos. 
410 and 504 ("DMO 410 and 504"); and 

WHEREAS, Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City Code provides that the City 
Council shall assess the entire cost of such demolition against the prope1iy on which the costs 
were incurred and that assessments shall become a lien upon the property superior to all others, 
except taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a public hearing on December 19, 2013, to 
hear alI persons who wished to be heard concerning this matter. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that this Council assesses the costs of the demolition listed on Building 
Demolition Nos. 410 and 504 ("DMO 410 and 504") as liens against the respective real property 
on which the costs were inctmed and that pursuant to Section 8-270 of the St. Petersburg City 
Code said liens shall be superior in dignity to all other liens except taxes; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Special Assessment Ce1tificates to be 
issued hereunder shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum on the unpaid balance from the 
date of the adoption of this resolution. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
execute and record notice(s) of the lien(s) provided for herein in the public records of the 
County. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney ~ee) 
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Attached documents for item Resolution accepting the New Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan 

("New Plan"), which replaces the Neighborhood Plan approved in 1991; and authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to initiate projects and programs identified in the New Plan. 



MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

TO: Karl Nurse, City Council Chair, & Members of the St. Petersburg City Council 

FROM: Susan Ajoc, Community Services Director SPA 

DATE: December 19, 2013 

SUBJECT: Approval of the New Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan 

Attached for your review and discussion is the new Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, which 
replaces the neighborhood plan accepted in 1991, prepared by the residents, property owners 
and stakeholders of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood and the consulting firm, Renaissance 
Planning Group, Inc. 

BACKGROUND: 
In the early 1990s, the then Round Lake Neighborhood (now Historic Uptown) initiated the original 
neighborhood planning process with the City's Planning Department staff. The implementation 
of the neighborhood plan projects included: landscaping of gateway streets, construction of new 
and repair of sidewalks, renaming of Grove Street to Crescent Lake Drive, closure of 8th Street 
North @ 5th Avenue North, creation of a mixed used district around Round Lake, and worked with 
St. Anthony's Hospital during the development of their master plan. 

In 2011, the City issued a Request for Proposal for Neighborhood Plan Update Consulting 
Services. City entered into contract with two firms. Renaissance Planning Group, Inc. was 
selected to work with the Historic Uptown Neighborhood. 

On February 13, 2012, an overview and needs assessment meeting was held at the Sunshine 
Centere to identify neighborhood assets & concerns. Residents were also asked to submit 
photos of the neighborhood of things they liked/disliked. On May 1, 2012, a visioning meeting 
was held at the Red Cross offices. Participants discussed goals (or themes), ranked their 
priorities (consensus building) and discussed potential strategies. A follow-up meeting was held 
on June 5, 2012. On August 7, 2012, an Open House was held at Nova to review the issues, 
priorities and strategies. The draft plan was developed then reviewed by the various City 
departments. 

On October 1, 2013, a neighborhood-wide meeting was held to discuss the conceptual Plan and 
ask for neighborhood support. Residents and property owners were noticed by US Mail. The 
Plan Update was accepted unanimously by 23 residents in attendance. 

On October 15, 2013, the Planning & Visioning Commission reviewed and found the Plan Update 
consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan and unanimously recommended that the Plan 
Update be forwarded to City Council for final acceptance. The City Council PSI Committee 
reviewed on October 31, 2013, and recommended that the Plan Update be forwarded to the full 
City Council for final public hearing and acceptance of the resolution. 



THE PLAN: 
There are five (5) elements in the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update: Crime, Community 
Involvement, Neighborhood Branding, Placemaking and Commercial Uses. The Plan will 
replace the previously accepted Round Lake Neighborhood Area Plan and provide guidelines for 
future development and community building within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood. Some of 
the main recommendations of the plan include: 

Crime: 
1. Create complete streets. 
2. Improve bicycle and pedestrian facilities by closing existing gaps. 
3. Reduce through traffic with traffic calming. 
4. Increase pedestrian scale street lighting. 
5. Encourage "watching" (eyes on the street) by increasing level of social/recreational 

activity and public seating in public spaces. 

Community Involvement: 
1. Create community gardens on vacant lots or underused spaces. 
2. Initiate public art projects (murals, sculpture or sidewalk chalk art). 
3. Highlight the strengths of the neighborhood through walking tours. 
4. Create neighborhood events to connect residents and attract new residents & businesses. 

Neighborhood Branding: 
1. See recommendations #2- #4 above (Community Involvement). 
2. Leverage historical and physical assets of neighborhood. 

Placemaking: 
1. See recommendations #1 - #5 above (Crime). 
2. Cluster compatible uses. 
3. Reactivate parks and open spaces. 
4. Encourage low rise multi-family housing. 

Commercial Uses: 
1. Encourage watching. 
2. Activate commercial frontage with glass storefronts and outdoor seating. 
3. Cluster compatible uses (neighborhood commercial, small offices). 

COST/FUNDING ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 
No estimated cost was determined. Many recommendations are policy related or may be 
addressed through operations within the various City Departments. 

RECOMMENDATION 
The Administration recommends that the City Council hold a final public hearing and approval of 
the attached resolution to accept New Historic Uptown Plan. 

ATTACHMENTS: New Historic Uptown Plan and Acceptance Resolution 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE NEW HISTORIC 
UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN ("NEW PLAN"), WHICH 
REPLACES THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN APPROVED IN 
1991; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO 
INITIATE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED IN 
THE NEW PLAN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City's Neighborhood Planning Program has been approved by the 
City Council of the City of St. Petersburg and is mandated by the City's Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on February 13, 2012, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood began its 
effort to update its 1991 neighborhood plan ("Old Plan"); and 

WHEREAS, the planning area boundaries generally extend from 5th - 12th 
Avenues North between 4th- Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr Streets North and from 5th- 9th 
Avenues North between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr- 16th Streets North; and 

WHEREAS, Historic Uptown Neighborhood residents and property owners worked 
with Renaissance Planning Group, Inc and community services staff to identify their 
priorities and to update their Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, at the October 1, 2013 neighborhood association meeting, residents 
and property owners, in attendance, unanimously supported the New Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan") to replace the Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 15, 2013, the St. Petersburg Planning and Visioning 
Commission conducted a public hearing and found the New Plan consistent with the St. 
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 31, 2013, the City Council Public Services and 
Infrastructure Committee recommended that a public hearing on the New Plan be held on 
December 19, 2013, and that the City Council approve the New Plan after the public 
hearing; and 

WHEREAS, City Council conducted a public hearing on the New Plan on 
December 19, 2013, after notifying all property owners and residents within the planning 
area, to consider the findings and advice of all interested parties and the 
recommendations of the Planning & Visioning Commission and City Council Public 
Services and Infrastructure Committee concerning the New Plan. 



NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the New Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), 
which replaces the neighborhood plan approved in 1991 is hereby accepted. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
initiate the development of regulations, programs and projects as identified in the New 
Plan to the extent they are consistent with the City's plans, goals and objects. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and content: 

:!:/t:i,ti; (Designee) 
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.
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was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 
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Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    
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Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  
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Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701
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(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
OCtOBER  2012

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.
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was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 

TO
TA

L P
O

PU
LA

TIO
N

1
,2

4
3

TO
TA

L H
O

US
IN

G
 U

N
ITS

 9
1

3

RE
N

TE
D

8
1

.5
%

O
W

N
ED

1
8

.5
%

OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS
687

historic uptown zone 2

NON-RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:1.4

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

3
5

8
,6

2
0

JUST LAND VALUE
$151,261

JUST BLDG VALUE
$198,057

RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:2.9

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

9
7

,8
4

3

JUST LAND VALUE
$21,615

JUST BLDG VALUE
$68,759

Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    

TO
TA

L P
O

PU
LA

TIO
N

2
,7

8
9

TO
TA

L H
O

US
IN

G
 U

N
ITS

 1
,8

8
0

RE
N

TE
D

7
4

.6
%

O
W

N
ED

2
5

.4
%

OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS
1,413

historic uptown

NON-RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:2.1

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

1
,0

0
3

,6
0

6

JUST LAND VALUE
$158,803

JUST BLDG VALUE
$815,874

RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:2.2

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

8
7

,8
9

7

JUST LAND VALUE
$27,845

JUST BLDG VALUE
$59,596

Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  
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Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     

M
at

ur
e 

tr
ee

 c
an

op
y 

an
d 

el
eg

an
tly

 
re

st
or

ed
 

bu
ng

al
ow

s 
m

ak
e 

ne
ig

hb
or

ho
od

 
st

re
et

s 
un

iq
ue

 
an

d 
ch

ar
m

in
g.

Ro
un

d 
La

ke
 P

ar
k 

is 
th

e 
sy

m
bo

lic
 

he
ar

t 
of

 
th

e 
ne

ig
hb

or
ho

od
 

an
d 

th
e 

fe
at

ur
e 

m
os

t 
id

en
tifi

ed
 

w
ith

 
th

e 
H

ist
or

ic
 

U
pt

ow
n 

N
ei

gh
bo

rh
oo

d.

St
. 

A
nt

ho
ny

’s 
H

os
pi

ta
l, 

w
hi

ch
 r

ec
en

tly
 

co
m

pl
et

ed
 $

30
 m

ill
io

n 
of

 im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 
at

 
its

 
H

ist
or

ic
 

U
pt

ow
n 

lo
ca

tio
n,

 
is 

a 
m

aj
or

 r
eg

io
na

l 
in

st
itu

tio
n 

an
d 

a 
st

ro
ng

 
ne

ig
hb

or
ho

od
 p

ar
tn

er
.

Th
e 4

th
 S

tr
ee

t B
us

in
es

s D
ist

ric
t i

s t
hr

iv
in

g 
du

e 
to

 th
e 

sig
ni

fic
an

t r
es

id
en

tia
l b

as
e 

in
 

H
ist

or
ic

 U
pt

ow
n 

an
d 

O
ld

 N
or

th
ea

st
.

To
w

nh
ou

se
s 

an
d 

ot
he

r 
fo

rm
s 

of
 m

ed
iu

m
 

de
ns

ity
 r

es
id

en
tia

l 
in

 t
he

 n
ei

gh
bo

rh
oo

d 
in

cr
ea

se
 

ho
us

in
g 

ch
oi

ce
s 

an
d 

ex
pa

nd
 

op
po

rtu
ni

tie
s 

fo
r 

a 
ra

ng
e 

of
 h

ou
se

ho
ld

 
ty

pe
s. 

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701
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(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL

13
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.
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HISTORIC UPTOWN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 

(RE)IMAGINE
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 
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Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    
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Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  

TO
TA

L P
O

PU
LA

TIO
N

9
4

1
TO

TA
L H

O
US

IN
G

 U
N

ITS
 6

3
8

RE
N

TE
D

5
9

.1
%

O
W

N
ED

4
0

.9
%

OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS
482

historic uptown zone 1

NON-RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:0.6

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

1
9

0
,9

4
3

JUST LAND VALUE
$83,505

JUST BLDG VALUE
$83,489

RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:1.5

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

8
3

,8
6

2

JUST LAND VALUE
$34,347

JUST BLDG VALUE
$54,747

Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701
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(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.

(RE)PRESENT

COMPLETE STREETS SHARED LANE MARKINGS

ACTIVE COMMERCIAL FRONTAGE GREEN ALLEYS

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL

13
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.
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HISTORIC UPTOWN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 

(RE)IMAGINE
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 
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Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    
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Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  
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Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

4th AVE N

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701
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Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701

(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.

(RE)PRESENT

COMPLETE STREETS SHARED LANE MARKINGS

ACTIVE COMMERCIAL FRONTAGE GREEN ALLEYS

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.

ST
R

A
T

EG
IE

S

HISTORIC UPTOWN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 
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Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    
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Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  
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Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E
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* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM
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neighborhood vision plan and
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(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.

(RE)PRESENT

COMPLETE STREETS SHARED LANE MARKINGS

ACTIVE COMMERCIAL FRONTAGE GREEN ALLEYS

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
OCtOBER  2012

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL
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HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		

F

Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	

B

Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		
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Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	
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Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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GREEN COMPLETE STREETS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

C

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		
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Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	

B

Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		
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Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	

B

Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		

F

Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	

B

Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		
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Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	
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This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	
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Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		



HOUSING CHOICES means that households in various stages of the human 
lifecycle can put down and maintain roots in the neighborhood even as 
household needs change over time. Firm roots translate to residents who will 
care enough to invest time and effort into keeping their community livable. 
Having attractive, appropriately-scaled and priced multi-family dwellings 
provides housing options for young professionals, empty nesters, aging-in 
and families with low to moderate incomes. Low-rise, medium-density hous-
ing on suitable sites is in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 
Homeownership is still a major goal of many households. By offering hous-
ing choices, homeownership opportunities and neighborhood satisfaction, 
a broader range of households could be marketed to invest in Historic 
Uptown. 

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Locate higher density single-family and multifamily housing along 
residential mixed use corridors with high accessibility.  

Publicize available city and housing authority housing assistance pro-
grams aimed at homeownership (e.g., down payment assistance to 
low- and moderate-income households). 

Offer incentives for renovation of owner-occupied single-family 
housing (e.g., fix up/paint up loans or grants). 

Support compatible infill development and other uses of vacant lots

Apply city or housing authority funds for purchase, renovation, and 
resale of existing housing to low and moderate income households. 
Seek funding for the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of multi-
family rental housing.  

Leverage city resources (e.g., land, housing program funds) through 
partnerships with public and private entities (e.g., housing authorities, 
developers, and lending institutions) and state and federal funding 
assistance programs to create mixed income housing opportunities.

Partner with legal organizations (e.g., Florida Bar) to offer free semi-
nars on landlord/tenant rights, tenant screening, rental contracts and 
other housing topics that would benefit existing and potential resi-
dents.

Market Historic Uptown - its vision, achievements, and brand - to 
potential home buyers.

Explore the merits of Local Historic District designation as tool for 
preserving the neighborhood’s original character. In other communi-
ties, this type of legal protection for historic resources has increased 
property and resale values, promoted economic development and 
community revitalization, increased tourism revenue and created op-
portunities for local jobs.

Collaborate with the City and developers/builders as early as pos-
sible in the design process to provide guidance and support for hous-
ing/site design that is in harmony with Historic Uptown’s fabric and 
character.

Future expansion plans for the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus should 
consider the addition of multi-family housing units to accommodate 
hospital workers and residents displaced by the expansion.

GREEN, COMPLETE STREETS serve the mobility needs of the neighborhood 
and enhance placemaking while minimizing environmental impacts. These 
streets are designed for safe access by all users, including pedestrians, 
bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. A network 
of sidewalks and bikeways expands travel options, including better 
accessibility to transit. Tree canopy, street lighting, and traffic calming help 
create safe street environments where people feel comfortable walking. 
Placemaking elements such as streetscaping and building frontages near 
the sidewalk also make the streets more inviting and functional for walking. 
Streets and alleys are designed to be more environmentally sustainable by 
capturing and treating stormwater in landscaped bio-swales.

GREEN STREETS – MOTOR VEHICLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘local’ street enhancements to non-arterial streets providing 
connectivity to other neighborhoods and intended to accommodate 
predominantly motor vehicle traffic.

GREEN STREETS - PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE EMPHASIS

Facilitate ‘neighborhood’ street enhancements to non-arterial   
streets providing connectivity within the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
and intended to accommodate predominantly pedestrian and bicycle 
traffic.

TRAFFIC SAFETY - PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS

Facilitate traffic improvements to enhance pedestrian safety, espe-
cially on the green streets,  including:

Pedestrian crosswalks on 9th AVE N
Enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at 7th AVE N and 5th ST N
Pedestrian signal at 7th AVE N and 4th ST N

	 Traffic	signal	at	HIGHLAND	ST	N	and	7th	AVE	N

GREEN COMPLETE STREETS NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS feature a mix of uses - often 
commercial and residential - arranged to be highly accessible by foot 
traffic. These centers are located along major thoroughfares where they 
are readily accessible to surrounding residential areas and existing or 
future transit service. New and infill commercial as well as higher density 
housing will be encouraged as part of the overall land use mix in these 
centers and corridors. Major gateway corridors and existing commercial 
centers can be infilled to provide a diverse selection of housing, shopping, 
and recreational choices within walking distance of the residential core of 
the neighborhood. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CENTERS

Create a hierarchy of neighborhood activity centers that fit into the 
existing neighborhood context and are highly accessible by transit, 
pedestrians, bicycles and automobiles.

The ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT takes advantage of the park 
setting of Round Lake and historical character of the surrounding 
development to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use 
center in the heart of Historic Uptown with a focus on art-related 
commercial uses. 

THE SQUARE on SEVENTH represents the revitalization of the 
commercial district on DR MLK JR/9th St N and district expansion on 
7th Ave N between DR MLK JR and 8th St N. Envisioned is a vibrant, 
pedestrian-friendly center with shopping, cafés, and a public square 
for neighborhood events. The center would be oriented to the Historic 
Uptown Neighborhood but also serve other city neighborhoods. 

COMMERCIAL MIXED-USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible uses such as neighborhood commercial, small 
offices, and live-work dwellings along commercial mixed-use 
corridors:

4th ST N (5th Ave to 12th Ave N)
	 Dr.	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr/9th	Street	N		(5th	Ave	N	to	12th	Ave	N)

RESIDENTIAL MIXED USE CORRIDORS

Cluster compatible residential uses such as higher density single-
family and multifamily housing along residential mixed use corridors:

9th AVE N (4th St N to 16th St N)
	 5th	AVE	N	(4th	St	N	to	DR	MLK	JR/9th	St	N)

16th ST N (5th Ave N to 9th Ave N)

Support development regulations requiring or incentivizing 
pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development in Neighborhood 
Activity Centers, including primary building facades that are close 
to the sidewalk and streetscape elements such as storefronts with 
outdoor seating.

Ensure appropriate transitional uses and building scale between 
Mixed-Use Centers and Mixed-Use Corridors and surrounding 
residential areas.

Create more places and activities where neighbors can come together 
and get to know each other.

Establish a “buy local first” program to support locally-owned 
businesses. Explore ways to reward local businesses that are engaged 
in neighborhood affairs.

PLACEMAKING & BRANDING are ways of instilling and exhibiting commu-
nity pride. Through placemaking, residents create special destinations with-
in the neighborhood for enjoyment of the environment (built and natural) 
and the company of others. When these destinations are expressions of the 
community’s character and shared values, their status is elevated within the 
community and beyond. The authentic and distinctive qualities of place are 
fodder for the neighborhood brand and branding effort. A neighborhood 
brand can reinvigorate and reunite a community by conveying the unique 
attributes that set it apart. The branding effort aims to make the brand 
well-known and includes messaging, materials, and interactions among 
people. All neighborhood stakeholders should be invited to participate in 
developing the Historic Uptown brand. This measure will ensure there is a 
large palette of ideas from which to build the brand and, ultimately, broad 
community support and ownership of the brand.

ROUND LAKE ARTS DISTRICT

Capitalize on the park setting at Round Lake and its historical char-
acter to create a vibrant, neighborhood-oriented, mixed-use center 
in the heart of Historic Uptown. The proposed Round Lake Arts District 
could focus on art-oriented commercial uses in the area. The emerg-
ing arts district and the historical and physical assets in the vicinity of 
Round Lake could be the basis of the neighborhood brand. 

Enhance the beauty and function of Round Lake Park by installing 
brick walkways, curbs, crosswalks, flowering plants, and lighting.

GATEWAYS

Use a hierarchy of gateways along major neighborhood streets to 
reinforce Historic Uptown’s identity and brand and provide visual 
cues of arrival in the neighborhood. Primary gateways will feature 
distinctive architectural elements as part of buildings, monuments, 
or other structures. Secondary gateways will feature signage and 
flags/banners. Customize neighborhood gateways using architectur-
al elements, signs, banners and other features that reflect the identity 
and distinct character of Historic Uptown. 

COMPLETE STREETS

Promote neighborhood events and occasions by installing streetlight 
banners or flags along complete street corridors. 

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

Initiate community art projects such as murals, living sculpture (topi-
ary) or sidewalk chalk art. Public art projects raise community pride 
and cooperation between local residents, businesses, and govern-
ment. Invite local artists to lead the community in designing and pro-
ducing public art that conveys an interesting aspect of the Historic 
Uptown story. Seek direction from City agencies about technical, le-
gal and permitting considerations for public art projects.

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

Organize local events that attract visitors to the neighborhood and 
support the local economy such as walking tours, historic bungalow 
tours, movies in the park, food/music strolls or ‘shop local’ days. Re-
purpose public open space to accommodate neighborhood events or 
identify opportunities to develop new public open space. The best 
locations for events are those with high visibility and accessibility. 
Design open space in human scale and allow for flexibility of use.

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING

HEALTHY LIVING is promoted through accessibility to resources and 
activities that support personal health and well-being. Healthy lifestyles are 
fundamentally dependent on neighborhood design. The ease of walking or 
biking for transportation or exercise, availability and proximity of parks 
for recreation and social interaction, and ability to buy or grow fresh food 
are some of the indicators of a healthy neighborhood.  

PARKS AND OPEN SPACES

Reactivate existing parks and open spaces with landscaping, multi-
use trail linkages, interactive playgrounds and amenities such as 
public seating, water fountains, etc.:
•	 Innovative	park	and	landscape	design
•	 Grassroots	planning	to	 increase	perceived	sense	of	safety	 in	parks	

and other neighborhood open spaces
•	 Increase	interactive	educational	programs	opportunities	for	children	

and others in parks
•	 Brand	parks	so	that	community	members	have	a	sense	of	ownership
•	 Incorporate	 public	 art	 and	 inspirational	 landscape	 architecture	 to	
draw	people	and	foster	creativity	and	imagination	

Expand resident accessibility to open spaces by creating new pocket 
parks and gathering places such as public squares and plazas.

Create a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities (including 
shared lanes) to improve access to parks and open spaces. Good 
accessibility to parks is essential to their utilization. 

GREEN ALLEYS

Improve alleys in residential and commercial areas as green 
infrastructure (e.g., stormwater pervious pavement and landscaping) 
and improve their utility as neighborhood open space.

By reducing impervious surfaces, installing bioswales and increasing 
the amount of landscaping, the neighborhood alleys can be used to 
manage stormwater flooding and facilitate groundwater recharge. 
Increased utilization of alleyways, both residential and commercial, as 
open space is a tool to reduce crime and vandalism that is prevalent 
in alleyways. Commercial alleyways can be used for outdoor seating 
and additional off-street parking.

COMMUNITY GARDENS

Organize community-led efforts to ‘green’ vacant lots and other 
underutilized or problem open spaces for use as public amenities, 
such as community gardens or urban arboriculture. In Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, community gardens and other grassroots projects (e.g., 
pocket parks and playgrounds) have been successful in addressing 
vandalism, littering, and depressed property values that often 
accompany vacant lots or neglected spaces. Seek direction from city 
agencies relative to technical, legal and permitting needs.

Identify suitable locations for community gardens in the neighborhood, 
which may include vacant lots and unused yard areas of churches, 
schools or other public/semi-public facilities. Cultivation can be in-
ground in planting beds or above-ground in containers. Seek guidance 
and other available resources offered by the St. Petersburg Area 
Chamber of Commerce Sustainable Urban Agriculture Coalition and 
Pinellas County Extension for startup and operation of community 
gardens.

PARKS & OPEN SPACE

build a RESILIENT COMMUNITY
A resilient community responds and adapts to changes in the environment 
- social, economic, and natural - by looking ahead and planning for 
shifts in demographics, technology, costs of living, government policy 
and investment and other forces of change in the neighborhood. A 
resilient community relies on its well-developed networks and lines of 
communication to reorganize and reroute information and resources 
as needed to ensure the long-term viability of the neighborhood and 
community quality of life. Finally, a resilient community strives for greater 
levels of neighborhood satisfaction knowing that ‘place attachment’ can 
mean sustained neighborhood investment and involvement. 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update is a tool for achieving 
greater neighborhood satisfaction and resiliency. The plan identifies 
projects and programs to enhance and synergize existing neighborhood 
assets for the benefit of all neighborhood stakeholders, present and 
future.

create a GREAT PLACE to live
The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan recognizes the elements of a 
great neighborhood. A great neighborhood has resources that allow all 
residents to live active, healthful, and fulfilling lives. The foundation of a 
great neighborhood is its livability—the quality of the built and natural 
environments, economic prosperity, social stability and equity, education-
al opportunity, and cultural, entertainment, and recreation possibilities.

A great neighborhood is safe, walkable, and inviting, and has attractive 
and comfortable spaces for playing, relaxing, and socializing. Complete 
streets accommodate multiple forms of travel throughout the neighbor-
hood. Vibrant business districts are destinations for shopping, dining, and 
gathering. Local businesses offer goods and services regularly used by 
residents and also create jobs for the neighborhood’s workforce. Social 
problems such as crime and homelessness are managed through neigh-
borhood partnerships with the city and non-profits. Trees, natural drain-
age ways, and other green infrastructure provide a range of ecosystem 
services to the neighborhood including assimilating pollution, managing 
stormwater, and supporting wildlife, while also creating beauty. 

foster STRONG PARTNERSHIPS 
Strong relationships among neighborhood stakeholders and partners are 
the foundation of resilient communities and great neighborhoods. Through 
involvement of residents, business owners, other stakeholders and partners 
in neighborhood matters, the sense of neighborhood ownership and pride 
is expanded and strengthened and more action and accomplishment 
is possible. In a community that works together toward shared goals, 
people feel acknowledged, valued and cared for, and yearn to give 
back to their community. As a result, the community becomes greater than 
the sum of the parts. 

Well-developed social networks and past achievements through 
partnerships with other organizations are Historic Uptown strengths 
that will be important to future neighborhood success stories. Continued 
collaboration between the Historic Uptown community and city 
government will also be essential to implementing the Neighborhood 
Plan and addressing issues or opportunities that emerge.

A Use	 the	 ‘green’	 zone	 effectively	 to	manage	 stormwater	 runoff	
and	 increase	 urban	 green	 space.	 Maintaining	 existing	 brick	
paved	streets,	hexblock	sidewalks	and	granite	curbs	is	a	critical	
consideration.

Complete	streets	accommodate	pedestrians,	bicyclists,	motorists,	
and	transit	users
Photo	Credit:	City	of	St.	Petersburg,	FL
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9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

in HISTORIC UPTOWN

7th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N CRESCENT	LAKE	DRIVE

9th	AVE	N	from	4th	ST	N	to	16th	ST	N

Neighborhood	 scale,	 pedestrian-friendly	 centers	 and	 corridors	
that	support	the	local	economy.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX			

Human-scaled	 facades	 with	 transparency	 and	 streetscaping	
elements	create	interest.
Photo	Credit:	Bishop	Arts	District,	Dallas,	TX		

Revitalize	existing	commercial	areas	with	compatible	infill	uses.
Photo	Credit:	Espanola	Way,	South	Beach,	Miami,	FL	
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Garden	apartments	provide	a	medium-density	multifamily	housing	
option	in	a	low-scale	setting.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder		

Townhomes	allow	for	higher	density	single-family	housing	choices	
that	can	also	be	affordable.
Photo	Credit:	Eight	on	the	Park,	Seattle,	FL

Mixed-use	buildings	with	commercial	ground	floors	and	residential	
on	upper	floors	is	a	livable	alternative.
Photo	Credit:	Celebration,	FL	/	Shilpa	Mehta		

F

Multi-use	 trails	 on	 under-utilized	 land	 that	 connect	 parks	 can	
improve	park	utilization.
Photo	Credit:	Dinky	Trail,	FL	/	Whit	Blanton		

Community	gardens	 transform	vacant	 lots	 into	community	focal	
points.
Photo	Credit:	Portland	Community	Gardens	Program		

Seating,	shade	and	interactive	playgrounds	are	ways	to	reactivate	
a	park.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Jared	Schnieder	

Permeable	 paving	 and	 bio-swales	 repurpose	 alleys	 into	 usable	
open	space.
Photo	Credit:	Green	City	Diaries	

G

H

I

This	street	art	creates	beauty	and	interest	in	an	unexpected	way	
and	also	performs	as	traffic	calming.
Photo	Credit:	www.greatcity.org	/	intersection	painting		

Walking	tours	are	a	great	way	to	really	experience	the	sights	and	
sounds	of	the	neighborhood	and	share	its	history.
Photo Credit:  

Some	public	art,	like	this	chalk	art,	can	be	accomplished	in	short	
timeframes	and	on	small	budgets	by	professionals	and	novices.
Photo	Credit:	Zephyrhills,	FL	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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The ‘GREEN’ zone is a flexible landscape buffer that 
supports the ‘PEDESTRIAN’ zone and can be located 
adjacent to the roadway or private frontage based 
on property use and access.

The ‘BIKE’ zone facilitates safe and covenient bicycle movement while 
minimizing conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Shared lane markings 
allow bicyclists to safely share a lane with vehicular traffic lane and 
provide an alternative to dedicated bike lanes in areas with limited 
road right-of-way.

Right-sized	 squares	 and	 plazas	 with	 amenities,	 such	 as	 public	
seating,	and	surrounded	by	suitable	land	uses.
Photo	Credit:	New	College,	Sarasota,	FL	

B

Protecting	 the	historic	 character	of	 the	neighborhood	 including	
building,	 brick	 paved	 streets,	 hexblock	 sidewalks	 and	 granite	
curbs	enhances	property	value.
Photo	Credit:	Historic	Uptown	/	Tammy	Vrana		
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(RE)VISION HISTORIC UPTOWN

A desirable location, great bones and grassroots action are 
fueling positive change in St. Petersburg’s Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood. Working together, neighborhood stakeholders 
have strengthened sense of community and place in an effort 
to enhance Historic Uptown’s livability, economic viability 
and long-term sustainability. The community’s most recent 
accomplishment, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan, 
marks a significant milestone in the neighborhood’s long history 
and tradition of community involvement.

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan represents an update 
of the 1991 Round Lake Neighborhood Plan, which addressed 
multiple neighborhoods including the area known today as the 
Historic Uptown. The neighborhood plan update focuses solely 
on Historic Uptown, generally located north of 5th Avenue 
North to 12th Avenue North between Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr/9th Street North and 4th Street and from 5th Avenue North 
to 9th Avenue North between 9th Street and 16th Street. The 
planning process was initiated by the City of St. Petersburg in 
early 2012 to engage current residents, businesses and other 
stakeholders in refreshing the neighborhood vision, action 
strategies and priorities, and continue the momentum that 
started with the adoption of the 1991 plan.

HISTORIC UPTOWN

Historic Uptown is primarily a residential neighborhood with 
neighborhood-scale business districts and close proximity to 
Downtown St. Petersburg, a thriving urban center. North-south 
thoroughfares 4th Street, 9th Street/M. L. King Street and 
16th Street and east-west thoroughfares 5th Avenue and 9th 
Avenue form distinct neighborhood boundaries. Development 
in Historic Uptown dates back to the turn of the 20th century in 
the early days of the City of St. Petersburg. 

The neighborhood has many assets and attributes that appeal 
to a wide array of residents, businesses and visitors. Family-
friendly and cultural activities, parks, independent businesses, 
quaint business districts, sociocultural diversity, historic structures 
and settings, and mature tree cover are some of the reasons 
that people are attracted to Historic Uptown. St. Anthony’s 
Hospital is the neighborhood’s largest employer and is an 
active member of the community. Surrounding neighborhoods, 
such as Historic Old Northeast, also contribute to Historic 
Uptown’s stability and desirability. 

Like many urban neighborhoods, especially ones having 
endured a century, Historic Uptown is not without challenges. 
Aging infrastructure, negligent landlords, street crime and 
economic and social disinvestment are issues that are typical 
at some point in time in urban neighborhoods. Historic Uptown’s 
resurgence is attributable to its rediscovery by young families, 
urban professional and blue collar workers and ‘creatives’. 
These residents and business owners have brought attention to 
the neighborhood’s needs while offering a hand in the solutions.

Despite an attractive location, residential charm and citywide growth, Historic Uptown saw a steady 
decline in population and housing over the last two decades. Neighborhood population fell from 3,705 in 
1990 to 3,265 in 2000 and again in 2010 to 2,789 (U.S. Census). The decline in neighborhood housing 
units is mainly attributable to expansion of the St. Anthony’s Hospital campus, which in turn has been a 
stabilizing factor in area property assessments.

PURPOSE

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan establishes the 
neighborhood’s long-term vision and an action plan 
and priorities for achieving the vision. The plan builds 
on Historic Uptown’s strengths and assets, and seeks 
to preserve and enhance the neighborhood’s historic 
fabric and unique character. Expanded mobility and 
accessibility for all segments of the community and 
integration with surrounding city neighborhoods and 
downtown are central features of the plan. 

Community partnerships, collaboration and leveraging 
of resources will be integral to implementation of 
the plan as several of the actions are intended to be 
community initiated and orchestrated. The Plan will also 
inform city decision making for policy, land use, project 
or program actions that could influence the achievement 
of the Historic Uptown vision. 

HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The planning process for the Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan began in early 2012 as a 
collaboration of the Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Association and the City of St. Petersburg. The process 
focused on maximizing community engagement 
opportunities while guiding neighborhood stakeholders 
through discrete steps to develop a vision and action 
strategies.  

Initially, neighborhood stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the “Getting to Know You” workshop 
to identify neighborhood issues and opportunities.  A 
second workshop, “(Re)Imagine the Neighborhood” 
engaged the community in activities to identify core 
neighborhood values and vision for the future. Draft plan 
recommendations were presented at the “(Re)Presenting 
Historic Uptown – Vision Plan and Recommendations” 
open house. The final Historic Uptown Neighborhood 
Plan recommendations were refined based on input by 
neighborhood stakeholders and city staff. Over fifty 
neighborhood residents and stakeholders participated 
in the workshops.
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HISTORIC UPTOWN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

was initiated by the
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

participants included
HISTORIC UPTOWN

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
MLK BUSINESS DISTRICT

4th ST BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

ISSUES & OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIESCreate a safe neighborhood
Minimize crime, specifically prostitution and illegal drug activity
Increase participation in the neighborhood Crime Watch
Address transient activity, homeless loitering, and panhandling
Identify and abate nuisance properties (residential and commercial)
Identify and help take care of people in need 
Encourage more police presence

CRIME
Eliminating crime in Historic Uptown is the neighborhood’s top priority. Specific 
concerns are reducing street crimes (e.g., prostitution and illegal drug sales) 
and incivilities (e.g., loitering and littering), abating nuisance properties and 
conditions that attract crime, and reinforcing programs to manage crime.

Share responsibility in addressing neighborhood issues
Persuade landlords to care for and be more involved in the neighborhood

Foster acquaintanceships and communication among neighbors
Encourage more involvement by neighbors west of 7th Street

Inspire neighbors to take care of property they own or rent
Clean up eyesore multi-family properties/address other problem properties

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Boosting the number of involved neighbors, businesses, and landlords is viewed 

as an essential ingredient in achieving the neighborhood’s goals and vision.

Create an aesthetically-pleasing community
Beautify public and private property

Make neighborhood parks more attractive and better utilized
Enhance Round Lake Park, including the Banyan tree, to serve as a community 

focal point  
Reduce the number of vacant lots and unoccupied homes

Eliminate substandard housing
Create more uniformity in landscaping and signage

Address deficiencies (‘pot holes’ and streets, unlit areas, rotting streetlight poles, 
and trim tree canopy overgrowth

Create safer walking, biking, and driving conditions on neighborhood streets, 
especially Highland St N, 4th St N, 7th Ave N, and 9th Ave N 

Implement traffic calming, especially on main corridors
Add more bicycle lanes

Deter traffic on 7th Ave N to make the neighborhood quieter
Clean up alleys

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENTS & PLACEMAKING
Making Historic Uptown an attractive place was a widely discussed issue. The 
discussion included visual and aesthetic issues such as improving Round Lake 
Park, traffic calming, streetscaping and lighting, as well as structural issues such 
as infilling vacant lots/homes and improving substandard housing.

Encourage more business involvement and communication with the community
Strengthen 4th Street and 9th Street business districts
Eliminate incompatible commercial uses
Increase neighborhood-oriented businesses 
Identify and attract businesses that are compatible with a walkable community

COMMERCIAL USES
The discussion around area businesses and commercial uses ranged from 
eliminating commercial uses from the neighborhood core to enhancing the 
business districts along 4th Street and 9th Street. 

NEIGHBORHOOD BRANDING
Developing a distinct identity for the neighborhood that attracts new residents 
and businesses to the area is an important issue. The neighborhood branding 
issue was seen as a priority action item by the participants.

Develop a distinct identity and brand for Historic Uptown that communicates 
what is special and unique about the neighborhood and inspires its discovery by 
potential

Develop close relationship with City
Achieve designation as local historic district 

Encourage more home ownership

RESOURCES
Neighborhood Partnership Program and the City of St. Petersburg were seen 
as essential local resources that can be leveraged to improve Historic Uptown. 
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Zone 3 has fewer housing units 
compared to other zones with a high 
proportion of rental properties. The 
high non-residential assessed value 
and LIR is largely due to St. Anthony’s 
Hospital and related professional 
medical uses in this zone. 

TO
TA

L P
O

PU
LA

TIO
N

1
,2

4
3

TO
TA

L H
O

US
IN

G
 U

N
ITS

 9
1

3

RE
N

TE
D

8
1

.5
%

O
W

N
ED

1
8

.5
%

OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS
687

historic uptown zone 2

NON-RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:1.4

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

3
5

8
,6

2
0

JUST LAND VALUE
$151,261

JUST BLDG VALUE
$198,057

RESIDENTIAL L:I RATIO
1:2.9

AS
SE

SS
ED

 V
AL

UE
$

9
7

,8
4

3

JUST LAND VALUE
$21,615

JUST BLDG VALUE
$68,759

Zone 2 is a largely residential 
area  focused on Round Lake with 
commercial uses on 4th St N and 
9th St N. This results in the high 
residential assessed value and LIR in 
this zone. This zone also has a high 
proportion of rental properties.    
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Compared to the City of St. Petersburg, Historic Uptown 
has a significantly lower housing units occupancy rate and 
a higher proportion of rental properties. The presence 
of St. Anthony’s Hospital in Historic Uptown .influences 
the high non-residential assessed value and LIR in the 
neighborhood as compared to the city as a whole.  
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Zone 1 is a relatively stable 
residential area in Historic Uptown 
as demonstrated by the lower 
proportion of rental properties in 
the zone.    

St. Petersburg has a relatively 
high housing occupancy rate  and 
a significantly lower proportion 
of rental properties compared to 
Historic Uptown. The city also has a 
high residential LIR.     

Notes:
This profile is based on Census 2010 data and Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Real Property database.
Percent Owned and Rental are computed as a proportion of Occupied Housing Units.
Land to Improvement Ratio (LIR or L:I Ratio)represents for the relationship between land value and improved/
building value.     
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

* Presentation of Neighborhood Vision Plan and Plan Recommendations at 7:00 PM

Over the past few months, you helped us 
(re)imagine Historic Uptown and defi ne a revised 

vision for the neighborhood that

supports a RESILIENT COMMUNITY,

 creates a GREAT PLACE to live, and 

fosters STRONG PARTNERSHIPS.  

Now we need you to tell us if we heard you loud 
and clear by providing us with feedback on the 

neighborhood vision plan and
plan recommendations.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a neighborhood 
plan update open house. This open house is an 
opportunity for you to get familiar with and share 
your thoughts on the neighborhood vision plan and 
plan recommendations.

P R E S E N T I N G
HISTORIC UPTOWN

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com  FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete  

OPEN HOUSE
AUGUST 7, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 pm*

NOVA 535, 535 dr mlk jr st n, st. petersburg, fl 33701
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(RE)IMAGINE

(RE)VISION

ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES
Results from the workshops where the residents identified issues 
and opportunities for the neighborhood and also specific locations 
where these issues needed to be addresed.

(RE)PRESENT
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Complete Street
as a fully functional unit including streetscaping and 
street frontage.

A A

Improve Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
by closing existing gaps and encouraging  
alternative routes. 

B B

Utilize Alleyways 
as a ‘green’ resource using pervious paving and 
landscaping elements such as bio swales.

C C

Reduce Through Traffic
with traffic calming, one way streets and street 
closures where feasible.

D D

Street Lighting 
with human scale lighting fixtures that provide 
appropriate lighting levels for pedestrians.  

E E

Encourage Watching
by increasing level of social/recreational activity 
and providing public seating in public spaces.

F F

Activate Commercial Frontage
With more street frontage, glass storefronts and 
outdoor seating.

G G

Cluster Compatible Uses
such as neighborhood commercial, small offices and 
multifamily housing.

H H

Multifamily Housing
that is low rise and medium density such as 
townhomes and garden apartments. 

I I

Reactivate Parks and Open Spaces
through appropriate landscaping, multi-use trails, 
and/or play grounds where appropriate.

J

Community Gardens
or urban arboriculture as a way to utilize vacant lots 
and underutilized open spaces.

K

Initiate Public Art Projects
such as murals, sculptures, or sidewalk chalk in areas 
of blight

L L

Neighborhood Branding
by leveraging the historical and physical assets of 
the neighborhood such as Round Lake.

M M

Walking Tour
to highlight strengths of the neighborhood and 
attract new residents and businesses.

N N

Events Programming
to connect neighborhood residents and attract new 
residents and businesses.

O O

PUBLIC ART PROJECTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

PARKS & OPEN SPACES

NEIGHBORHOOD EVENTS

This map shows the future land use designations for the Historic Uptown neighborhood and surrounding areas. The 
neighborhood is mostly residential with mixed use around Round Lake and along major corridors (4th St N, 9th St N, 
and 16th St N). St. Anthony’s Hospital and related uses are designated as institutional and mixed use.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MEETING
FEBRUARY 13, 2012 7:00 to 8:30 PM

SUNSHINE CENTER 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, FL

The Historic Uptown (formerly Round Lake) Neighborhood Plan is being 
updated to create a framework for positive change in the coming years 
while preserving existing community character. The Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Association and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department invite you to become an active participant in 
the update process.

getting to know you
The fi rst meeting is about getting to know you and your neighborhood. 
It is also an opportunity for you to get to know your neighbors. We 
will introduce the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update project 
and the project team. This will be followed by facilitated exercises that 
build connections between neighbors and help us better understand the 
strengths of your neighborhood. 

CONTACT:  Susan Ajoc Director, Neighborhood Partnership, City of St. Petersburg
 EMAIL: susan.ajoc@stpete.org  PHONE: (727) 892-5141
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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE
OCtOBER  2012

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN UPDATE

Together we will (re)imagine Historic Uptown as 
a safe and vibrant neighborhood, and define a

SHARED VISION 
for the neighborhood. This workshop is about 

VALUES
What kind of neighborhood do we want to be? 

and
ACTION

How do we get there?
 Let your imagination free and share your vision 

for Historic Uptown with your neighbors.

YOU’RE INVITED
Join the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association 
and the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood 
Partnership Department for a visioning workshop. 
This workshop is an opportunity for you to share 
your vision for Historic Uptown and to define the 
values that will shape this neighborhood in the 
coming years. 

IMAGINE
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

R
E

for more information or to rsvp for this workshop, contact:  
LAURIE STRAUSS PRESIDENT, HISTORIC UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
EMAIL: historicuptown@gmail.com FACEBOOK: historic uptown neighborhoods, st pete / events

NEIGHBORHOOD VISIONING WORKSHOP
MAY 1, 2012 / 6:30 to 8:30 PM

AMERICAN RED CROSS / 818 4th Street N, St. Petersburg, FL

13
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE NEW HISTORIC 
UPTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN ("NEW PLAN"), WHICH 
REPLACES THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN APPROVED IN 
1991; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO 
INITIATE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED IN 
THE NEW PLAN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City's Neighborhood Planning Program has been approved by the 
City Council of the City of St. Petersburg and is mandated by the City's Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on February 13, 2012, the Historic Uptown Neighborhood began its 
effort to update its 1991 neighborhood plan ("Old Plan"); and 

· · WHEREAS, the planning · area boundaries generally extend from 5th - ·· 1 th 
Avenues North between 4th- Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr Streets North and from 5th- 9th 
Avenues North between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr- 16th Streets North; and 

WHEREAS, Historic Uptown Neighborhood residents and property owners worked 
with Renaissance Planning Group, Inc and community services staff to identify their 
priorities and to update their Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, at the October 1, 2013 neighborhood association meeting, residents 
and property owners, in attendance, unanimously supported the New Historic Uptown 
Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan") to replace the Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 15, 2013, the St. Petersburg Planning and Visioning 
Commission conducted a public hearing and found the New Plan consistent with the St. 
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and 

· WHEREAS, on October 31, 2013, the City Council Public Services and 
Infrastructure Committee recommended that a public hearing on the New Plan be held on 
December 19, 2013, and that the City Council approve the New Plan after the public 
hearing; and 

WHEREAS, City Council conducted a public hearing on the New Plan on 
December 19, 2013, after notifying all property owners and residents within the planning 
area, to consider the findings and advice of aiL interested parties and the 
recommendations of the Planning & Visioning Commission and City Council Public 
Services and Infrastructure Committee concerning the New Plan. 



NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the New Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), 
which replaces the neighborhood plan approved in 1991 is hereby accepted. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
initiate the development of regulations, programs and projects as identified in the New 
Plan to the extent they are consistent with the City's plans, goals and objectives and 
within the approved budget. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and content: 

Administration 
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Attached documents for item Resolution accepting the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan 

("New Plan"), which replaces the Neighborhood Plan approved in 1993; and authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to initiate projects and programs identified in the New Plan. 



MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

TO: Karl Nurse, City Council Chair, and Members of St. Petersburg City Council 

FROM: Susan Ajoc, Community Services Director SPA 

DATE: December 19, 2013 

SUBJECT: Approval of the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan 

Attached for your review and discussion is the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan, which 
replaces the neighborhood plan approved in the early 1990's, prepared by the residents, 
property owners and stakeholders of the Old Southeast Neighborhood and the consulting firm, 
Tindale-Oiiver & Associates, Inc. 

BACKGROUND: 
In the early 1990s, the Old Southeast Neighborhood initiated the original neighborhood planning 
process with the City's Planning Department staff. The implementation of the original 
neighborhood projects included: creation of and landscaping of a bypass road, gateway 
landscaping, and the creation of three "contemplative" nodes in Lassing Park. 

In 2011, the City issued a Request for Proposal for Neighborhood Plan Update Consulting 
Services. City entered into contract with two firms. Tindale-Oiiver & Associates, Inc. was 
selected to work with the Old Southeast Neighborhood. 

On March 20, 2012, a community workshop was held at the Bayboro House to identify 
neighborhood assets & concerns and brainstorm on potential priorities. The workshop was 
followed by a survey of the neighborhood residents & property owners. Surveys were distributed 
door to door and also available online. There were 92 responses received. On May 30, 2012, a 
follow-up community workshop was at the Religious Society of Friends House. Participants 
discussed goals (or themes), ranked their priorities (consensus building) and discussed potential 
strategies. From the discussions and rankings a draft plan was developed then reviewed by the 
various City departments. 

On September 18, 2013, a neighborhood-wide meeting was held to discuss the conceptual Plan 
and ask for neighborhood support. Residents and property owners were noticed by US Mail. 
The 48 participants in attendance supported the Plan Update unanimously. 

On October 15, 2013, the Planning & Visioning Commission reviewed, found the Plan Update 
consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan and supported the Plan Update unanimously with 
the proposed minor language amendments. They recommended that it be forwarded to the City 
Council PSI Committee for review on October 31, 2013. On October 31, 2013, the City Council 
Public Services & Infrastructure Committee reviewed and supported the Plan Update as 
amended then recommended that it be moved forward to the full City Council for final public 
hearing and acceptance. 



THE PLAN: 
There are five (5) elements in the Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan Update: Building 
Neighborhood Identity, Connecting to the Neighborhood, Pathways & Mobility, Environmental 
Initiatives and Lassing Park. The Plan will replace the previously accepted Old Southeast 
Neighborhood Plan and provide guidelines for future development and community building within 
the Old Southeast Neighborhood. Some of the main recommendations of the plan include: 

Building Neighborhood Identity- Arts Focused: 
1. Implement the Artist Enclave Overlay District in Old Southeast. 
2. Host seasonal arts events. 
3. Support public art in the neighborhood. 

Connecting to the Neighborhood: 
1. Develop a Social Media Plan. 
2. Create new website with blog, photo gallery & a-newsletter. 
3. Develop a neighborhood directory. 
4. Collaborate with neighborhood & community partners. 
5. Collaborate with Community Tampa Bay to create a neighborhood diversity event. 

Pathways & Mobility: 
1. Improve connections that are multi-modal. 
2. Neighborhood will conduct bi-annual sidewalk & alley assessments. 
3. Schedule quarterly alley cleanups. 
4. Identify locations for additional street lights. 
5. Encourage alley greening projects. 
6. Create alley art gallery event. 

Environmental Initiatives: 
1. Establish an Environmental Initiatives Committee (landscaping) 
2. Launch an education campaign to reduce shoreline erosion at Lassing Park. 
3. Develop recycling campaign and strategies to track neighborhood recycling volumes. 
4. Consider the feasibility of green streets. 

Plan Lassing Park: 
1. Coordinate with Parks & Recreation staff to identify ongoing enhancements. 
2. Conduct quarterly cleanups. 
3. Communicate the history of the Park and allowable uses. 

COST/FUNDING ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 
No estimated cost was determined. Many recommendations are policy related or may be 
addressed through operations within the various City Departments. 

RECOMMENDATION 
The Administration recommends that City Council hold a final public hearing and approve the 
attached resolution to accept the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan . 

ATTACHMENT: New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan & Acceptance Resolution 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE NEW OLD SOUTHEAST 
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN ("NEW PLAN"), WHICH 
REPLACES THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN APPROVED IN 
1993; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO 
INITIATE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED IN 
THE NEW PLAN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City's Neighborhood Planning Program has been approved by the 
City Council of the City of St. Petersburg and is mandated by the City's Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on March 20, 2012, the Old Southeast Neighborhood began its effort 
to update its 1993 neighborhood plan ("Old Plan"); and 

WHEREAS, the planning area boundaries general!~ extend from 15th - 25th 
Avenues South from Tampa Bay/Beach Drive Southeast to 4 Street South; and 

WHEREAS, Old Southeast Neighborhood residents and property owners worked 
with Tindale-Oiiver & Associates, Inc and community services staff to identify their 
priorities and to update their Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, at the September 18, 2013 neighborhood association meeting, 
residents and property owners, in attendance, unanimously supported the New Old 
Southeast Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan") to replace the Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 15, 2013, the St. Petersburg Planning and Visioning 
Commission conducted a public hearing and found the New Plan consistent with the St. 
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 31, 2013, the City Council Public Services and 
Infrastructure Committee recommended that a public hearing on the New Plan be held on 
December 19, 2013 and that City Council approve the New Plan after the public hearing; 
and 

WHEREAS, City Council conducted a public hearing on the New Plan on 
December 19, 2013, after notifying all property owners and residents within the planning 
area, to consider the findings and advice of all interested parties and the 
recommendations of the Planning & Visioning Commission and City Council Public 
Services and Infrastructure Committee concerning the New Plan. 



NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), which 
replaces the neighborhood plan approved in 1993 is hereby accepted. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
initiate the development of regulations, programs and projects as identified in the New 
Plan to the extent they are consistent with the City's plans, goals and objectives. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and content: 
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neighborhood priorities and complete the plan.  Community Services will remain closely involved with the 

neighborhood during the implementation of this plan, coordinating City resources and providing technical 

expertise as needed. 
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OSNA is the officially-recognized neighborhood association for the Old Southeast Neighborhood. The association 

was originally organized over twenty years ago and has been an important advocate for neighborhood 

improvement since its inception. The organization was closely involved with the development of the first 
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members,  a five member governing board, and countless others who attend and participate in events hosted by 

the organization.  

A
C

K
N

O
W

LE
D

G
EM

EN
TS

 



ii 

The organization engages neighborhood residents in community events throughout the year.  All OSNA events and 

meetings are open to the entire neighborhood, and the organization's newsletter is distributed to all residences 

within the community, regardless of membership status. Each year, the OSNA sets annual goals for the 

organization, which typically include events and initiatives that the membership wishes to pursue. It has been the 

hope of the organization that this plan document can help set its agenda in the coming years and provide it with 

creative ways to engage the larger community. 

OSNA provided significant technical support and a tremendous amount of “sweat equity” throughout the planning 

effort. Its members coordinated meeting space, published articles in its newsletters, and delivered the 

neighborhood survey to all addresses within the community. Without the commitment of this organization, the 

planning effort would not have been successful. 

Residents and Stakeholders of the Old Southeast Neighborhood 

Ultimately, the success of any planning effort can be judged by the extent of participation by the community it 

affects. The Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan Update had significant participation by residents, business owners, 

and other stakeholders that actively participated in the public workshops and neighborhood surveys.  

The richness and diversity of the neighborhood priorities and potential strategies identified within this plan 

document are a direct result of the time contributed by these individuals during this process. Ultimately, the 

successful implementation of this plan will require their continued involvement and dedication—they must 

continue to build the momentum for improving the neighborhood.  
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In February 2012, the City of St. Petersburg Neighborhood Partnership Department (as of 10/01/12 Community 

Services) began the process of updating the Old Southeast Plan, an endeavor that had not been undertaken in 

nearly 20 years. The original plan, approved in 1992, was the result of significant effort on the part of the 

neighborhood and Planning Department staff. The resulting document defined specific capital improvements 

projects and neighborhood initiatives designed to help transform the aesthetic conditions of the neighborhood 

and, to a lesser extent, improve community participation. 

Twenty years later, much of what was foreseen in the plan has been accomplished, and in 2011, the Neighborhood 

Partnership (now Community Services) decided to invest in re-imagining the plan for the coming years through a 

plan update process. It coordinated closely with the Old Southeast Neighborhood Association (OSNA) in developing 

this concept, and the Planning Team began work in February 2012. 

Part I: Background and Neighborhood Context 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood is located in the southeastern portion of St. Petersburg, just to the south of 

Downtown.  It is generally bordered by the bypass to the north, Tampa Bay to the East, 24th Avenue South to the 

south, and 4th Street South to the west. The neighborhood is located among several eclectic and interesting 

neighborhoods including Tropical Shores to the southeast, Driftwood to the south, and Harbordale to the 

southwest, Bartlett Park to the west and northwest, and Historic Roser Park to the northwest. 

The Old Southeast is primarily a single-family residential neighborhood, though there are some small commercial 

establishments (e.g. Chattaways and Gita Mart) that serve the immediate area. There are also some multi-family 

and institutional uses, which are primarily located along 4th Street South.  The neighborhood has experienced 

significant change over the last twenty years though it has not seen a significant amount of redevelopment. 

Instead, many of the improvements have occurred over time as individuals and investors have made improvements 

to existing housing and building stock. What has emerged over time is a charming waterfront neighborhood that 

contains a diversity of residents from a variety of cultural and socioeconomic backgrounds. 

PART II: Neighborhood Plan Development 

Public Engagement Process  

In order to ensure that the Neighborhood Plan Update contained the vision of the residents and other 

stakeholders, a broad-based public engagement process was developed to offer as many opportunities as possible 

for them to express their opinions and identify priorities for the neighborhood. The process included an initial 

Public Input Workshop, a Neighborhood Survey, and a Consensus Building Workshop where ideas and strategies 

were voted on for inclusion in the plan. Through this process a number of consistent themes emerged which served 

as the framework for the priorities and strategies articulated in the plan. 
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Neighborhood Themes 

Through the Public Engagement Process there were five themes that emerged as areas of focus for the 

Neighborhood Plan. These included Quality Infrastructure, Building Community, Beautiful Neighborhood, Healthy 

Environment, Public Safety/Code Enforcement, and Lassing Park.  For each of these themes an overall goal was 

developed which best described the long-term aspirations of the neighborhood. 

Strategies and Implementation 

In order to build upon existing momentum to achieve neighborhood goals, priorities and strategies were developed 

under five main focus areas. These areas included  Building Neighborhood Identity, Connecting to Community, 

Pathways and Mobility, Environmental Initiatives, and Plan Lassing. For each focus area a number short-term and 

long-term priorities and strategies were developed. In addition a number of case studies were identified which 

provide ideas on how others around the country have succeeded in implementing similar priorities and strategies. 

Conclusion and Future Updates 

The plan concludes with recommendations for an annual prioritization process to occur that will allow the Old 

Southeast to set and refresh its agenda on an annual basis. The plan also recommends more frequent updates to 

priorities and strategies to ensure that it remains fresh with the residents, and that it is adjusted as circumstances 

change and opportunities arise. 
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In February 2012, the City of St. Petersburg 

Neighborhood Partnership (now Community Services) 

began the process of updating the Old Southeast Plan, 

an endeavor that had not been undertaken in nearly 20 

years. The original plan, approved in 1992, was the 

result of significant effort on the part of the 

neighborhood and the Planning Department. The 

resulting document defined specific capital 

improvements projects and neighborhood initiatives 

designed to help transform the aesthetic conditions of 

the neighborhood and, to a lesser extent, improve 

community participation.  

Twenty years later, much of what was foreseen in the 

plan has been accomplished, and in 2012 a process was 

begun to re-imagine the plan. It coordinated closely 

with the Old Southeast Neighborhood Association 

(OSNA) in developing this concept, and the Planning 

Team began work in February 2012.  

For this plan update, a different course that was set 

from the previous effort.  The financial crisis of 2008 

and its effects on City revenues greatly reduced the 

resources that the City had to assist neighborhoods 

with their planning and implementation efforts.  The 

decrease in resources led the Neighborhood 

Partnership to develop a more creative and broad-

based approach to neighborhood plan updates. This 

new approach gave emphasis to community-led 

initiatives and broad-based citizen participation in 

shaping the plan. The purpose of these changes was to 

ensure that flexibility would be built into the plan 

document that would allow for creative 

implementation solutions, regardless of larger 

economic conditions.  

This document is the result of this change in process 

and includes a number of neighbor-led initiatives for 

addressing priorities. The plan identifies strategies that 

could potentially be undertaken, and, where possible, it 

identifies case studies to help the neighborhood make 

the next steps. The implementation of this plan will 

require citizen creativity and action. It is the hope of the 

Community Services Department that the momentum 

gained through the planning process will continue as 

the neighborhood seeks to implement.  

1.1 STRUCTURE OF THE PLAN UPDATE 

Successful neighborhood plans build upon past efforts, 

allowing for a clear connection to be drawn between 

the community's past and future. As noted above, the 

Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan was last updated in 

1993, with the addition of the area south of 22nd 

Avenue South, and for the last 20 years, neighborhood 

2012 
1992 

1974 1901 

Figure 1.1: Timeline History of  the Old Southeast 
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leaders, in close coordination with the City, have 

worked to accomplish the goals and objectives laid out 

in that previous document. This is an important history 

to acknowledge and build upon. In order to seamlessly 

connect the past efforts to future goals, this plan 

update has been structured in the sections listed below. 

 Section 2.0:  The Planning Area – This section of the 

plan gives a description of the planning area and 

the neighborhood context.  

 Section 3.0:  Past Accomplishments – This section 

of the plan will summarize the accomplishments 

that have been made in implementing the current 

neighborhood plan.  

 Section 4.0:  Neighborhood Characteristics – This 

section includes information on the history of the 

Old Southeast neighborhood, its demographics, and 

other characteristics of the neighborhood.  

 Section 5.0:  Purpose and Function of the Plan 

Update – This section of the plan includes an 

update of the land use and demographic and 

economic information about the neighborhood. 

 Section 6.0:  Neighborhood Participation in the 

Update – This section includes a summary of the 

results of the public involvement process that 

occurred in support of the plan update.  

 Section 7.0:  Neighborhood Assets – This section 

includes information on some of the physical and 

social assets of the neighborhood, as identified by 

community members. 

 Section 8.0:  Plan Themes and Goals – This section 

summarizes the neighborhood themes that 

emerged during the public involvement process, 

with goals associated with each of them. 

 Section 9.0:  Strategies and Implementation – This 

section includes descriptions of the short-and long-

term recommended strategies to support plan 

implementation.  

 Section 10.0:  Conclusion and Future Updates 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood is dynamic, and is 

constantly in a state of change. St. Petersburg and the 

Old Southeast are tremendously different now than 20 

years ago, and they will continue to evolve during the 

life of this plan document. The structure of this plan 

memorializes past efforts and connects them to the 

future vision. This provides continuity, and connects all 

residents (past, current, and future) to the efforts of 

those before them. 

 

 

 

Figure 1.2: Sections of the Plan Update  

10 4 7 5 6 3 8 9 2 10 
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1.2 PLAN UPDATE PROCESS 

History of Neighborhood Planning in the Old 

Southeast 

St. Petersburg’s Neighborhood Partnership Program 

was created in 1993 and has focused on community-led 

neighborhood revitalization initiatives and activities. It 

serves to facilitate collaboration between various City 

departments and the residents and businesses that live 

and work in the neighborhoods. The program helps to 

build stronger community relationships, define 

neighborhood goals and issues, and explore alternatives 

for achieving neighborhood and City priorities. The 

existing Neighborhood Plan was adopted by City 

Council Resolution in May of 1993.  The plan addressed 

and suggested improvements for housing, code 

enforcement, land use, infrastructure, landscaping, 

Lassing Park, the neighborhood identity, neighborhood 

security, and financing.   

Planning Process 

The process for updating the neighborhood plan 

included three phases. The first phase was the review 

and assessment of the existing plan to document the 

priorities that had been achieved during the planning 

period. These are documented further in Section 3.0 of 

this document.  The second phase of the planning 

process included the public involvement component 

(described in more detail in Section 6.0), which included 

two workshops and a neighborhood survey. The final 

phase included the updating of the plan priorities and 

potential strategies for the short-term and long-term 

timeframe. 

2. 
PUBLIC 

INVOLVEMENT 

1. 
REVIEW 

3. 
PLAN UPDATE 

Figure 1.3: Plan Update Process 
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This section of the plan contains an introduction to the 

neighborhood planning area and the surrounding 

context.  

2.1 GENERAL LOCATION 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood is located in the 

southeastern portion of St. Petersburg, just to the 

south of Downtown, which is generally located 

between 4th Street South on the west and Tampa Bay 

on the east. Figures 2.1 and 2.2 are maps of the 

neighborhood's general location within St. Petersburg. 

2.2 ADJACENT NEIGHBORHOODS 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood is located adjacent to 

several locally-recognized neighborhoods, including 

Tropical Shores to the southeast, Driftwood to the 

south, Harbordale to the southwest, Bartlett Park to 

the west and northwest, and Historic Roser Park to the 

northwest. Each of these neighborhoods has its own 

recognized associations and coordinates with 

Community Services on identifying priorities and 

implementing plans and projects.  Figure 2.3 is a map of 

neighborhoods adjacent to the Old Southeast 

Neighborhood.  

 

2.3 NEIGHBORHOOD BOUNDARIES 

The specific boundaries of the neighborhood include 

4th Street South to the west, Florida Avenue South, 

25th Avenue South, and 24th Avenue South to the 

south, Tampa Bay to the east, and 15th Avenue 

Southeast, 16th Avenue South, and 17th Avenue South 

to the north. The neighborhood contains approximately 

±194 acres within the overall boundary and ±124 acres 

if right-of-way (streets, alleys, etc.) is excluded.   
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2.0 THE PLANNING AREA 

Figure 2.1: General Location  and Planning Area 



6 Figure 2.2:General Location Map 



    7 Figure 2.3: Adjacent Neighborhoods Map 
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The previous neighborhood plan, adopted in 1993, was 

one of the first such plans adopted by the City of St. 

Petersburg. This document and the process that 

created it were substantive, and the recommendations 

that were included in it were wide-ranging and 

thoughtful. Subsequent to its adoption, the Planning 

Department facilitated the expenditure of City funds for 

completing many of the projects within the plan. In 

addition, the Planning Department worked closely with 

OSNA to obtain grant funding or additional 

improvements. This section of the plan documents the 

past goals that were articulated in the previous plan 

and identifies those that were achieved.  

Through a significant public input process, the previous 

plan articulated goals, objectives, and 

recommendations on a number of topics of 

neighborhood concern. These topics included housing, 

codes and land use, infrastructure, landscaping, and 

Lassing Park. There were goals identified for each of 

these topic areas, which are documented below. 

Housing, Codes, and Land Use 

 Goal 1: Improve the overall appearance of housing 

throughout the neighborhood. 

 Goal 2: The neighborhood should remain a 

residential area and should be buffered from 

surrounding uses that may affect the viability of the 

neighborhood. 

Infrastructure 

 Goal 1: Maintain good condition sidewalks 

throughout the Old Southeast Neighborhood. 

 Goal 2: Maintain good street and alley lighting for 

safety, security and appearance. 

 Goal 3: Improve the condition, appearance, and 

maintainability of alleys. This includes surface 

lighting, vegetation, and trash, etc. 

 Goal 4: Expand the reclaimed water system to 

supply reclaimed water for every residence for the 

purpose of cultivating vegetation to control erosion 

and provide a wholesome appearance. 

 Goal 5: Maintain streets in good condition for 

appearance and safety. Where feasible, have all 

brick residential streets. 

Landscaping 

 Goal 1: To present a detailed landscaping plan to 

P
A

S
T A

C
C

O
M

P
LIS

H
M

EN
TS

 

3.0 PAST ACCOMPLISMENTS 

Figure 3.1: Focus Areas of the Previous Neighborhood Plan 
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the City for the bypass road. Areas to be 

landscaped include the right-of-way along the 

corridor itself, the cul-de-sacs and street diversions 

the corridor will create, and the retention pond on 

the northwest corner of 18th Avenue South and 

2nd Street South 

 Goal 2:  Reinforce and expand on existing landscape 

themes in the entire neighborhood. 

Lassing Park 

 Goal 1:  Maintain the passive character of Lassing 

Park and enhance the park with native, low 

maintenance landscaping. 

There were a number of objectives and 

recommendations identified for each of these goals 

within the plan.  These recommendations included 

specific capital improvement projects (e.g., sidewalk 

improvements, paving alleys, planting landscaping), 

while others were focused on coordination activities 

between the neighborhoods and City staff.  

As shown in the summary tables, there were a number 

of achievements in accomplishing many of the goals 

laid out in the neighborhood. Many required significant 

capital investment, which were funded through the City 

and private sources. Some of these are listed below, 

and Figure 3.2 illustrates previous Neighborhood Plan 

accomplishments, including locations and images of 

many of these improvements from around the 

neighborhood:  

 Completion of the Old Southeast bypass road to 

minimize traffic from the Coast Guard Station and 

Army Reserve Center. 

 Completion of landscaping along the bypass road. 

 Completion of Lassing Park “contemplative spaces.” 

 Installation of neighborhood identity signs. 

 Installation of historically themed streetlights. 

 Planting of trees in rights-of-way. 

 New sidewalk construction and repairs. 

 Designation of a hexagon block sidewalk landmark 

area. 

In addition, there have been significant efforts by the 

neighborhood to coordinate with staff to remedy issues 

and to organize and host events over the years. Some 

examples of these include: 

 Demolition of Southview Apartments 

 Reduction in blighted (boarded) housing 

 Shoreline clean-ups 

 Cooperation with adjacent military use 

 Coordinating with the Board of Adjustment to 

improve housing conditions 

 Neighborhood clean-ups 

 Inclusion of Lassing Park in citywide events 

 Creation of a neighborhood " Tool Bank" 

Collectively, these accomplishments, in combination 

with the ongoing commitment of the residents to 

maintain and improve the neighborhood, have led to 

significant revitalization.  The successful achievement of 

many of the objectives from the previous plan has set a 

high standard for implementation of its update. 
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4.1 INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY 

The Old Southeast had its beginnings shortly after the 

turn of the 20th century.  In 1901, C.A. Harvey moved 

to St. Petersburg from Jessup, Georgia, and purchased a 

home at 1719 Beach Drive Southeast from Constantine 

Williams. Mr. Harvey organized the Bayboro Investment 

Company on June 26, 1905, and began to develop 

Booker Creek and Salt Creek shortly thereafter. In 

addition to the land around Booker Creek and Salt 

Creek, the company bought all the land to the east of 

Fourth Street between Seventh Avenue South and 19th 

Avenue South. The dredging of Bayboro Harbor was 

completed in 1925. The landfill created by this dredging 

was later occupied by both Albert Whitted Airport and 

the U.S. Coast Guard. 

During this time, the area purchased by the Bayboro 

Investment Company to the south of Bayboro Harbor, 

and Salt Creek was being developed as residential 

property. Mr. Harvey moved to the home at 1719 

Beach Drive in 1910. Robert B. Lassing lived at 100 18th 

Avenue South and was a benefactor of the 

neighborhood. In 1924, Judge Lassing and his family 

donated much of what is now known as Lassing Park to 

the City, with the condition that the property and any 

structures built, be used only for park purposes. 

Additional property was acquired by the City in 1926, 

1944, and 1945 for park purposes. Lassing Park was 

dedicated as City parkland on January 8, 1952. 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood has changed 

tremendously since its beginnings in the early 1900s, 

but it continues to build upon its assets, which have 

truly made it a unique community in St. Petersburg.  

4.2 POPULATION 

The Old Southeast is home to a diverse and eclectic 

resident population, a fact reflected in the recent 

demographic information collected during Census 2010. 

Figures 4.1 and 4.2 summarize the age, gender, and 

ethnicity of the local population. Figures  4.5 and 4.6 

show the gender, age, and racial make-up of the Old 

Southeast population in comparison to St. Petersburg 

as a whole.  

As is shown in Figures 4.5 and 4.6, the Old Southeast 

Neighborhood population is a bit younger than that of 

the city as a whole. This is particularly noticeable in the 

50–64 and 65+ age cohorts. The Old Southeast has a 

much higher percentage of its population (28.35% vs. 

21.60%) in the 50–64 age cohort, while the city has a 

4.0 NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS 

Figure 4.2: Population Age 

0-18 

18-24 

25-34 

35-49 

50-64 

65+ 

17.67% 
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28.65% 
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Figure 4.1: Population Race and Gender 
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Figure 4.3: Housing Tenure 
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Figure 4.4: Year Built  Comparison 

Vacant 
 

Owner Occupied 

Renter Occupied 

Total Housing 

339 

313 

772 

120 

much higher population (15.66% vs. 8.03%) in the 65+ 

cohort.  The data also point to the fact that the 

percentage of the population under age 18 is slightly 

higher in the city as a whole versus the Old Southeast.  

The Old Southeast also has a slightly different racial/

ethnic make-up than the city has a whole. As a 

percentage of the entire population, the Old Southeast 

has a smaller proportion of white and a larger 

proportion of African-American and American Indian/

Alaskan Native residents than the city as a whole. The 

neighborhood also contains a much higher percentage 

of Hispanic or Latino residents than in the city as a 

whole, at  13.48% and 6.62%, respectively.  

 These numbers indicate a population that is diverse, 

with the larger proportion of African-Americans and 

Hispanics representing the greatest difference between 

the neighborhood and the city.   

4.3 HOUSING 

Renter vs. Owners 

The housing stock within the Old Southeast is largely 

single-family, though there are some pockets of multi-

family rentals spread throughout. The biggest 

difference between the neighborhood and the city as a 

whole is the fact that there is a much larger proportion 

of renters located within the neighborhood. According  

to Census 2010 figures, the total percentage of renters 

within the neighborhood is 40.54% vs. 33.07% for the 

city as a whole. This translates into a larger proportion 

of owner-occupied houses in the city (51.02% vs. 

43.91%). 

In addition to the Census data, an analysis of current 

Pinellas County Property Appraiser records yielded a 

similar split between rental properties and owner-

occupied properties within the neighborhood.  The 

database identified approximately 59% of the 

properties within the neighborhood as homesteaded, 

which means that it is the owner's primary place of 

residence.  Figure 4.9 illustrates the location of 

homesteaded properties within the Old Southeast 

Neighborhood.  

Structure Age 

Using the Pinellas County Property Appraiser parcel 

database, an analysis was completed using the effective 

age of properties according to the Pinellas County 

Property Appraiser. Effective age is developed by the 

Property Appraiser for appraisal purposes, and it 

represents the age indicated by the conditions of the 

improved property. Assessing effective age gives insight 

into structure conditions, and whether improvements/

renovations have been made. Figure 4.4 compares data 

on year built, Figure 4.8 compares effective building 

ages, and Figure 4.10 is an effective building age map.  
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Age 

Old Southeast St. Petersburg 

##  %%  ##  %%  
Under 18 240 17.67% 47,743 19.51% 

18-24 116 8.54% 21,390 8.74% 

25-34 188 13.84% 31,690 12.95% 

35-49 316 23.27% 52,766 21.56% 

50-64 389 28.65% 52,861 21.60% 

65 and over 109 8.03% 38,319 15.66% 

Race 

Old Southeast St. Petersburg 

##  %%  ##  %%  
White 899 66.20% 168,036 68.65% 

African-American 395 29.09% 58,577 23.93% 

Asian 15 1.10% 7,779 3.18% 

American Indian and 
Alaskan Native (AIAN) 

12 0.88% 723 0.30% 

Native Hawaiian and 
Other Pacific Islander 
(NHPI) 

1 0.07% 135 0.06% 

Some Other Race 8 0.59% 3,474 1.42% 

Two or More Races 28 2.06% 6.045 2.47% 

Totals 1,358 100.0% 244,769 100.0% 

Hispanic or Latino 183 13.48% 16,214 6.62% 

Figure 4.5: Population  Comparison by Age 

Figure 4.6: Population  Comparison by Race and Ethnicity 

Source: Census 2010 

Source: Census 2010 
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Housing 

Old Southeast St. Petersburg 

##  %%  ##  %%  
Occupied 652 84.46% 108,815 84.09% 

Vacant 120 15.54% 20,586 15.91% 

Owner Occupied 339 43.91% 66,018 51.02% 

Renter Occupied 313 40.54% 42,797 33.07% 

Total Units 1,424 100.00% 129,401 100.00% 

Age # #   %%  

Less than or equal to 10 years 6  1.13% 

11-20 years 18  3.40%  

21-40 years 427  80.72%  

41-60 years 77  14.56%  

Greater than 60 years 1  0.19%  

Totals 529  100.00%  

Table 4.7: Housing Tenure Comparison Source: Census 2010 

Table 4.8: Effective Building Age Comparison Source: Pinellas County Property Appraiser 
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Figure 4.9 Homesteaded Property Map 

Sources: Esri, DeLorme, NAVTEQ, USGS, Intermap, 
iPC, NRCng KoAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri 
(Thailand), TomTom, 2012 
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Figure 4.10: Effective Building Age Map 

Sources: Esri, DeLorme, NAVTEQ, USGS, 
Intermap, iPC, NRCng KoAN, Esri Japan, 
METI, Esri (Thailand), TomTom, 2012 
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These characteristics, when combined with anecdotal 

information gathered through the planning process 

describe a neighborhood where residents of many 

different backgrounds and income levels have found an 

urban neighborhood that allows for their coexistence in 

community.  

4.4 EXISTING LAND USE 

The existing land use pattern in the neighborhood is 

overwhelmingly residential in character. The majority of 

the residential properties within the neighborhood are 

single-family, though there are also a small number of 

duplexes and small apartment buildings spread 

throughout the neighborhood, including the apartment 

housing along 4th Street South that is maintained by 

social service providers.  There are also a number of 

institutional uses as well, which include both religious  

uses and social service providers, which are primarily 

concentrated on 4th Street South.  The two other major 

use types include commercial uses (e.g. Gita Mart retail 

store and Chattaway Restaurant), and industrial uses 

(primarily marine-related light industrial) that are 

concentrated at the north end of the neighborhood 

near Salt Creek.  See Figure 4.11, General Land Use 

Map.  

4.4 FUTURE LAND USE 

The St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan provides the 

framework for long term growth and development 

within  the Old Southeast. The Future Land Use Map 

(FLUM) from the Comprehensive Plan includes 

designations that control use types and maximum 

densities / intensities.  See Figure 4.12, Future Land Use 

Map.  

As illustrated in Figure 4.12, the Old Southeast is 

primarily designated as Planned Redevelopment 

Residential (PR-R), which allows for the following types 

of uses: 

Allowing low to medium density residential uses where 

either single family residential or single family with 

accessory residential development may coexist not to 

exceed 15 dwelling units per net acre. Multi-family 

residential uses are not permitted.  

PR-R also allows for some non-residential uses, though 

these are very limited, and are subject to the local Land 

Development Code.    

Another prevalent Future Land Use category within the 

neighborhood is Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use 

(PR-MU) which is located primarily along 4th Street 

South, and includes the Chattaway Restaurant and the 

social service uses along the corridor. This land use 

designation allows the following: 

Allowing mixed use retail, office, service and medium 

density residential uses not to exceed a floor area ratio 

(FAR) of 1.25 and a net residential density of 24 dwelling 

units per acre. 

The designation also allows for other use types 

(including light manufacturing/assembly), but only if 

local land use/zoning controls and mitigation 

requirements are met.  

The only other Future Land Use designation found 

within the neighborhood is the Community 

Redevelopment District (CRD) designation which is the 

land use category that is used areas designated as 

Community Redevelopment Areas within the city. The 

specific area that overlaps with the northern most 

boundary of the Old Southeast is the Bayboro Harbor 

Redevelopment Area. According to the Comprehensive 

Plan the City’s vision for this area is: 

A compatible mix of industrial, medical, cultural, 

educational, marine, commercial and residential uses. 

The Bayboro Harbor Redevelopment area is intended to 

remain predominately nonresidential and oriented 

towards marine and research related uses.  
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This designation allows for up to 24 units per acre 

residential  and a maximum non-residential intensity 

of .55 FAR. 

The Future Land Uses currently designated within the 

Old Southeast are largely consistent with the existing 

land uses and development types. These designations 

do allow for redevelopment to occur, but for the most 

part it will be consistent is size and type as those uses 

that are currently within the neighborhood. 
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Figure 4.11 General Land Use Map 

Sources: Esri, DeLorme, NAVTEQ, USGS, Intermap, 
iPC, NRCng KoAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri 
(Thailand), TomTom, 2012 
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Table 4.12: Future Land Use Map 

Sources: Esri, DeLorme, NAVTEQ, 
USGS, Intermap, iPC, NRCng KoAN, 
Esri Japan, METI, Esri (Thailand), 
TomTom, 2012 
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PART II NEIGHBORHOOD 
PLAN DEVELOPMENT 
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5.0 THE PURPOSE AND FUNCTION OF THE PLAN UPDATE 

As discussed in Section 1.0, changing economic 

conditions have reduced the amount of the funding 

available within the City budget, particularly as it relates 

to new infrastructure projects. What this has meant for 

neighborhoods in recent years is that many 

departments are unable to provide much more than 

required maintenance of existing infrastructure. This 

reduction in funding, coupled with waning citizen 

engagement, led the Community Services Department 

to modify the goals of the neighborhood planning 

process in advance of the plan updates.  

The new planning focus includes not only identifying 

priorities related to infrastructure and physical change, 

but also strategies to engage and re-energize the 

community itself.  This new focus seeks to create 

momentum for engagement and implementation by 

focusing on harnessing creativity and building capacity 

within the neighborhood to implement plan priorities. 

This plan is meant to be flexible and is designed to 

respond to the constantly-changing economic 

conditions that may affect City resources and the well-

being of the larger community. However, it recognizes 

the important role that Community Services and the 

City of St. Petersburg will continue to play, particularly 

in the maintenance of existing and development of new 

infrastructure.  

Ultimately, the plan will be implemented over a number 

of years, and it is impossible to know all the 

opportunities that may arise that could be seized of by 

the neighborhood and/or the City. The key is to create 

an environment of creativity where the neighborhood 

and the City can work as partners to find the best 

approaches. 

5.1 HARNESSING CREATIVITY 

The Old Southeast is a neighborhood of artists, writers, 

entrepreneurs, and other creative people who have 

within them the capacity to inspire and facilitate 

neighborhood change. A primary purpose of this plan is 

to identify strategies that will help inspire 

neighborhood change and engage the community and 

the City in new and exciting ways. Where possible, 

these strategies have been accompanied by some 

information in case studies from other locations where 

unique approaches have been used.   

 

 

? 
Figure 5.1: The Plan Harnesses the Creativity of Residents 
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.2 BUILDING CAPACITY 

As the official neighborhood association for the Old 

Southeast Neighborhood, OSNA is the primary entity 

that coordinates with Community Services and other 

City departments in addressing neighborhood issues 

and identifying potential priorities. OSNA was closely 

involved with the completion and implementation of 

the previous neighborhood plan, and it has continued 

its activities and played a significant supporting role in 

this plan update.  OSNA has provided the capacity to 

get things done. 
 

The role of the plan and its associated strategies are not 

specifically targeted at OSNA , but they are aimed at 

increasing capacity within the community as a whole, 

which will benefit the organization. Strategies within 

this plan seek to build the capacity of the neighborhood 

to work together in accomplishing the goals articulated 

within this plan, but ultimately OSNA remains the most 

likely leader to work with the City, the residents, and 

other stakeholders to implement the plan.  Through 

harnessing creativity and building capacity, it is the 

hope that this plan can serve as a guide to help OSNA 

members and non-members alike to engage in activities 

that improve the neighborhood, whether big or small.  

Figure 5.2: The Plan Seeks to Build Capacity to Complete Projects  
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6.0 NEIGHBORHOOD PARTICIPATION IN THE UPDATE 

An essential part of the plan update process was the 

engagement of the community in identifying 

neighborhood priorities and developing 

implementation strategies. To facilitate a successful 

planning process, a comprehensive public engagement 

plan was developed. This process included a public 

input workshop, a neighborhood survey, and a 

consensus-building workshop.  Together, these 

activities ensured that members of the community had 

several opportunities to identify assets and priorities 

and to help shape the outcomes of the plan.  This 

section includes a short summary of these public 

engagement activities.   

6.1 PUBLIC INPUT WORKSHOP 

The first major event of the neighborhood planning 

process was the public input workshop held on March 

20, 2012, at the Bayboro House on Beach Drive 

Southeast.  The purpose of the workshop was to collect 

information from attendees on neighborhood assets, 

areas of concern, opportunity areas, and potential 

priorities to include within the plan. This information 

was collected through a number of interactive activities 

that engaged small groups of residents with facilitators. 

The meeting identified a number of potential priorities 

that the neighborhood wanted to see included within 

the updated plan. Following the workshop, summary 

notes were distributed to attendees and posted on the 

Community Services website.  

6.2 NEIGHBORHOOD SURVEY 

Using the priorities that were identified during the 

public input workshop, a neighborhood survey was 

created and distributed to every address in the Old 

Southeast. This survey was designed to accomplish 

three main objectives: 

1. Rank the priorities identified during the 

workshop. 

2. Collect additional priorities that the plan should 

address. 

3. Collect information on citizen engagement with 

OSNA and their willingness to participate with 

plan activities in the future. 

A total of 94 surveys were completed and returned, and 

the results were reviewed and tabulated. The survey 

results were then summarized for presentation during 

the Consensus-Building Workshop. The surveys 

provided a tremendous amount of insight. 

 

“ Old Southeast maintains its eclectic, cozy, 

charm while embracing its new designation 

as an artist enclave.”  

“Beautiful, active and diverse 

neighborhood— the best kept 

secret of St. Pete” 

Figure 6.1: Quotes from the Headliner Exercise 
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What will people say about Old 

Southeast in the future? 
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PUBLIC INPUT WORKSHOP 

Figure 6.2:  Public Input Workshop Pictures 
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6.3 CONSENSUS-BUILDING WORKSHOP 

The Consensus-Building Workshop was held on May 30, 

2012, and represented the third major component of 

the public engagement process for the neighborhood 

plan update. The workshop was held at the Friends 

Meeting House on 19th Avenue South. The purpose of 

this meeting was to discuss the results of the 

neighborhood survey, draft goals developed for the 

neighborhood plan, rank potential priorities, and 

brainstorm specific strategies that should be included in 

the plan. Following a short presentation on the 

planning process and survey results by the Planning 

Team, a series of facilitated small group discussions 

were held. 

The facilitated discussions first focused on general goals 

that were developed to address the themes that had 

emerged during the public engagement process. These 

themes are as follows: 

1. Quality Infrastructure 

2. Building Community 

3. Beautiful Neighborhood, Healthy Environment 

4. Public Safety/Code Enforcement 

5. Lassing Park 

The priorities were sorted by these five major themes.  

The priorities under each of the themes included the 

top-ranked priorities from the survey rankings, as well 

as others that were identified in open-ended responses. 

These priorities were combined and simplified where 

appropriate and placed with each small group for 

discussion.   

The first activity focused on  reviewing draft goals that 

were developed for each of the five neighborhood 

themes. After reviewing the goals, any recommended 

edits/changes that the participants wanted to see were 

incorporated. Following this discussion was a voting 

exercise on the priorities that were listed by theme.  

The final exercise was focused on identifying potential 

strategies for addressing the highest-ranked priorities.  

After the meeting, this information was reviewed and 

combined into an overall list of refined priorities by 

theme to be addressed during the plan update. These 

themes and the strategies are identified in the following 

pages.  

 

“Old Southeast—a neighborhood of all kinds 

of people—many artists and eccentric and 

interesting folk”  

“Old Southeast is one of St. 

Pete's thriving diversified 

arts communities” 

Figure 6.3: Quotes from the Headliner Exercise 

P
A

R
TI

C
IP

A
TI

O
N

 

What will people say about Old 

Southeast in the future? 
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CONSENSUS BUILDING WORKSHOP 

Figure 6.4: Consensus Building Workshop Pictures 
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6.4 PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY 

The public engagement process for the neighborhood 

plan update was designed to provide as many 

meaningful opportunities to share input as possible.  

The input provided was varied and covered a number of 

topic areas. Through the process, several themes 

emerged and specific priorities were identified. In the 

remaining sections of the plan, this input is discussed in 

further detail, and specific implementation strategies 

are documented. An overall summary of the public 

engagement process can be found in Appendix A.  

 

“Old Southeast Neighborhood recognized as 

one of top ten neighborhoods in Florida” 
 

“Old Southeast has a classic 

look emphasized by its land-

scaped beauty” 

Figure 6.5: Quotes from the Headliner Exercise 
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What will people say about Old 

Southeast in the future? 
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7.0 NEIGHBORHOOD ASSETS 

During the public engagement process, neighborhood 

residents were asked to identify the assets that make 

the Old Southeast a special place. This section 

documents three types of assets that were identified by 

the community during the public engagement 

process—physical assets, social assets, and emotional/

experiential assets—which together form the unique 

experience of living in the Old Southeast. 

7.1 PHYSICAL ASSETS 

The physical beauty of the Old Southeast is unique 

within St. Petersburg and the Tampa Bay region. It is a 

fantastic example of a place where the built and natural 

environments harmoniously coexist, which is a rare 

occurrence in an otherwise urban location.  The 

description below describes some of the physical assets 

identified during the public engagement process, and 

Figures 7.2 through 7.12 illustrate some of the physical 

assets and identify their specific locations throughout 

the neighborhood.   

The Old Southeast is a traditional neighborhood built to 

a human scale. The streets are attractive, with small- to 

medium-size homes lining brick streets.  Along the 

waterfront, the homes become more stately, but these 

are unique, and most of the neighborhood contains 

more modest structures. The structures vary in age, 

but, as noted in Section 4.0, more than half of them 

were built prior to 1940, which gives the Old Southeast 

a historic feel. Many residents commented on this fact 

and the importance of the unique architecture as an 

important physical asset. The neighborhood has not 

undergone the widespread physical transformation that 

has occurred in many other areas in the city; instead, 

change has occurred slowly, largely one structure at a 

time. 

The roadways form a rectangular grid with an east/west 

orientation. The grid terminates into the Driftwood and 

Tropical Shores neighborhoods to the south, Beach 

Drive Southeast to the east, the bypass road to the 

north (with the exception of 3rd Street South), and 4th 

Street South on the west.  There are a significant 

number of original brick streets and granite curbs in the 

neighborhood, and sidewalks are located on both sides 

of almost every street. These include several hexblock 

sidewalks, which are protected under the hexblock 

preservation district. 

Perhaps the most impressive physical assets however, 

are the natural ones. The Old Southeast has large 

canopy trees lining many of its streets, and with Lassing 

 

Figure 7.1: Types of Community Assets  
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Neighborhood assets can be physical, social, and 

emotional. Building upon these assets is key to 

creating a more vibrant community. 
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Park, a beautiful, natural shoreline along Tampa Bay 

where birds and other wildlife can often be seen.  

Following the construction of the bypass road, Florida 

native landscaping was planted along the sidewalks, 

creating an attractive buffer from the nearby industrial 

uses, and the “contemplative spaces” that were created 

through landscaping are beautiful places of respite 

within Lassing Park.  

Together, these assets represent the best and the most 

beautiful of what the Old Southeast has to offer. They 

are important strengths to build upon in the coming 

years.  

7.2 SOCIAL ASSETS 

The residents of the Old Southeast identified several 

important social assets in the community, which make 

it an inviting and interesting place to live. Unlike 

physical assets, social assets are much more tenuous 

and can change quickly as people move in and out and 

relationships change. Recognizing these assets, and 

actively working to build upon them, is very important if 

they are to remain a part of the Old Southeast 

community.  

Many residents acknowledged the importance of artists 

and other creative types in the community. Others also 

spoke of good neighbors, and community camaraderie. 

OSNA was also recognized as an important 

neighborhood asset for its role in actively working with 

the City on issues and hosting events throughout the 

year that bring people together. 

These assets represent important building blocks for 

the neighborhood, and the priorities and specific 

strategies contained within this plan document build 

upon these assets to strengthen the community.  

7.3 EMOTIONAL/EXPERIENTIAL ASSETS 

The third and final category of assets that were 

identified during the public engagement process was 

emotional in nature and includes the expressions from 

community members as to how different places, 

spaces, and experiences make them feel.  

In many ways, these are the intangibles of the 

neighborhood, but they are often essential ingredients 

to a strong connection to place. Some examples of 

these types of assets include the following: 

 Exotic foliage that grows randomly in different parts 

of the neighborhood, including a jasmine wall on 

21st Avenue South and a seagrape tunnel on 16th 

Avenue Southeast. 

 Residents in the area that decorate their homes and 

yards extensively during the holidays. These  homes 

become seasonal attractions.  

 Swings that were hung by local artists throughout 

the neighborhood, which have become places for 

children and neighbors to meet. 

 Natural elements, such as the sandbar in Tampa 

Bay, that has become a consistent attraction in the 

neighborhood, and species such as horseshoe crab 

nursery and shorebirds that residents watch every 

year. 

 The ability to see the moon and stars clearly in the 

evening, which was identified as a rare thing in St. 

Petersburg. 

Together, these emotion/experiential assets create the 

unique experience of place that residents and visitors 

experience when in the Old Southeast. A successful plan 

will build upon these to create even more special 

experiences within the community. 
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Figure 7.2: Community Assets 
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8.0 PLAN THEMES AND GOALS 

As discussed in Section 6.3, through the public 

engagement process, a number of neighborhood 

themes emerged as having significant importance to 

the community.  These themes each touch on the 

collective values of the neighborhood and represent 

areas of interest in which residents can begin to come 

together to organize around common issues and 

priorities.  

The themes, described in more detail below and on the 

following pages, serve as the overall organizing feature 

of the plan recommendations, and it is will be 

important moving forward that the initiatives taken on 

by the neighborhood serve to meet one or more of the 

plan goals that are articulated for each of these themes. 

However, to be most effective, the strategies identified 

for the action plan are purposely designed to address 

multiple themes at once.  This section summarizes the 

origins and background of each of the themes and 

associated goals.  

 

 

 

 

8.1 QUALITY INFRASTRUCTURE 

A neighborhood’s infrastructure is the literal physical 

foundation upon which a community is built. It 

represents the structures that connect community 

members to each other and to the larger world. It 

provides the municipal services that the community 

depends on and, outside of an individual home, it 

represents the most common tactile experience within 

the neighborhood.  Because infrastructure is such a part 

of the experience of residents or visitors to the 

neighborhood, it should reflect the values of the 

community. 

The theme of Quality Infrastructure represents the 

community's desire to have a safe, adequate, and well-

maintained infrastructure system that serves everyone 

in the neighborhood.  During the public engagement 

process, three primary categories of infrastructure were 

identified:  Sidewalks/Alleys, Traffic/Roadways, and 

Lighting/Utilities.  As is explained in more detail in 

Section 9.0, a number of priorities were articulated 

relating to infrastructure improvements. 

The following overarching goal was developed to 

support this theme: 

1. 
A public and private infrastructure system within the 

Old Southeast that is safe, attractive, environmentally 

friendly, and resilient.  
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Figure 8.1:  Goal 1: Quality Infrastructure 
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8.0 PLAN THEMES AND GOALS Goal:  Develop and maintain a public and private 

infrastructure system within the Old Southeast 

Neighborhood that is safe, attractive, environmentally-

friendly, and resilient 

Infrastructure represents the “bones” of the 

community, and the residents of Old Southeast know 

that without strong bones, the neighborhood will not 

prosper.  The infrastructure priorities identified in this 

plan represent a mix of small-scale improvements and 

major capital projects. Regardless of the scale of the 

improvements, they are all somewhat complex and will 

likely require close coordination and cooperation with 

the City of St. Petersburg to implement.   

8.2 BUILDING COMMUNITY 

In many ways, the neighborhood planning process itself 

is an exercise in building community. A large number of 

residents, many of whom were not members of OSNA, 

participated in the public engagement activities to voice 

their concerns and articulate priorities for the future. 

These activities created some collective momentum, 

which the neighborhood must capitalize on moving 

forward to build a stronger, more engaged community.  

The Building Community theme is focused on the 

neighborhood’s expressed desire to develop projects 

and initiatives that bring people together to celebrate 

and improve the neighborhood.  This theme is not only 

important to the neighborhood, but to the City of St. 

Petersburg Community Services Department, which 

wants neighborhood plans to provide a blueprint for 

collaboration and civic engagement, not merely a list of 

projects for the City to undertake.   

The following overarching goal was developed to 

support this theme: 

Goal:  Increase citizen involvement in the Old 

Southeast Neighborhood by engaging residents in 

events and initiatives that will build and strengthen 

relationships, celebrate diversity, educate, and 

entertain.  

Each project and initiative taken on by the 

neighborhood is an opportunity to increase civic 

engagement and build community. It is imperative that, 

regardless of the project, the goal of increasing 

neighbor  participation is at the forefront. It is only 

through broad-based neighborhood support and 

participation that the priorities and strategies 

articulated later in this plan will be achieved.  

 

 

 

 

 

2. 
Increase citizen involvement in the Old Southeast by 

engaging residents in events and initiatives that will build 

and strengthen relationships, celebrate diversity, educate 

and entertain.  
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Figure 8.2:  Goal 2: Building Community 
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8.0 PLAN THEMES AND GOALS 8.3 B E A UT IF UL  N E I G H B O R H OO D, 
HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT 

There is a collective consciousness in the Old Southeast 

to protect and improve the neighborhood's 

environment.  The Old Southeast is a special place, with 

a beautiful natural and built environment that needs to 

be protected and enhanced through thoughtful 

improvements. Community members have made it 

clear that they value the neighborhood’s lush and 

varied landscaping and natural shoreline and that they 

need to protect and enhance these attributes. In 

addition, there were also concerns about improving the 

environmental conditions to make the neighborhood 

more sustainable. 

The Beautiful Neighborhood, Healthy Environment 

theme reflects the community’s desire to enhance 

aesthetics and improve environmental conditions. This 

theme continues a long neighborhood tradition of 

environmental concern, and many of the 

accomplishments of the previous plan were related to 

improving the natural environment through the 

planting of new trees and landscaping throughout the 

neighborhood.  

The following overarching goal was developed to 

support this theme: 

Goal:  Improve the aesthetics and environmental 

quality of the Old Southeast Neighborhood for 

residents and visitors alike.  

The environmental quality of the Old Southeast is a 

fundamental characteristic of the neighborhood, and it 

needs to be protected and enhanced. The priorities and 

strategies identified under this theme seek to 

accomplish this at many different levels. Some projects 

and initiatives will require only internal communication 

and coordination, others will require the cooperation of 

the City, and still others will require significant change 

at the local, county, and even federal levels. While all 

are important, the community must start small to build 

momentum to have the greatest impact at the local 

level.  

8.4 PUBLIC SAFETY/CODE ENFORCEMENT 

For a neighborhood to prosper, it must be safe and 

secure. Without these attributes, existing residents 

become less engaged with others in the neighborhood, 

and potential new residents will avoid the moving in 

because of negative perceptions of the area. During the 

public engagement process, many residents voiced 

concerns about crime, largely focusing on homeless 

overnight camping in Lassing Park and thefts of 

personal property both from homes and automobiles.  

A related concern was the perception of the Old 

Southeast  from the larger community:  many residents 

3. 
Improve aesthetics and environmental quality of the Old 

Southeast for residents and visitors alike.  
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Figure 8.3:  Goal 3: Beautiful Neighborhood, Healthy Environment 
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8.0 PLAN THEMES AND GOALS feel that the neighborhood has been unfairly labeled as 

dangerous and unsafe. In general, the neighborhood 

had a good opinion of the St. Petersburg Police 

Department and its treatment of the neighborhood, 

and, in general, response times were seen as adequate.  

Code enforcement was also a common theme that 

emerged, and many residents advocated for more 

coordination with the Codes Compliance Assistance 

Department.    There was a general perception was that 

a number of  landlords did not keep up their housing as 

they should, and that foreclosures were also not being 

maintained appropriately. The general overarching goal 

related to these items is as follows: 

Goal:  Reduce crime and increase communication 

regarding code compliance through coordination and 

collaboration with neighborhood residents, the City 

Police Department, and the City Codes Compliance 

Assistance Department.  

Both crime and code enforcement concerns are related 

to many other issues in the community, and while these 

did emerge together as a singular theme, addressing 

them effectively will take a variety of approaches, many 

of which will be related to the other neighborhood 

themes discussed in this section.  

 

 

8.5 LASSING PARK 

Lassing Park was seen by almost all as the jewel of the 

neighborhood, and it was of little surprise that it 

emerged as a theme during the public engagement 

process. The original Lassing Park was created with land 

donated from Judge Lassing and was expanded over the 

years through purchases of adjacent land parcels that 

were combined to create the current boundaries.  The 

neighborhood is very protective of this important asset, 

a fact that is apparent in the priorities that were 

identified. 

The following overarching goal was developed to 

support this theme: 

Goal: Maintain and enhance Lassing Park to ensure 

that it remains an important asset for the community.  

This is a broadly-crafted goal, designed to capture the 

myriad and complex feelings that the neighborhood 

residents have about the park.  The park is, in many 

ways, the defining asset of the neighborhood, and 

careful consideration will need to be made as how it is 

to be enhanced in the future.  

 

 

 

4. 
Reduce crime and increase communication regarding code 

compliance through coordination and collaboration with 

neighborhood residents, the Police Department, and the 

Codes Compliance Assistance Department.  
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Figure 8.4: Goal 4: Public Safety/Code Enforcement 
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8.0 PLAN THEMES AND GOALS 8.6 FROM GOALS TO ACTION 

The remaining sections of this plan address how these 

themes and their respective goals are addressed 

through a series of short-and long-term priorities and 

strategies.  Each of the priorities identified on 

subsequent pages addresses one or more of the 

neighborhood themes described in this section.    

 

 

5. 
Maintain and enhance Lassing Park to ensure it remains 

an important asset for the community.  
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Figure 8.5:  Goal 5: Lassing Park 
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9.0 STRATEGIES AND IMPLEMENTATION 

The previously-adopted neighborhood plan for the Old 

Southeast was completed nearly 20 years ago, and 

while many of its recommendations were successfully 

implemented, as with any static document, its 

relevance to the neighborhood has faded over time. A 

neighborhood is a dynamic place, and its characteristics 

and priorities are constantly changing.   A plan is most 

effective when it mixes vision with realism, providing 

both long-term ideas with a short-term toolkit of 

strategies to build community momentum.  

To create an action-oriented plan that remains fresh 

and relevant to the community, priorities and strategies 

have been developed for both short-and long-term 

timeframes.  This approach provides a framework 

designed to build momentum by achieving small wins 

early on during plan implementation. By placing some 

emphasis on the short term, it provides the 

neighborhood with realistic approaches that can be 

implemented immediately to build capacity within the 

community. 

A number of priorities were developed for each of the 

neighborhood themes (Section 8.0) and their associated 

goals during the public engagement process.  These 

priorities varied greatly from small neighbor-led 

projects and initiatives to large-scale infrastructure 

investments. While all of these are important to 

meeting the neighborhood’s goals, priority was given to 

the following: 

 Those that had the greatest potential to be 

addressed through neighbor-led strategies. 

 Those that were strongly supported during the 

public engagement process. 

 Those that, through their implementation, would 

address multiple goals at once.  

The five priority areas described on the next several 

pages were developed using input from the community 

and discussions with Community Services and other City 

staff. Each priority provides action steps that can be 

undertaken immediately as well as recommendations 

for additional efforts that the neighborhood may 

consider in future years. Ultimately, the way in which 

the neighborhood decides to address these priorities 

may change based on local conditions and unforeseen 

opportunities. None of the priorities or strategies 

detailed below are mutually exclusive from one 

another, and, in fact, there is a significant amount of 

overlap by design. Implementation of any of the items 

3. 

Figure 9.1: Steps from ideas to implementation 
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will build capacity within the neighborhood to 

accomplish the next goal. 

9.1 BUILDING NEIGHBORHOOD IDENTITY 

Throughout the public engagement process, the 

residents of the Old Southeast voiced their desire to use 

the plan to build an identity for the neighborhood 

centered on art. The Old Southeast has long been home 

to a significant local artist community, and it is 

estimated that there are currently more than 80 

professional artists living within its borders. This is not a 

surprise, given the neighborhood's beautiful setting, 

proximity to Downtown, and affordable housing stock, 

all of which have created a nurturing environment for 

artists to live and work.. 

St. Petersburg has long been known as a community 

that is supportive of art and artists, and it has been 

designated as the #1 Mid-Size Cities for Art for 2010–

2012. In 2010, the City passed the Artist Enclave 

Overlay District (AEOD) to help create economic 

opportunities for artists in an effort to encourage their 

success and their long-term commitment to St. 

Petersburg.  The adopted ordinance created Section 

16.30.030 of the Land Development Regulations, which 

describes in detail how the AEOD is established and 

functions. The overlay district allows for a group of 

residential property owners to petition City Council to 

adopt an AEOD for all or part of a neighborhood. The 

purpose of this overlay is: 

… to encourage a mix of small-scale, home 

business uses oriented toward or supporting the 

visual, performing arts, while maintaining the 

residential character of the underlying 

residential neighborhood. This overlay district 

establishes enclaves predominantly within 

single-family residential neighborhoods where 

artists may live, create work, and market their 

art. Regulations  are established to promote 

and achieve optimal conditions for artist 

functions, while maintaining adequate 

protection for adjacent properties.  

Support must be gathered through a petition by two-

thirds of the properties within the proposed overlay 

district.  This petition must then be accompanied with 

an application to City Council for approval of the 

overlay district, which must be completed through a 

public hearing process.  

Once approved, the AEOD allows for resident artists to 

sell their art pieces from their homes by appointment 

during specified business hours. The designation also 

allows for residents to teach classes and/or tutor 

students, though again there are restrictions on the 

specific time periods that this can occur. These 

allowances permit artists to forego the expense of 

displaying their art in galleries, while providing a way 

Figure 9.2: The arts identity  is its unique fingerprint 
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for potential customers to view the art up close before 

purchasing.  

The overlay also allows for art-related events to be held 

through the City's temporary use permit process.  The 

Land Development Regulations allow no more than 12 

such events to occur within the city in a calendar year 

and dictates that permits will be granted on a first-

come, first-served basis. This approach encourages 

interested Artist Enclaves to organize these events 

earlier in the year, which provides more time for 

marketing, fundraising, and coordination with the city 

as needed. 

As of the completion of this plan, there are no officially-

designated Artist Enclaves within the city, though there 

are initiatives by a number of neighborhoods to 

complete the petition/public hearing process.  

IMPORTANCE TO OLD SOUTHEAST 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood has long been known 

as a haven for the arts, and, in many ways, the 

neighborhood owes its unique character to its resident 

artists and other creative residents. The neighborhood’s 

desire to build a community identity through the arts 

would be supported by the creation  of an Artist 

Enclave.  There are an estimated 80+ professional 

artists that currently reside in the Old Southeast, many 

of whom are civically-engaged community members. 

Designating the neighborhood as an Artist Enclave 

could do much to create a more supportive 

environment for them to thrive and would further 

differentiate the Old Southeast as a haven for artists 

within St. Petersburg.   

Throughout the planning process, creating an Artist 

Enclave ranked at the top of the neighborhood 

priorities. There has been a recent effort, led by OSNA, 

to complete the designation process, but it has not yet 

been completed. The effort included neighborhood 

education about the benefits of the designation and an 

active attempt to collect the petition signatures 

required for submitting an application to the City.  At 

the time of the completion of this plan, this effort is 

ongoing.  

The completion of the Artist Enclave designation 

process is only one part of building the neighborhood‘s 

arts identity. The success of the Artist Enclave will 

depend greatly upon the neighborhood’s ability to build 

its “brand” as an true artist community, which will 

include a variety of different activities (i.e., fundraising, 

the development of marketing materials, events, etc.). 

ACTION STEPS 

The action steps described below lay out a framework 

for building the arts identity within the neighborhood. 

These action steps are separated into short-and long-

term priorities. For the purposes of this plan, the short-

term priorities are designed to be implemented in the  

1–3 year timeframe, while the long-term priorities are 

intended for implementation in the 3+ year timeframe. 

The neighborhood should review the action steps on an 

annual basis to determine priorities.   

SHORT-TERM STEPS 

The first three years of implementation should be 

focused on the successful establishment of the Artist 

Enclave, the building of the Old Southeast “brand,” and 

the hosting of the first neighborhood-wide art event.  

 The neighborhood may establish an Arts 

Committee, presumably under OSNA, that will be 

charged within coordinating efforts to build the 

neighborhood’s identity as an arts destination.  

 The Arts Committee may move forward with the 

following steps to complete the successful 

designation of all or part of the neighborhood as an 

Artist Enclave: 

 Review and assess petitions collected and 

identify how many additional petitions are 

needed to meet the requirement that two-

thirds of the residents within the proposed 
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overlay area are in support of the 

designation.  

 Complete the application process and 

coordinate with the Planning and Economic 

Development Department for assistance 

through the application/public hearing 

process to gain final approval.  

 Following the designation of the Artist 

Enclave, the Arts Committee, working with 

artists and residents within the 

neighborhood, may adopt a logo, colors, 

signage, and other branding elements for 

the Old Southeast Artist Enclave. 

 The Arts Committee may develop a website 

that uses the branding elements and 

identifies the artists, provides contact 

information, and includes information on 

upcoming events.  

 The Arts Committee may develop signage 

elements to be placed around the 

neighborhood to identify the Artist Enclave. 

Signage elements may be complementary 

to the existing neighborhood signage.  

Coordination with Community Services and 

other City of St. Petersburg Departments 

will be required to identify appropriate 

locations.  

 The Arts Committee may begin 

preparations for the first Old Southeast 

Artist Enclave event, which should occur in 

early 2014. This event should be designed 

to raise money for ongoing marketing and 

informational activities.  

LONG-TERM STEPS 

The long-term action steps are focused on continuing to 

build interest in the Artist Enclave, holding additional 

events, and developing a public art program for the 

neighborhood.  

 The Arts Committee may coordinate regular 

seasonal events for the Artist Enclave (minimum of 

two per year) to build interest in the neighborhood 

art scene and to raise money for future events and 

marketing expenses. 

 The Arts Committee may coordinate efforts to 

develop, purchase, and place public art in the 

neighborhood. These efforts would likely include 

the following:  

 Coordinate with neighborhood residents, 

Community Services, the Cultural Arts 

Manager and other City Departments to 

identify locations within the public right-of-

way and/or other publicly-owned property 

that could be used for public art 

CASE STUDY: Village of the Arts, Bradenton, FL 

Quick Facts: 

 Established by the Bradenton Down-

town Development Authority in  

1999 

 Overlay District contains over 42 

acres and 240+ residential structures 

 Operated by local non-profit:  Artists 

Guild of Manatee County. 
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installations on a temporary and/or 

permanent basis. These locations could 

include bridges, sidewalks, medians, parks 

etc.  The placement of public art pieces 

would be subject to the approval of the 

Gifts Panel or related entity that is 

responsible for the acceptance and 

placement of public art gifts with the City of 

St. Petersburg.  

 Using money raised through events, grants, 

and other funding sources, the Arts 

Committee may host a competition to 

design a public art piece.  Upon its 

completion, this art piece would be placed 

in one of the City-approved locations within 

the neighborhood.  

 The Arts Committee may sponsor artist education 

programming that matches neighborhood artists 

with local youth from the Old Southeast and 

adjacent neighborhoods.  

 At the five-year anniversary of the Artist Enclave 

designation, the Arts Committee may plan and 

coordinate a series of events to celebrate the 

anniversary of the enclave. 

 

 

CASE STUDY—COMMUNITY ARTS VILLAGE 

There are many good examples of communities around 

the country that have actively pursued the 

development of artist communities. These communities 

vary greatly in their characteristics, depending on local 

regulations and their evolution over time. The section 

below contains information on a local case study that 

has succeeded in creating an environment in which 

artists can create, sell, and engage with the community 

through events. 

Bradenton, Florida – Village of the Arts 

(www.villageofthearts.com)  

The Bradenton Village of the Arts was established in 

1999 by the Bradenton Downtown Development 

Agency. It consists of approximately 42 acres and 

contains 240 existing residential structures. There are 

approximately 40 galleries/studios within the Village of 

the Arts, many of which are full–time endeavors by the 

residents.  In addition to the galleries, the Village also 

contains a small number of restaurants.  

The City of Bradenton created a special Village of the 

Arts Overlay District (VAOD) which allowed for the 

development of home-based art businesses.  

 

 

 

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 Programming of recurring events builds interest within the 

community to visit the local artists. 

 Development of print marketing materials and an online 

presence are important ingredients to building the "brand" of 

the artist community. 

 Ongoing close coordination with the local government is 

required to ensure community compatibility. S
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The overlay is less restrictive than the St. Petersburg 

Artist Enclave designation, and the Bradenton Planning 

and Community Development Department reviews 

applications for new galleries to determine if they meet 

the appropriate criteria to open in the Village.   

The Village of the Arts is operated by a 501c(3) non-

profit organization called the Artists Guild of Manatee. 

The Village maintains a website that includes maps of 

artist locations, information on new openings and other 

events, and related materials. The Village hosts a 

monthly Artwalk event, during which time the Village 

remains open later in the evening for visitors to tour 

the galleries. In addition to the main website 

(www.villageofthearts.com), there is also a magazine 

that covers the Village of the Arts, The Village Magazine 

(www.thevillagemagazine.net).  

CASE STUDY—COMMUNITY BUILDING THROUGH ART 

St. Petersburg, Florida – Swings Tampa Bay                                      

(http://swingstampabay.com)  

Swings Tampa Bay is a community organization that 

installs hand-painted swings throughout Tampa Bay. 

The organization was started by two residents of the 

Old Southeast,  Reuben Pressman and Hunter Payne. 

The organization’s vision statement is as follows: 

Cultivating a tightly-knit community based on 

love and respect indefinitely results in happier 

people, more opportunities to support and 

challenge each other, and the community 

solving problems more efficiently. A community 

focused on pushing past personal comfort zones 

in favor of meeting new people is a community 

with a strong future in deep relationships, 

connections, and engagement. Tampa Bay can 

be that community. We will continue to grow 

stronger as we encourage each other to 

spontaneously step out of our daily routine and 

adapt to a constantly changing environment. 

Swings Tampa Bay is a great example of the power of 

an arts-oriented community building project. The 

organization has now installed more than 130 swings 

around the community, including the Old Southeast.  

These swings have become places for neighbors to relax 

and are community attractions in their own right.   

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 Fostering the Old Southeast's art identity should start by focusing on 

successful artists and projects that were grown out of the 

neighborhood.  

 Art projects and events can have an outsized effect at creating "buzz" 

about a neighborhood in the larger community. 

 There are a number of arts organizations that can provide funding for 

projects and events within the neighborhood. A good example is 

Creative Pinellas (www.creativepinellas.org), which has a micro 

funding initiative to fund local arts projects.  
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9.2 CONNECTING TO THE COMMUNITY 

BACKGROUND 

The successful implementation of a neighborhood plan 

requires buy-in and active participation from the 

affected community. Within a neighborhood, the 

affected community can include residents, business 

owners, local institutions (public/private), and other 

stakeholders.  Getting these community members 

actively engaged in plan implementation should be a 

primary objective of the plan. This is especially 

important when public resources (staff and financial) 

are limited.  

Connecting to the community is a priority created with 

the understanding that many of the issues and concerns 

identified during the planning process cannot be solved 

without more effectively engaging the larger 

community. This engagement will increase community 

connections with citizens and organizations both within 

and outside the neighborhood's boundaries, each of 

which could potentially provide resources, whether 

financial, in-kind services, or expertise.  

IMPORTANCE TO OLD SOUTHEAST 

The Old Southeast is not an island, and its long-term 

success as a neighborhood will depend, at least in part, 

on the ability to engage not only the residents, business 

owners, and organizations within the boundaries of the 

neighborhood, but also those in the surrounding 

vicinity. The neighborhood has a unique location within 

St. Petersburg, and while it is primarily residential in 

character, it has variety of commercial and institutional 

uses that should be engaged in the implementation of 

the plan. In addition, the surrounding neighborhoods 

and other uses should be engaged, as they will have a 

great impact on the Old Southeast now and in the 

future.   

During the planning process, it became apparent that 

OSNA has struggled with maintaining and growing its 

membership, which has placed additional burden on 

members (particularly Board Members) to complete 

projects and manage initiatives. In 2012, the 

organization had approximately 50 dues-paying 

members, each of whom participate at different levels. 

Results of the neighborhood survey also indicated that 

there are a significant number of people that claimed to 

attend OSNA events but not regular membership 

meetings. Successful implementation of this plan will 

require the active engagement of a larger group of 

residents and other stakeholders.  

The Old Southeast and the immediate surrounding area 

are also home to a number of institutions and 

businesses that should be encouraged to be engaged in 

order to implement the plan. The OSNA has done a 

good job  of partnering with many of the commercial 

Figure 9.3: The affected community can include residents, business owners, local institutions, and other 

stakeholders. 
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and institutional uses within its boundaries (e.g. 

Chattaways, Gita Mart, Friends Meeting House, 

Bayboro House), but there has not been a significant 

effort to connect with those outside of the 

neighborhood's boundaries. During the public 

engagement process it was clear that there was 

significant concern about the clientele and operations 

of the social service providers located along 4th Street 

South.  Any plan to connect with businesses and 

organizations should start by focusing on the 

relationship between the neighborhood and these 

providers, since active engagement may help address 

other community priorities (homeless camping, 

dumping, etc.). 

ACTION STEPS 

The action steps described below lay out a framework 

for better connecting to the community, both internally 

and externally.  These action steps are separated into 

short-term and long-term priorities. For the purposes of 

this plan, the short-term priorities are designed to be 

implemented in the 1–3 year timeframe, while the long-

term priorities are intended for implementation in the 

3+ year timeframe. The neighborhood should review 

the action steps on an annual basis to determine 

priorities.   

 

SHORT TERM STEPS 

The neighborhood should consider creating an 

Outreach/Marketing Committee that will be charged 

with developing plans for increasing participation from 

neighborhood residents and other stakeholders. 

 Develop and adopt principles for community 

engagement. This will ensure that all meeting 

notices are provided in a consistent manner.  

 Implement a Social Media Plan for using social 

media tools (Facebook, Twitter, Four Square, etc.) 

to share information about meetings and events 

within the community. The Social Media Plan 

should include rules governing appropriate and safe 

use of the various media outlets.  

 Develop a new neighborhood website, with a blog, 

photo gallery and online newsletter function. This 

website could include information on both the 

neighborhood and the Artist Enclave, once 

designated. 

 Consider the transition from use of the electronic 

discussion board in exchange for the Facebook 

page, website, and online newsletter.  

 Develop a directory of residents, businesses, and 

institutions within the neighborhood. This directory  

 

CASE STUDY: Time Banks USA, Washington, D.C. 

Quick Facts: 

 Founded in 1995 

 13 active TimeBanks in Florida, in-

cluding Tampa Bay Time  

 TimeBanks can be established at the 

neighborhood, city, county, or re-

gional level 

S
TR

A
TEG

IES
  



 49 

should be volunteer-based and made available 

online through the OSNA website.  

 In collaboration with the Parks and Recreation 

Department, replace the bulletin board in Lassing 

Park.  

 Meet with administrators at the social service 

providers to discuss neighborhood concerns 

regarding operations.   

 Coordinate with representatives of USF St. 

Petersburg’s Bishop Center to develop a joint 

neighborhood project involving students, residents, 

and business owners.  

 Coordinate regular meetings with neighborhood 

leadership of Driftwood, Tropical Shores, and 

Bartlett Park to hold a forum on shared concerns 

and opportunities for collaboration. 

 Continue coordination with the Council of 

Neighborhood Associations (CONA) to share 

information and strategies.  

LONG TERM STEPS 

 Coordinate with Community Tampa Bay 

(www.communitytampabay.org) to host an event 

celebrating neighborhood diversity. 

 

 Implement a time and skills bartering system (i.e., a 

neighborhood time bank) to more effectively share 

resources and provide services to each other. 

CASE STUDY - FINDING TIME AND EXPERTISE IN THE 

COMMUNITY 

Washington, D.C. —Time Banks USA                                           

(www.timebanks.org)  

Time Banks USA  is a 501(c)3 organization formed in 

1995 with the goal of creating and nurturing Time Banks 

around the United States and across the globe. The 

specific mission of the organization is as follows: 

The mission of TimeBanks is to nurture and 

expand a movement that promotes equality and 

builds caring community economies through 

inclusive exchange of time and talent 

The organization provides technical assistance to and 

resources to create local time banks where community 

residents can share time and expertise to complete 

individual or community projects. The organization 

does currently have a local affiliate known as Tampa 

Bay Timebanks (www.tampabaytime.org) which serves 

the overall region.  Time banks have also been created 

at the neighborhood level using the tools available at 

the Time Banks USA website. 

 

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 Time banks have the potential to allow for community 

members to share time and expertise to complete individual 

or neighborhood projects.  

 Time Banks can be created to serve a neighborhood, a group 

of neighborhoods, a city or a region.  

 A neighborhood time bank in the Old Southeast could 

become a great way to connect community members 

together to share skills and interests.   
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CASE STUDY - ENCOURAGING NEIGHBORHOOD 

CONNECTIVITY 

Tampa, Florida—Palmetto Beach Civic Association 

(www.palmettobeach.org)  

Established in the late 1800s, Palmetto Beach is a 

neighborhood located along McKay Bay just south of 

Ybor City in Tampa. The Palmetto Beach Community 

Association (PBCA) is the officially-recognized 

neighborhood association and is an advocate for 

neighborhood issues.  

Over the past two years, the PBCA has embarked on a 

sophisticated public outreach program with the goal of 

strengthening connections within the neighborhood 

and to the larger community. This  effort has included 

the development of an active Facebook profile and a 

new community website (grant funded) that contains 

historical information on the neighborhood, 

neighborhood events, a business directory, and a photo 

gallery. The website is available in both English and 

Spanish, which more effectively serves the diverse 

population of the neighborhood. The neighborhood 

also publishes a weekly online newsletter that is sent 

out to hundreds of recipients. In addition, the 

neighborhood also actively and closely coordinates with 

adjacent neighborhoods to share information and 

promote events to its membership. 

9.3 PATHWAYS AND MOBILITY 

BACKGROUND 

It is often the case that the components of the 

transportation system are the primary public spaces 

within  a neighborhood. A successful neighborhood 

transportation system should provide for transportation 

options and also function as a public gathering space. It 

should allow for easy connections to be made between 

locations within the neighborhood and to the larger 

community. It should be multimodal and support the 

needs of automobiles, bicyclists ,and pedestrians alike.   

IMPORTANCE TO OLD SOUTHEAST 

While the Old Southeast Neighborhood has a significant 

public asset in Lassing Park, it remains true that the 

roadways, streets, and alleys within the neighborhood 

represent a significant portion of publicly-owned space 

that residents and businesses share on a regular basis. 

The Old Southeast Neighborhood lies on a traditional 

grid roadway system, and many of the internal streets 

are brick. There are sidewalks throughout the 

neighborhood, typically on both sides of the street. The 

Old Southeast has a number of hexagon block sidewalks 

designated as part of the hexagon block sidewalk 

district which are protected from removal by a formal 

hexagon block district designation (#94-02). The final 

piece to the transportation system within the 

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 A multi-media internet approach can be powerful, but only if it is 

consistently updated. Designated individuals should be responsible for 

regular updates.  

 Using the internet to connect to adjacent neighborhoods is a great 

way to share important information and organize neighbors to address 

shared issues and challenges. 

 The association's web presence should always contain thoughtful 

information that is produced in a professional manner. This is a forum 

to serve the community, not to air out neighborhood grievances.   
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neighborhood is the alley system, which is 

comprehensive and runs down the middle of each block 

within the neighborhood and is used to provide solid 

waste pick-up.  

The neighborhood has had a history of traffic issues in 

the past, largely as a result of the non-residential uses 

on the periphery and the proximity of the 

neighborhood to Downtown. The construction of the 

bypass road was completed as a means to divert much 

of this traffic (particularly truck traffic) around the heart 

of the neighborhood. The bypass has been very 

effective in reducing this traffic, although there still are 

concerns. 

During the public engagement process, several 

priorities emerged relating to transportation 

infrastructure, primarily related to neighborhood 

connectivity and mobility, including the need for more 

traffic calming infrastructure, the conditions and 

ongoing maintenance of the alley system, and the 

maintenance and installation of sidewalks.   

Following the completion of the public engagement 

process, discussions were held with the Transportation 

and Parking Management Department to discuss 

potential planned/potential improvements that may 

address some of the issues that were raised.  Two  

projects were identified (one planned/one potential).  

The first project is the restriping of 4th Street South 

between 6th Avenue South to 3rd Avenue South, which 

is currently planned and heading towards 

implementation at the time this plan was completed. 

This project will allow for northbound commuter traffic 

to remain on 4th Street South (instead of using the 3rd 

Street South alternative through Old Southeast) to 

reach Downtown and the on-ramps to I-175.  This 

project, when completed, is likely to have some impact 

on the through traffic that currently uses 3rd Street 

South.  In addition to the restriping, the City is also 

moving forward with the reconstruction of the bridge 

on 4th Street South that crosses Salt Creek at 18th 

Avenue South during 2013. Once these two projects are 

completed the Old Southeast, changes in the traffic 

patterns will likely reduce pass through on 3rd Street 

South. 

The second project is the potential amendment to the 

Neighborhood Transportation Plan. The previous 

version of this plan has been implemented by the City 

and includes bike lanes, raised crosswalks, and medians 

in select locations, with the goal of reducing traffic 

speed in the neighborhood.  The Transportation 

Planning and Parking Management Department  

recently completed an assessment within the 

neighborhood  and identified potential areas where 

additional traffic calming interventions might be 

justified.  

MESSYALLEY 

Figure 9.4: Elements of the Neighborhood Transportation System 
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SHORT TERM STEPS 

The action steps below address each of the primary 

concerns documented during the public engagement 

process to improve neighborhood connectivity and 

safety.  

 Establish a Transportation Committee, presumably 

under OSNA, to focus on addressing concerns on 

connectivity and to organize activities related to 

improving the transportation system. 

 Using committee volunteers, conduct an 

assessment twice a year to identify sidewalk 

segments in need of repair. The assessment should 

use City-supported software (e.g., See Click Fix, 

www.seeclickfix.com) to report problem areas, and 

the Transportation Committee should coordinate 

with the Mayor’s Action Center to ensure that the 

repairs are made in a timely manner.   

 Conduct an assessment twice a year to identify 

alley segments in need of blading and use City-

supported software (such as See Click Fix,  

www.seeclickfix.com) to report problem areas. The 

Transportation Committee should coordinate with 

Community Services to ensure that the repairs are 

made in a timely manner. 

 Conduct alley clean-ups on a quarterly basis. 

Regularly coordinate with Community Services and 

the City Engineering and Traffic Operations 

Department to provide updates on proposed 

roadway improvements/changes that may affect 

the neighborhood.  Updates should be posted on 

the neighborhood website, in the newsletter, and 

on the neighborhood message board in Lassing 

Park.  

 Coordinate with local advocacy organizations (e.g., 

Walk Wise Tampa Bay www.walkwisetampa 

bay.com) to host a presentation on bicycle and 

pedestrian safety at a General Neighborhood 

Meeting.  

 The Transportation Committee should coordinate 

with the Transportation Planning and Parking  

Management Department to implement an update 

to the Neighborhood Traffic Plan, which would 

include the following steps: 

 Coordinate with the Transportation 

Planning and Parking Management 

Department to make a presentation at a 

General Neighborhood Meeting on traffic 

speed assessment  for 3rd Street South and 

to identify other roadways where an 

assessment should be completed. 

 

 

CASE STUDY: Arts in the Alley, Richmond, VA 

Quick Facts: 

 Combines alley clean-ups with art 

installations 

 Coordinates alley improvement pro-

jects with local government and local 

community organizations.  

 Since its founding, five alley arts pro-

jects have been completed  
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 Conduct information sessions on traffic 

calming process  at subsequent General 

Neighborhood meetings. 

 Coordinate the required voting process to 

ensure support for improvements along  

candidate roadways. 

LONG TERM STEPS 

 Coordinate with Community Services and other 

departments as needed to identify areas where 

new sidewalks should be installed to fill-in existing 

gaps within the network.  

 Coordinate with Community Services and other 

departments to identify locations for installation of 

new street lighting fixtures within the 

neighborhood.   

 Create an advocacy campaign to encourage the 

funding of alley greening projects to improve the 

aesthetics within the alleys of the Old Southeast. 

Projects could include installation of planters and 

other landscape materials.  

 Coordinating with the Arts Committee, create an 

alley art event  that will include the installation of 

temporary murals and other public art.  

 Advocate for the under-grounding of existing 

utilities within the public rights-of-way. 

CASE STUDY - ALLEYS AND ART COLLIDE 

Richmond, Virginia—Arts in the Alley 

(www.richmondartsinthealley.com)  

Arts in the Alley was started by members of a non-profit 

band to encourage the revitalization of alleys within the 

urban areas of Richmond, Virginia. The organization 

coordinates with building owners, local government, 

organizations, and volunteers to clean the selected alley 

and then paint murals on building facades.  The 

organization has completed projects in five alleys in and 

around Richmond, and has even completed a project in 

Beijing China.  

The project creates unique art-filled spaces that 

become places of interest for neighbors and local 

visitors.  Although the project is focused on alleys 

located in urban commercial areas, it does illustrate the 

possibility of creating interesting public spaces in the 

alleys in the Old Southeast. 

CASE STUDY - GREENING THE ALLEYS 

Montreal, Canada - Eco-Quartier Peter-McGill 

Eco-Quartier Peter-McGill is an organization of 

community action that was created by the City of 

Montreal, Canada in 1995 to encourage local citizens to 

improve the quality of their living spaces.  One of their 

initiatives is known as Green Alley, which is focused on 

CASE STUDIES: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 Installing art murals in alleys can be an effective way to improve the 

aesthetics and attract users.  

 Coordinated alley clean-ups can be augmented by the installation of art 

public art pieces.  

 Greening can vary to best fit the context, and include flower boxes, vines, 

and wildflowers, and planters. 

 With proper planning and thoughtful execution, alleys can become 

attractive and inviting public spaces.  
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improving the conditions of urban alleys throughout the 

city by designing and planting vegetation to bring alleys 

to life.  The organization puts out an annual call for 

applications, and for those selected, it provides design 

expertise, plant material, and other needed supplies for 

installing the alley improvements.   

The Old Southeast’s network of public alleys is used for  

access and in many instances solid-waste pick-up. In 

addition, there are several residential units  that also 

front the alleys. Implementing  a greening process in 

the alleys has the potential to  change the service–

oriented alleys into public space assets, which could 

particularly improve the quality of life for those 

properties where the alley represents the primary 

means of access.  

9.4 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIATIVES  

BACKGROUND 

The condition of the natural environment within and 

surrounding a neighborhood can greatly affect the lives 

of residents and the larger community as a whole.   

Environmental issues are inherently complex, and while 

some concrete action steps can be taken at a 

neighborhood scale, others will require long-term 

investments and/or regulatory change that are out of 

the control of any single neighborhood.  A 

neighborhood should identify both actions that it can  

complete in the short term as well as longer-term 

initiatives to educate and advocate. 

IMPORTANCE TO OLD SOUTHEAST 

Nestled along Tampa Bay and filled with large shade 

trees and native vegetation, the Old Southeast has a 

beautiful natural environment with a number of assets 

that should be protected and enhanced in the coming 

years.  Throughout the public engagement process, 

residents and other stakeholders voiced their interest in 

projects that would help improve the local 

environment, as well as long-term initiatives designed  

to educate residents about local environmental assets 

and conditions.   

In the previous neighborhood plan, several specific 

projects were identified related to neighborhood 

environmental conditions and beautification. Most of 

these projects were landscaping improvements located 

along the bypass and in Lassing Park. These projects 

were largely implemented with the help of City grants, 

which provided the landscaping material with a 

requirement that the neighborhood maintain the 

landscaping as needed.  OSNA coordinated installation 

of the landscaping material, and residents have 

continued maintenance over the years.  

The types of projects and initiatives recommended 

during the public engagement varied greatly and were 

Figure 9.5: Elements of Neighborhood Environmental Initiatives 
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evidence of the diverse interests and concerns that 

residents have.  Generally, the recommended projects 

and initiatives can be broken down into the categories 

listed below.  

Landscaping improvements. The recommended 

improvements included the addition of shade trees in 

the rights-of-way and additional landscape plantings at 

the cul-de-sacs along the bypass road.  

The action steps on the following pages encourage the 

neighborhood to conduct education/outreach to share 

information about the proposed improvements and to 

identify potential sources of new landscaping material 

to be  installed along the cul-de sacs at the north end of 

the neighborhood.  

Stormwater Run-Off. There were significant concerns 

voiced about the effects of stormwater run-off  that is  

released into Tampa Bay at the south end of Lassing 

Park. These concerns were related both to water quality 

and to the amount of debris and trash that washes from 

the streets and out the stormwater outflows.  

Following the public engagement process, contact was 

made with the City of St. Petersburg Stormwater, 

Pavement, and Traffic Operations Department to 

attempt to identify planned projects that are in process 

to improve the stormwater system or potential 

strategies that could be used to reduce the amount of 

waste that is being conveyed via the existing system.  

These discussions identified that there were not any 

projects for improvements to the system currently 

planned. Should a system be installed, the issue of 

ongoing maintenance would need to be addressed. 

It is apparent that if the neighborhood wishes to 

address the issue of pollutants (particularly solid waste) 

that is entering Tampa Bay through the stormwater 

system, coordination and education of staff and 

residents will be required.   

 

The specific action steps included on the following 

pages are designed to begin this process.  

Recycling. Over the last couple of years, St. Petersburg 

has introduced curbside recycling for its residents. 

While this was a welcome service addition for many, 

there was a concern voiced during the public 

engagement process that not enough residents were 

taking advantage of the service and that the overall 

participation rate in the program needed to be 

improved. 

The specific action steps listed on the following pages 

focus on developing an educational/outreach program 

that, informs residents and other stakeholders of the 

available options for curbside recycling, and encourages 

additional enrollment in the program.  

Shoreline Erosion.  There is well-documented evidence 

that erosion at the north end of Lassing Park is 

becoming a significant problem as wave action washes 

away portions of the north shore. This has become a 

major concern for many residents who wish to protect 

the park from further damage. 

There has been a recent effort by Tampa Bay Watch 

(www.tampabaywatch.org) along with the City of St. 

Petersburg to implement a plan to reduce shoreline 

erosion along Tampa Bay. This plan has been proposed 

and presented at OSNA general neighborhood meetings 

on multiple occasions. At the time of plan completion, 

this process has stalled due to resident concern over 

the potential effects that it may have on views of the 

water, and the ability for the neighborhood to use the 

waterfront.  

In the short term, the neighborhood should make 

implementing a solution to this issue a priority. The City 

and Tampa Bay Watch have invested time and effort to 

propose a potential solution, and they have been 

working with OSNA members to make modifications to 

the plan to try and address neighborhood concerns 
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without completely diminishing the effectiveness of the 

project. The action steps listed below encourage an 

education/outreach effort and a neighborhood vote on 

the proposed project.    

ACTION STEPS 

The Action Steps described below address each of  the 

focus areas described above, and are separated into 

short-term and long-term priorities. For the purposes of 

this plan, the short-term priorities are designed to be 

implemented in the 1-3 year timeframe, while the long-

term priorities are intended for implementation in the 

3+ year timeframe. The neighborhood should review 

the Action Steps on an annual basis to determine 

priorities.   

SHORT-TERM STEPS 

The short-term action steps listed below and on the 

following pages are divided into the focus areas 

consistent with those identified during the public 

engagement process.  

 Establish a Environmental Initiatives Committee 

(EIC), presumably the OSNA Green Committee, to 

oversee environmental initiatives in the Old 

Southeast. 

 

 

Landscape Improvements 

 Annually, the EIC may coordinate an assessment of 

the existing landscaping within the public right- of-

way to identify areas  where clean-up and 

maintenance is needed.  The EIC may coordinate 

volunteer workdays to clean-up and maintain 

existing landscaping. The EIC may coordinate these 

workdays with Community Services if additional 

City assistance is needed.   

 Working with residents and property owners within 

the vicinity, the EIC may identify potential areas 

along the bypass road where additional landscaping 

is desired. This will help to increase the buffer 

between the neighborhood and industrial uses. 

 The EIC may work with nearby residents to 

prioritize landscaping improvements, and organize 

an effort to identify funding and/or donated plant 

material to complete the landscaping project. 

 Upon receiving funding and/or plant material is 

obtained the EIC may coordinate a neighborhood 

volunteer work day to plant the new landscape 

materials as well as periodic work days for ongoing 

maintenance.  

 

 

Figure 9.6: Focus Areas of Environmental Initiatives 
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Stormwater Run-Off 

 Coordinate with the City's Stormwater, Pavement, 

and Traffic Operations Department, to make 

presentation on the community's stormwater 

system, programs available for reducing run-off 

pollution, and any proposed improvements that are 

planned to the system. 

 Coordinate with the Stormwater, Pavement, and 

Traffic Operations Department, SWFWMD, Tampa 

Bay Estuary Program, or other related organizations 

to identify strategies to reduce the amount trash 

that enters the bay through the stormwater system. 

 Coordinate with the Engineering Department on a 

volunteer project to install storm drain markers 

throughout the neighborhood. The EIC may 

investigate the possibility of developing custom 

markers (through a design contest) that could 

double as public art pieces. 

 Implement an education program for residents to 

reduce the amount of pollutants entering the 

stormwater system.  

 Develop a program to educate residents on how the 

stormwater system operates and the importance of 

minimizing illegal discharges into the stormwater 

system.  

 

Reduce Shoreline Erosion 

 Organize a neighborhood education campaign on 

the proposed Tampa Bay Watch project to reduce 

erosion at Lassing Park.  

 Coordinate neighborhood volunteers to assist the 

Tampa Bay Watch with installation of the oyster 

beds off of Lassing Park. 

Neighborhood Recycling 

 Coordinate a meeting with the City’s private 

recycling provider to  identify possible strategies for 

tracking the volume of neighborhood recycling.  

 Coordinate with the St. Petersburg Sanitation 

Department to make presentations at general 

neighborhood meetings on the benefits and costs 

of the curbside recycling program.  

 Implement a door-to-door educational campaign to 

spread the word about the recycling program. 

Provide applications for curbside recycling at all 

neighborhood meetings, information about the 

programs within the neighborhood newsletter, and 

a link to apply for the program on the OSNA 

website.   

 Create a neighborhood recycling pledge/register 

published on the OSNA website to encourage 

residents to sign up and commit to using the 

CASE STUDY: Neighborhood Recycling Challenge, Providence, RI 

Quick Facts: 

 The challenge lasted six-weeks over the summer 

of 2012.  

 Recycling benchmarks were set using previous 

month’s average recycling volume. 

 Winning neighborhood received a community 

BBQ from the City. S
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curbside recycling programs.  The recycling registry 

would provide a means with which to track the 

number of households participating in the 

programs.  

LONG TERM STEPS 

 Develop neighborhood metrics (pounds of 

recycling, number of bins, bottles, etc.) to track 

progress in increasing recycling activities.  

 Consider the development of an annual 

neighborhood competition to increase the rate of 

recycling. 

 Provide a presentation and report annually to the 

neighborhood summarizing outreach efforts related 

to recycling and the annual progress in signing-up 

households to the recycling registry.  

 Develop a comprehensive advocacy campaign to 

encourage the residents of Old Southeast to reduce 

solid waste and other pollutants from entering the  

City’s stormwater system.   

 Where extensions to the reclaimed water system 

are desired by neighborhood residents,  the EIC 

should support their petition / application process 

where feasible. 

 Work with the Engineering Department to 

investigate the feasibility of a Neighborhood Green 

Streets (similar to the Portland Green Streets 

Program) Program to reduce storwmater run-off 

through innovative street redesign that increases 

stormwater capture. 

CASE STUDY - RECYCLING COMPETITIONS 

Providence, Rhode Island 

In the summer of 2012, Providence Mayor Taveras 

launched a recycling challenge for all the 

neighborhoods within the city. The purpose of the 

recycling challenge was to attempt to increase recycling 

rates throughout the city. The goal of the competition 

was to accomplish the greatest increase in the recycling 

rate in comparison to the typical average. The winning 

neighborhood was awarded a community BBQ and five 

trees for planting in the neighborhood. 

9.5 PLAN LASSING  

BACKGROUND 

In 1924, Judge Robert Lassing donated water lots 3, 4, 

5, and 6 of the Rouslynn Subdivision to the City of St. 

Petersburg for use in perpetuity as a public  park. The 

deed for the property specifically limited the uses to 

only park related ones, stating: 

This instrument is executed for the purpose of 

conveying to the City of St. Petersburg the 

above described property for park purposes 

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 The recycling competition incentivized neighborhood groups 

to encourage community members to increase recycling 

during the competition period. 

 The Mayor used the City's website and Facebook to spread 

the word about the weekly results during the competition.  
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only, and the City of St. Petersburg in accepting 

the said  property agrees that no buildings 

other than those necessary for park purposes 

shall ever be erected thereon.   

In the 1950s, St. Petersburg purchased additional land 

at the south end of the park, creating the footprint of 

Lassing Park that exists today. This park is a significant 

community asset not only to those who live in the Old 

Southeast, but also to residents in adjacent 

neighborhoods and to the city as a whole.  

IMPORTANCE TO OLD SOUTHEAST 

The identity of the Old Southeast Neighborhood is 

closely associated with the natural beauty of Lassing 

Park. The community is very protective of this asset, 

and significant discussions were held during the public 

engagement process on the current and future status of 

the park. There is a significant amount of debate within 

the neighborhood about what enhancements should be 

made to the park, or if it should continued to be 

maintained as is.  

As a result of recommendations in the previous 

Neighborhood Plan, additional landscaping, and three 

"contemplative zones" were constructed in the park. 

since that time, there have not been any major 

improvements within the park. The public engagement 

process included discussions on several potential 

improvements including installing a playground, 

planting additional landscaping, adding sidewalks and 

lighting, and even constructing a dog park.  These were 

not all ranked equally however, and the sentiment was 

largely that the park should remain largely as is with 

some enhancements, which were not specifically called 

out during the planning process.  

Lassing Park is an important community space, and 

although it is considered by many to be the Old 

Southeast’s neighborhood park, it is regularly used by 

residents within adjacent and abutting neighborhoods 

and from throughout the city as a whole. Any changes 

or improvements to the park should be supported by 

the Old Southeast, but they should be encouraged to 

take into account the desires and needs of those users 

that do not live within the neighborhood. It will be 

important for the Old Southeast  to work closely with 

the Parks and Recreation Department to identify 

potential park enhancements. 

ACTION STEPS 

The action steps described below lay out a framework 

for improving the existing conditions within Lassing Park 

and beginning the process to create a long-term vision 

for the park.  These action steps are separated into 

short-term and long-term priorities. For the purposes of 

this plan, the short-term priorities are designed to be 

implemented in the 1–3 year timeframe, while the long-

CASE STUDY: Let’s Build Cully Park, Portland, OR 

Quick Facts: 

 Community-led effort to develop a plan for 

Thomas Cully Park, which is located in a lower-

income neighborhood in need of additional 

park space.  

 Verde, a non-profit social enterprise, was en-

gaged to complete the fundraising, construc-

tion, and operations of Phase I of the park. 
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term priorities are intended for implementation in the 

3+ year timeframe. The neighborhood should review 

the action steps on an annual basis to determine 

priorities.   

SHORT TERM STEPS 

 Conduct quarterly park clean-ups to remove trash 

and debris from the park. 

 Coordinate with Community Services and the Parks 

and Recreation Departments to educate the 

neighborhood on the history of the park and its 

potential allowable uses.  

 Coordinate with Community Services and the Parks 

and Recreation Departments to establish a park 

planning committee to discuss the possibility of 

completing a park master plan.  

 Seek technical assistance for park planning through 

the American Institute of Architects Sustainable 

Design Assessment Team (SDAT) or another similar 

technical assistance process.  

LONG TERM STEPS 

 Coordinate with the Parks and Recreation 

Department to identify ongoing enhancements to 

Lassing Park.  

 Develop a special events plan for the park and hold 

an event related to the Artist Enclave.  

 Continue discussion of potential park 

improvements identified through discussions with 

the Parks and Recreation Department. 

CASE STUDY - COMMUNITY LED PARK DESIGN 

Portland, Oregon—Let’s Build Cully Park 

(www.letsbuildcullypark.org) 

The Thomas Cully Park project is located in the Cully 

Neighborhood in northeast Portland. This is an area 

characterized by racial diversity, concentrations of 

poverty, and a need for park space.  The Let’s Build 

Cully Park initiative is a community-based planning 

process led by a coalition of local community 

organizations and the City of Portland.  

To determine the appropriate programming of the park, 

a neighborhood survey was distributed to the 

community to collect feedback on the type of features 

that should be included in the new park design. The City 

of Portland has agreed to allow a locally based 501(c)3 

social enterprise know as Verde (www.verdenw.org) to 

undertake fundraising, construction, and operations of 

Phase I of the project.  

CASE STUDY: TAKEAWAY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 Local municipal government agreed to hand over authority for park 

design and development to outside non-profit groups who are 

effective at fundraising and community engagement. 

 To determine the final design of the park, a survey was sent out to 

the local neighborhood to determine design preferences and 

programming.  
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10.1 COMMUNITY BUILDING IN 
IMPLEMENTATION 

The priorities and recommendations identified within 

this plan represent  a mix of neighbor-led and City-led 

initiatives that could physically change the face of the 

Old Southeast. New landscaping, street lights, and a  

revitalized Lassing Park  represent  only a few of the 

major physical improvements included within this 

plan.  

However, the physical improvements are only part of 

the story, and, ultimately, the greatest benefit from 

successful implementation of this plan will be  in the 

improved relationships that are built  between 

neighbors and between the neighborhood and the 

City.  These relationships will increase the 

neighborhood’s capacity to accomplish more 

together, and it is likely that ideas and initiatives  not  

yet identified will emerge as residents begin working 

together sharing their talents and interests in the 

process. 

10.1 PRIORITIZING AND UPDATING 

The previous neighborhood plan technically remained 

in effect for nearly 20 years,  but many of the specific 

projects within the plan were completed within the 

first 5–7 years.  This is not atypical in plan 

implementation, and it represents the fundamental 

reality that planning for the long term is difficult 

without revisiting and adjusting the plan regularly to  

ensure that it is responsive to changing conditions 

and opportunities.  

To ensure that this plan remains “fresh,” it is 

recommended that the following steps are taken: 

  Annual Prioritization—The neighborhood should 

identify specific priorities on an annual basis. 

These  priorities will allow for limited resources to 

be focused on the highest priorities on a year-to-

year basis.  

 Regular Updates—The Old Southeast 

Neighborhood should work with the City of St. 

Petersburg Community Services Department to 

identify a simple, legally-noticed update process  

that can be completed every 5-7 years. This 

process will allow for priorities to be adjusted and 

amended to meet changing times while providing 

the Community Services Department with a clear 

and relevant work plan with which to engage the 

community on an ongoing basis.  
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APPENDIX A 

 

PUBLIC  

ENGAGEMENT  

SUMMARY 





O Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. 
Planning and Engineering 

 

 

Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan Update 
DRAFT Public Involvement Summary 
 
I. Introduction 

The  goal of  the public  involvement process  for  the Old  Southeast Neighborhood Plan update was  to 
gather  information  in a variety of ways from residents, business owners and other stakeholders about 
community concerns, neighborhood assets, and potential  strategies  to be addressed  in  the update of 
the plan. From the beginning, the Neighborhood Partnership has emphasized a desire to focus this plan 
update  on  building  community  involvement  and  engagement  in  addition  to  infrastructure  related 
priorities. The  intent of  this approach was  to  include a variety of short  term and  long  term priorities, 
many  of  which  could  be  implemented  by  the  neighborhood  itself  with  some  facilitation  by  the 
Neighborhood Partnership and other city departments.   

The  public  involvement  process  consisted  of  three  major  components,  including  two  community 
workshops  and  a  neighborhood  survey.    In  addition,  Tindale‐Oliver  and  Associates  (TOA)  staff  also 
shared information on the planning process at general meetings and through the newsletter of the Old 
Southeast Neighborhood Association  (OSNA).   The purpose of  this memorandum  is  to  summarize  the 
input  received  through  these  public  involvement  activities.  The  information  summarized within  this 
memorandum will serve as the basis for developing a specific list of priorities and initiatives that will be 
considered in the update to the Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan. 

II. Public Input Workshop ‐ March 20, 2012 

This public workshop was held in an outdoor plaza at the Bayboro House on Beach Drive. The purpose of 
the workshop was to gather  input from the neighborhood residents and other stakeholders to  identify 
neighborhood assets, areas of concern, and potential priorities  that could be  included  in  the updated 
plan.  

The workshop  included  a  short  introductory presentation by  TOA  Staff  that  summarized  the  existing 
neighborhood plan and covered the different facets of the update process. In addition there were small‐ 
group  facilitated map exercises  that allowed  residents  to  identify specific assets and areas of concern 
within  the  neighborhood.  The  final  activity was  a  brainstorming  of  potential  priorities  that  could  be 
focused on in order to improve physical and social conditions within the neighborhood. 

The  participants  identified  a  number  of  priorities  that  could  potentially  be  spearheaded  by  the 
neighborhood,  in  addition  to  those  that would ultimately be driven by  city  resources  and processes.  
TOA staff distilled the information in a meeting summary that categorized the many potential priorities 
received.  This meeting summary was distributed to all meeting attendees that had signed‐in, and it was 
posted on the Neighborhood Partnership website. 

 
 
 
 
.
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III. Neighborhood Survey 

The  next  step  in  the  public  involvement  process  was  the  development  and  distribution  of  a 
neighborhood survey.   This survey  included a number of ways  in which participants could share  input, 
including open ended questions, multiple choice questions, and questions that allowed for the ranking 
priorities that were identified during the March Public Input Workshop.  

The  survey was  distributed  by  neighborhood  volunteers  door‐to‐door,  and  included within  the May 
2012  neighborhood  newsletter.    The  surveys  were  color‐coded  by  geographic  area  within  the 
neighborhood. This was done  in order to gain some  insight  into possible  location‐specific  issues within 
the neighborhood. There were over 700 surveys delivered in the neighborhood, and a total of 94 surveys 
returned which were reviewed and recorded by TOA staff.   

Not all participants completed every question on  the survey, but  in  the  interest of collecting as much 
input and information as possible, TOA included as much of the input received as possible. The results of 
the survey have been summarized in the narrative and tables below. 

Headliner Questions 

The first four questions of the survey were designed to gather information on the collective vision of the 
neighborhood, as well as  specific opportunities and  threats. The  results  listed below by question are 
representative  of  the most  common  responses  received.    The  first  two  questions were  designed  to 
collect  ideas about  the  future vision of  the neighborhood and most  liked attributes. The responses  to 
the questions have been combined and summarized below.  

Questions 1 & 2 

The first two questions were designed to solicit feelings about the future vision for the neighborhood as 
well as current attributes viewed as important today.  These questions are listed below. 

1. What do you want the neighborhood to look like in the future? Please write the headline that would 

appear in the local newspaper that describes your vision of the future. 

2. What are three things about the Old Southeast neighborhood that you like the most? 

Most  of  the  answers  received  to  these  questions  reflected  a  desire  to  continue  strengthening  and 
building upon many of the assets within the community. There were several consistent themes  in the 
responses, which were the diversity of residents and the built environment, environmental quality, and 
neighborhood location.   

Protecting and Enhancing Diversity 

The most common theme within the responses was that of the importance of the diversity found in the 
neighborhood (both in the built and natural environment and the individual residents themselves). This 
speaks to a commonly held perception that the variety and uniqueness of the neighborhood are what 
make it special. 

Within  the  responses  the  importance of diversity was  associated with both  the diverse demographic 
characteristics  of  the  current  population  (age,  socioeconomic  status,  etc.),  as  well  the  presence  of 
"creatives" in the neighborhood (artists, writers, etc.). These attributes were seen as differentiators that 
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make Old Southeast unique now, and  if cultivated carefully, will help  to define  the community  in  the 
future.  

Diversity was also used to reference the variety found within the built environment and land uses in the 
neighborhood.  Some  comments  identified  the  diversity  of  housing  types  (rentals,  cottages,  historic 
homes,  etc.)  as  an  asset  to  the  neighborhood  that  should  be  protected  (though  there were  several 
comments about the need to demolish some vacant homes in poor condition). There were also several 
respondents who  noted  the  need  to  protect  and  enhance  the  existing  historic  attributes within  the 
neighborhood including the historic houses, brick streets, hexagonal paver sidewalks, and granite curbs.  

Environmental Qualities 

Many of the respondents articulated the importance that the natural environment plays in defining the 
Old  Southeast Neighborhood.  By  far, most  of  the  comments were  related  to  Lassing  Park,  although 
other attributes were also  identified. There were comments related to the beauty of the park and the 
importance of the natural shoreline and water access. In addition, some respondents also identified the 
importance of the tree canopy and the landscaping to the neighborhood character. 

In  addition  to  these  attributes,  under Question  1  in  particular,  there were  references  to  a  desire  to 
continue  to  make  the  neighborhood  more  environmentally  friendly,  and  a  wide  ranging  set  of 
suggestions on that could be achieved. These included the implementation of alternative power sources, 
alternative transportation modes, developing permaculture, and many others. 

Neighborhood Location 

Several respondents referred to the importance of the neighborhood's location in their responses. These 
responses typically referred to the neighborhood's location along the water, proximity to Downtown St. 
Petersburg,  and  ease  of  access  to  the  Interstate  (an  important  asset  for  commuters).  In  addition  to 
proximity, several respondents also noted that the neighborhood was quaint, quiet, hidden and even a 
"secret".  The respondents placed a lot of value on the fact that Old Southeast is next to everything, and 
yet the perception was that it is hidden from view. 

Questions 3 & 4  

Questions 3 & 4 were designed  to  collect  respondents' dislikes, and  to  identify  their  concerns about 
potential negative changes that could happen over time. The questions are listed below. 

3. What are three things about the Old Southeast neighborhood that you dislike the most? 

4. What is one negative headline that you most fear relative to the items mentioned above? 

The responses to these questions were somewhat more uniform than those found under Questions1 & 
2.    These  questions  were  designed  to  identify  concerns,  and  they  generally  fell  under  one  of  the 
following three categories ‐ crime and safety, lack of community collaboration, and poor maintenance of 
both individual properties and the larger public infrastructure. Summaries of the responses received are 
listed below by category. 
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Concerns over Crime and Safety 

Crime was a very common theme in the responses to these questions. There were concerns articulated 
about  the  frequency of burglaries, as well as  the presence of drug dealers and known prostitutes.  In 
addition,  there were  also  some  concerns over  the presence of  the homeless population, particularly 
those that camp overnight in Lassing Park. 

The other  issue  raised was primarily  related  to  traffic, and  concern over pedestrian  safety within  the 
neighborhood. These concerns were largely associated with speeding vehicles, though there were a few 
mentions of a lack of safety due to missing/poorly maintained sidewalks.   

Lack of Community Collaboration 

There were  several  comments  related  to  the  lack  of  community  collaboration, which was  primarily 
focused on the lack of resident participation in the neighborhood, and some respondents described an 
environment where neighbors were not able/willing to work together due to differences of opinion.  

Poor Maintenance 

The issue of poor maintenance was raised by respondents who were concerned over the care of public 
infrastructure and facilities, as well as the maintenance of individual properties. The infrastructure items 
most mentioned were the alleys and streets, with several comments focusing on the care, condition and 
maintenance of  the alleys. There were also  several comments concerned about  trash  in Lassing Park, 
and  in other  locations around  the neighborhood. The maintenance of  individual properties was also a 
concern expressed  in  the  responses. Most of  these comments were  focused on poor maintenance of 
properties by landlords and rentals, though there was a concern over foreclosed homes as well. 

Questions 5‐13 

Questions  5‐13  required  respondents  to  rank  priorities  that were  identified  during  the March  Public 
Input Workshop. The purpose of the ranking was to get an idea as to what priorities residents felt were 
most  urgent  and  important  for  inclusion  in  the  plan.  Each  of  the  ranking  questions  included  an 
opportunity to add additional priorities, and Question 14 was an additional, open‐ended question that 
allowed for additional priorities to be listed.  

Not every respondent answered every question, and some only ranked their top priorities and left the 
remaining options blank. In the interest of collecting as much input as possible, TOA incorporated and 
tabulated any rankings received. The ranking table on the next page reflects the cumulative result of 
tabulating all the responses received.  
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Additional Priorities 

As noted above,  there multiple opportunities within  the  survey  for  respondents  to  include additional 
priorities for consideration in the plan. These priorities touched on a number of subjects, though many 
of them were fairly similar to those that were  in the survey, particularly related to Lassing Park, traffic 
calming  strategies,  and  alley maintenance.  These  additional  priorities  were  simplified  and  included 
(where  appropriate)  for  discussion/prioritization  at  the  Consensus  Building  Workshop,  which  is 
discussed later in this memorandum. 

Participation/Demographic Questions 

The final set of questions in the survey were primarily general demographic questions to collect data on 
the  respondents,  but  also  included  a  couple  of  questions  to  determine  how  the  respondent  was 
currently participating within the neighborhood, and the other ways they might wish to get involved in 
the future.  The results of these questions are presented in the table on the next page 
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Consensus Building Workshop  ‐ May 30, 2012 

On May  30th,  TOA  hosted  a  Consensus  Building Workshop  at  the  Friends Meeting  House  on  19th 
Avenue South. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the results of the survey, discuss draft goals 
developed  for  the  neighborhood  plan,  discuss/rank  potential  priorities,  and  to  brainstorm  specific 
strategies that should be  included  in the plan. Following a short presentation on the planning process 
and survey results by TOA, a series of facilitated small group discussions were held. The results of these 
discussions are documented below.  

Goals Discussion  

Utilizing ideas articulated in the survey responses, TOA identified a series of neighborhood themes that 
emerged during  the process, and had  introduced some draft goals associated with  those  themes. The 
first  facilitated discussion  sought  to  identify  any potential  changes  to  the  content of  the  goals.    The  
original  goals  are  listed  below,  and  the  recommended  changes  have  been  shown  in 
strikethrough/underline below. 

Theme #1: Quality Infrastructure 

Goal: A Public Infrastructure system within the Old Southeast Neighborhood that is safe, 
attractive, environmentally friendly, and resilient.  

Theme #2: Building Community 

Goal: Increase citizen involvement in the neighborhood by engaging residents in events and 
initiatives that will build and strengthen relationships, celebrate diversity, educate, and entertain.  

Theme #3: Beautiful Neighborhood, Healthy Environment 

Goal: Improve aesthetics and environmental quality of the Old Southeast Neighborhood for 
residents and visitors alike.  

Theme #4: Public Safety/Code Enforcement:  

Goal: Reduce crime and increase communication regarding code compliance through 
coordination and collaboration with neighborhood residents, the Police Department, and the 
Code Compliance Assistance Department. 

Theme #5: Lassing Park 

Goal: Maintain and enhance Lassing Park to ensure it remains an important asset for the 
community. 

Priority Ranking & Strategy Identification 

The next exercise was  facilitated with  the assistance of TOA staff, and  included a  ranking of priorities 
and discussion on potential strategies for implementation. The priorities were ranked using a dot voting 
exercise, with each participant receiving 15 dots to vote for their favorite priorities.   

The priorities were sorted by  the  five major neighborhood  themes  identified above, and  included  the 
top ranked priorities from the survey rankings, as well as other priorities that were identified in various 
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open ended portions of the survey.   These priorities were combined and simplified where appropriate 
and placed at each small group for discussion and then voting. The cumulative results for this exercise 
are presented in the tables below. The first set of tables identifies the top three priorities by theme, and 
the second table includes an overall list of ranked priorities. 
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Strategies Discussion 

The final discussion held during the workshop was focused on potential  implementation strategies for 
the priorities that had received a larger proportion of votes within each group.  These discussions were 
free  flowing  in nature, and were  treated primarily a brainstorming exercise.   There were a variety of 
ideas that were discussed, which were both short term and long term in nature. The list below contains 
specific strategy ideas that emerged during the discussions. These strategies, listed below by topic area, 
will be considered as part of the overall plan development process.  

Beautiful Environment, Healthy Environment 

Environment and Pollution 

 Recycling  ‐ Create a  census  (either  through  the newsletter or  solid waste data)  to determine 

who currently recycles. This would set a benchmark for the neighborhood to improve upon. 

 Recycling ‐ Creating a neighborhood‐level lobbying effort to make recycling mandatory. 

 Recycling ‐ Creating a local recycling commitment through community agreement. This could be 

a neighborhood petition or pledge to encourage participation. 

 Air Pollution ‐ Create a committee to look into the possibility of grants to help with reducing air 

pollution from neighborhood uses, etc. 

 Air Pollution  ‐ Research the current requirements, and collect  information on compliance from 

various  industrial  uses  nearby.  Several  participants  were  concerned  about  potential  health 

effects of pollution.  

 Invite speakers (possibly as part of a speaker series) who are experts on the topic of air pollution 

to educate the neighborhood about the issues of air pollution control 

 Establish a committee to keep track of new industrial uses that are being proposed nearby (fish 

processing plant was raised as a concern). 

 Community  commitment  to  banning  public  smoking  in  the  neighborhood  (potentially  in  the 

form of a community pledge). 

Landscaping 

 Coordinate with  the  Florida Native Plant  Society  to have  a native plant  swap. Pick  trees  and 

plants that need little maintenance. 

 Create a committee of people to maintain trees on corners in public rights of way. 

 Coordinate with the Pinellas County Extension for possible assistance with planting and watering 

during first 30 days after planting (possible grants/assistance available?) 

Community Building 

 Develop a neighborhood directory of phone numbers and email addresses  that  residents and 

businesses  could  choose  to  be  included  in, which would  improve  communication within  the 

neighborhood immediately. 

 Make alley clean‐ups more frequent and more fun! 
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 Open a dialogue to discuss the possibility of locating a playground in Lassing Park or elsewhere 

in the neighborhood.  

 Promote Yahoo Group and other online participation  (Facebook, website, etc.) and  create an 

alternative outreach strategy to get people more involved.  

 Bring back some events that have been cancelled including home tours and garden tours. 

 Need to develop an education program for the community that helps teach residents as to why 

participation is important (associated with property values, increasing safety, etc.). 

 Organize a public art contest through the Artist Enclave once it is established. This will give local 

artists the opportunity to help actively participate to make the neighborhood more attractive. 

Public Art / Artist Enclave 

 Organizing  an  education  initiative  and  petition  drive  to  get  all  or  part  of  the  neighborhood 

designated. 

 Public Art ‐ Identifying opportunities for functional public art within the neighborhood to serve 

and  aesthetic  and  educational  purpose.  These  could  include  temporary  crosswalks,  pattern 

concrete within  speed  tables, art  inspired  lighting, art along  the  right of way at  the gateways 

into the neighborhood. 

Lassing Park 

 Continue to communicate and  lobby the City for possible solutions to the stormwater outflow 

issues. 

 Coordinate with Tampa Bay Watch, Sierra Club, and others  to educate  the  community about 

water quality and pollution control strategies (reduced fertilizer, etc). 

 Re‐energize beach clean‐up events. Make them fun and fruitful. 

 Apply for grants to get Water Goats installed near stormwater outflows to collect physical trash 

that may wash out during rain events.  

 Work towards a solution to the beach erosion problem within the park. There was not complete 

agreement on the type of methods that should be used to reduce erosion, but it was seen as an 

important priority.   

 Coordinate with the city to see about locating an alternative property (other than Lassing Park) 

for a neighborhood playground.  

 Install a plaque  in  the park explaining  the history, and what  the covenant says about  types of 

uses that are allowed within the park. 

 Start a discussion on possibly addressing ADA access in the park. 

 Continue discussions that are open to everyone within the neighborhood concerning the future 

of Lassing Park 
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Public Safety/Code Enforcement 

 Create a neighborhood‐led mechanism to track repeat‐code‐offenders in the Old Southeast and 

record this information during neighborhood meetings.  

Quality Infrastructure  

 Identify areas where sidewalks should be repaired within the neighborhood. 

Traffic Calming 

 Add stop signs at the intersections of 22nd Avenue S. at 2nd Street S. and 3rd Street South. 

 Neighborhood education efforts should be organized to educate residents about traffic  laws  in 

order to create a safe environment for pedestrians and children at play. 

Burying Utilities 

 Continue  the  discussion  with  the  City  and  Progress  Energy  on  burying  the  utilities. 

Communication is important.  

 

IV. Next Steps  
 
This memorandum is a record of the input received by TOA during the public input process for the 
neighborhood  plan  update.  The  next  step will  be  to  conduct  additional  research  to  document 
neighborhood need, and  to develop a  refined  list of priorities and  strategies  for  inclusion  in  the 
neighborhood plan.  The process of refinement will include detailed review by City of St. Petersburg 
departmental staff  to ensure  that recommended priorities and strategies are consistent with city 
programs and processes , as may be required for implementation. 
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE NEW OLD SOUTHEAST 
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN ("NEW PLAN"), WHICH 
REPLACES THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN APPROVED IN 
THE EARLY 1990s;; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO INITIATE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS 
IDENTIFIED IN THE NEW PLAN; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City's Neighborhood Planning Program has been approved by the 
City Council of the City of St. Petersburg and is mandated by the City's Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on March 20, 2012, the Old Southeast Neighborhood began its effort 
to update its early 1990's neighborhood plan ("Old Plan"); and 

WHEREAS, the planning area boundaries general!~ extend from 15th - 25th 
Avenues South from Tampa Bay/Beach Drive Southeast.to 4 h Street South; and 

WHEREAS, Old Southeast Neighborhood residents and property owners worked 
with Tindale-Oiiver & Associates, Inc and community services staff to identify their 
priorities and to update their Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, at the September 18, 2013 neighborhood association meeting, 
residents and property owners, in attendance, unanimously supported the New Old 
Southeast Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan") to replace the Old Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 15, 2013, the St. Petersburg Planning and Visioning 
Commission conducted a public hearing and found the New Plan consistent with the St. 
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on October 31, 2013, the City Council Public Services and 
Infrastructure Committee recommended that a public hearing on the New Plan be held on 
December 19, 2013 and that City Council approve the New Plan after the public hearing; 
and 

WHEREAS, City Council conducted a public hearing on the New Plan on 
December 19, 2013, after notifying all property owners and residents within the planning 
area, to consider the findings and advice of all interested parties and the 
recommendations of the Planning & Visioning Commission and City Council Public 
Services and Infrastructure Committee concerning the New Plan. 



NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the New Old Southeast Neighborhood Plan ("New Plan"), which 
replaces the neighborhood plan approved in the early 1990's is hereby accepted. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED th'at the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
initiate the development of regulations, programs and projects as identified in the New 
Plan to the extent they are consistent with the City's plans, goals and objectives and 
within the approved budget. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Administration shall update City Council on 
the progress of the New Plan implementation within one year after acceptance of the New 
Plan. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and content: 

City Attorney (Oesi n . ) 
V3 -185350 

Administration 
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 1055-V approving the vacation of the 16-foot wide alley 

within Block 10, Spear and Pittser's Subdivision, as recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 5, Public Records 

of Pinellas County, Florida, lying south of 2nd Avenue South and between 21st Street Sou 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

~~ 

-~ ~ 
--·~ st.petersburo 

www.stpete.org 

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Ordinance approving the vacation of the 16-foot wide 
alley within Block 10, Spear and Pittser's ~ubdivision, as recorded 
in Plat Book 1, Page 5, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, 
lying south of 2nd Avenue South and between 21st Street South 
and 22nd Street South (Case No.: 13-33000013). 

The Administration and the Development Review Commission 
recommend APPROVAL. 

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

Background & Findings: The applicant, Phil Farley on behalf of HBB4, LLC, proposes to 
vacate the east-west alley in the block bound by 2"d and 3rd Avenues South and 21st and 22"d 
Streets South in order to consolidate the block as a single site. The entire block was formerly 
the location of Banks Supply, a building materials company. The property is being converted to 
a locally-owned micro-brewery use (3 Daughters Brewing). Given the findings set forth below, 
Staff finds that vacating the subject alley would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code, 
the Dome Industrial Park Community Redevelopment Area (DIP CRA) Plan and the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

The subject alley was dedicated 1912 as part of the plat for a 12-block subdivision titled "Johns 
Pass Realty Company's Subdivision Extension of Central Avenue. The subject alley was 
proposed for vacation in 1975 by Banks Supply. The Environmental Development Commission 
(EDC) approved the request, subject to certain conditions (Case W-798). The application was 
never considered by the City Council for final approval and the conditions were never satisfied. 
The application eventually became void. The current property owner seeks re-approval of the 
alley vacation. The current applicant has already initiated the associated processes to complete 
the related special conditions, including the requirement to replat the vacated alley and the 
abutting private property as a single parcel. 

The entire block has remained under common ownership since the original request was 
submitted almost 40 years ago. Vacation of the alley will not detrimentally impact or impair 
access to any other lot of record in the block. Vacation of this alley, if approved, is not 



anticipated to adversely impact the existing roadway network or substantially alter utilized travel 
patterns. Other similar requests have been approved throughout this area, as well as the 
downtown area, to facilitate land assembly. The alley was originally dedicated to provide a 
secondary means of access to the rear yards of the individual lots within the block. 
Consolidation of the entire block as a unified site eliminates the need for this alley. There is a 
sanitary sewer main within the alley which will require dedication of a public utility easement as 
a special condition of approval. 

The subject right-of-way is within the boundaries of the Dome Industrial Park Community 
Redevelopment Area (DIP CRA). The DIP CRA Plan was adopted in 2007 by the City Council. 
The Plan recognizes the existence of inadequate lot sizes throughout the CRA. The Plan 
encourages vacations of unnecessary right-of-way, where appropriate, to facilitate the assembly 
of larger parcels of industrial land to achieve the goals for this area (Objectives 1.5 and 3.3). As 
previously noted, the subject alley is no longer necessary in the context of a block that has been 
assembled as a single site and which is currently being replatted into one common lot. 
Approval of the requested vacation would be consistent with the goals of the Dl P CRA Plan and 
the City's Comprehensive Plan. 

Comments from Agencies and the Public: The application was routed to the standard list of 
City departments and outside utility providers. No objections were noted. Staff has suggested 
special conditions at the end of this report which will ensure appropriate arrangements are 
completed prior to the vacation becoming final. The applicant provided the required mailed 
public notice in advance of the DRC hearing. No public inquiries or comments were received in 
advance of the DRC meeting. The applicant will provide an additional public notice in advance 
of the City Council public hearing date. Any inquiries or comments received will be relayed to 
the City Council during the hearing. 

DRC Action: The Development Review Commission considered the request during the public 
hearing on November 6, 2013. The DRC voted to recommend approval of the application to the 
City Council. 

The Administration and the DRC recommend APPROVAL of the requested alley vacation to the 
City Council, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the alley to be 
vacated, together with the abutting private property to the north and south, as one 
consolidated lot. 

2. The required replat shall include dedication of a twenty foot wide public utility easement 
which shall be centered over the existing sanitary sewer line within the subject alley. 

3. The applicant shall be responsible for all required permits, work, inspections and costs. 



ORDINANCE NO. __ 

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF 
THE 16-FOOT WIDE ALLEY LYING SOUTH OF 
2ND AVENUE SOUTH AND BETWEEN 21ST 
STREET SOUTH AND 22ND STREET SOUTH; 
SETTING FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE 
VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

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

See Exhibit "A" 

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

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

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the alley to be 
vacated, together with the abutting private property to the north and south, as one 
consolidated lot. 

2. The required replat shall include dedication of a twenty foot wide public utility easement 
which shall be centered over the existing sanitary sewer line within the subject alley. 

3. The applicant shall be responsible for all required permits, work, inspections and costs. 

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: 

k7 ~ l&-14-fJ 
Planning & Economic Development Dept. Date 

Date 



Exhibit "A" 

That certain 16-foot alley located in Block 10, SPEAR AND PITTSER'S SUBDIVISION, 

recorded in Plat Book I, Page 5, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, bounded on the East 

by the West right of way line of21 st Street South and bounded on the West by the East right of 
way line of22m1 Street South. 

St. Petersburg, Florida 
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Attachment "B" 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
THAT CERTAIN 16-FOOT ALLEY LOCATED IN BLOCK 10, SPEAR AND PITISER'S SUBDIVISION, RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, 

PAGE 5, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BOUNDED ON THE EAST BY THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE 
OF 21ST STREET SOUTH AND BOUNDED ON THE WEST BY THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 22ND STREET SOUTH. 

ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

Attachment 11
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 99-H amending the Comprehensive Plan to implement 

legislative requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of the 

Capital Improvements Element. (City File LGCP-CIE-2013) 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19,2013 

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

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE __ -H amending the Comprehensive Plan to implement 
legislative requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the 
annual update of the Capital Improvements Element. 

REQUEST: It is requested that a proposed amendment to the Local Government 
Comprehensive Plan related to the annual update of the Capital Improvements 
Element be approved. 

Detailed analysis of the proposed amendment is provided in the attached Staff 
Report to the Planning & Visioning Commission (City File LGCP-CIE-2013). 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the proposed 
ordinance. 

Planning & Visioning Commission: The Planning & Visioning Commission held 
a public hearing on this issue on November 12, 2013 and recommended approval 
by a vote of5 to 0. 

Public Input: The Planning & Economic Development Department did not 
receive any phone calls, visitors or correspondence regarding these amendments. 

City Council Action: On December 5, 2013 the City Council conducted the first 
reading of the proposed ordinance and set the second reading and adoption public 
hearing for December 19, 2013. 

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading of the 
proposed ordinance and public hearing; AND 2) ADOPT the ordinance. 

Attachments: Proposed Ordinance including CIP schedules, Draft PVC Minutes, 
Staff Report and Roadway Data and Analysis. 



ORDINANCE NO. __ -H 

AN ORDINANCE MODIFYING THE CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT OF THE 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF ST. 
PETERSBURG, FLORIDA BY UPDATING THE 
FIVE-YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEDULE AND REPLACING ALL PREVIOUSLY 
ADOPTED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEDULES; ADOPTING FUND SUMMARIES 
FOR THE GENERAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
FUND (3001), BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 
GRANTS CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (3004), 
NEIGHBORHOOD AND CITYWIDE 
INFRASTRUCTURE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 
FUND (3027), TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEES 
CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (3071), WATER 
RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (4003), 
STORMW A TER DRAINAGE CAPITAL PROJECTS 
FUND (4013), AIRPORT CAPITAL PROJECTS 
FUND (4033), MARINA CAPITAL PROJECTS 
FUND (4043), AND PORT CAPITAL PROJECTS 
FUND (4093) FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 2014 
THROUGH 2018; ADOPTING THE FOOT 
DISTRICT 7 ROAD CAPACITY PROJECTS 
REPORT FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 2014 
THROUGH 2018; PROVIDING FOR 
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish 
goals, policies and objectives to guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the City has adopted level of service (LOS) standards for potable water, 
sanitary sewer, drainage, solid waste, recreation and open space, transportation, and mass transit; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan includes a Capital Improvements Element 
containing five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources for capital 
improvements necessary to achieve and/or maintain the City's adopted LOS standards; and 

WHEREAS, the Capital Improvements Element of the City's Comprehensive Plan, 
including the five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources, must be 
reviewed by the City on an annual basis pursuant to F.S. § 163.3177(3)(b); and 



WHEREAS, the City has reviewed the Capital Improvements Element for Fiscal Year 
2012-2013 and has revised the five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue 
sources for Fiscal Years 2014 through 2018, as set forth in Exhibits A through I attached to this 
ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources 
for the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 7 Road Capacity Projects have 
been reviewed and revised for Fiscal Years 2014 through 2018, as set forth in Exhibit J attached 
to this ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to modify its Capital Improvements Element to update the 
five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources for Fiscal Years 2014 
through 2018; and 

WHEREAS, modifications of the Capital Improvements Element to update the five-year 
capital improvements schedules may be accomplished by ordinance pursuant to F.S. § 
163.3177(3)(b); and 

WHEREAS, under F.S. § 163.3177(3)(b), such modifications of the Capital 
Improvements Element to update the five-year capital improvements schedules may not be 
deemed to be amendments to the City's Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning and Visioning Commission has reviewed the proposed updated 
five-year capital improvements schedules of costs and revenue sources at a public hearing on 
November 12, 2013, and has recommended approval; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the 
City Administration and the Planning and Visioning Commission, and the comments received 
during the public hearing conducted by the City Council on this matter, finds that the proposed 
modifications of the Capital Improvements Element to update the five-year capital improvements 
schedules are in the best interests of the City; now, therefore, 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. Chapter 10, the Capital Improvements Element of the Comprehensive 
Plan, is hereby modified and updated by deleting the page entitled "Exhibit J: FDOT District 
Seven's Adopted Five-Year Work Program," and pages CI16-CI28 containing the existing fund 
summaries for Fiscal Years 2013 through 2017, and by replacing such deleted pages with the 
attached Exhibits A through J containing the fund summaries for Fiscal Years 2014 through 
2018: 

Exhibit 

A 
B 

Fund Summary 

General Capital Improvement Fund (3001) 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Grants Capital Projects Fund (3004) 



c 

D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 

Neighborhood & Citywide Infrastructure Capital Improvement Fund 
(3027) 
Transportation Impact Fees Capital Projects Fund (3071) 
Water Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003) 
Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013) 
Airport Capital Projects Fund (4033) 
Marina Capital Projects Fund (4043) 
Port Capital Projects Fund (4093) 
FOOT District 7 Road Capacity Projects 
(Exhibit J lists projects for which the City has no funding responsibility) 

Section 2. Words in struck-through type shall be deleted. Underlined words 
constitute new language that shall be added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue 
in full force and effect. 

Section 3. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be 
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid 
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance. 

Section 4. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in 
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth (51

h) 

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 of 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. 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED AS TO 
FORM AND CORRECTNESS: 

Date 

anning & Economic Development Dept. Date 

City File: LGCP-CIE-2013 



Exhibit "A" 

GENERAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (FUND 3001) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 7,094 7,094 
Earnings on Investments 18 35 (15) 26 26 26 26 26 168 
Transfers From: 

General Fund 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 
General Fund (Land Sales Designation) 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 
Community Redevelopment Fund 1,250 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,250 
Downtown Redevelopment Distnct Fund 0 200 1,894 0 0 0 0 0 2,094 
Technology and Infrastructure Fund 0 1,020 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,020 

Grants/External Funding: 
ARRA Energy Efficiency & Conservation Block Grant 1,055 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 1,060 
Central Ave Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Corridor 0 0 975 0 0 0 0 0 975 
FBIP - Coffee Pot Park Boat Ramp 5 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 17 
FBIP- Demens Landing Park Boat Ramp 15 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 18 
FBIP -Grandview Park Boat Ramp 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 
FBIP -Bay Vista Park Boat Ramp 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 
FBIP - Lake Maggiore Park Boat Ramp 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
FBIP - Crisp Park Boat Ramp II 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 17 
FDEPILWCF- Grandview Park 0 0 150 0 0 0 0 0 150 
FOOT -lntennodal Facility Study 19 0 226 0 0 0 0 0 245 
FOOT- District 7 ROW Landscape Improvements 1,033 0 2,24 1 0 0 0 0 0 3,274 
USDOI - Grandview Park Boat Ramp Construction 0 0 250 0 0 0 0 0 250 
HUD/EDI Grant(2) - T ACRA 262 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 287 
HUDIEDI Grants( I)- Jordan School 20 0 160 0 0 0 0 0 180 
L WCF Maximo Park Boat Ramp Improvements 0 0 200 0 0 0 0 0 200 
LWCF Lake Maggiore Park lmpro\ements 0 0 193 0 0 0 0 0 193 
SWFWMD Boyd Hill Restoration Grant 6 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 10 
NOAA (NFWF) Boyd Hill Restoration Grant 6 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 10 
USDOE Solar Parks Pilot Grant 1,786 0 381 0 0 0 0 0 2,167 
US Dept of the Interior (Sunken Gardens Master Plan) 4 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 10 

City of Gulfport Contribution to 58th St Imp 47 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 67 
Land Sale Proceeds 0 0 270 0 0 0 0 0 270 
Bond Proceeds/TIF 0 0 46,341 200 200 200 200 200 47,341 
Other II 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 

TOTAL RESOURCES 12,747 1,255 53,351 226 226 226 226 226 68,483 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of9/30/12 

Transportation System Management. 
Plaza Parkway 400 200 36 200 200 200 200 200 1,636 

Projects not in the CIP Element 14,855 1,638 49,865 385 0 0 0 0 66,743 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 15,255 1,838 49,901 585 200 200 200 200 68,379 

lncrease/(Decrease) in Fund Balance (583) 3,450 (359) 26 26 26 26 
Beginning Balance (2,508) (3,091) 359 0 26 52 78 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE 9130 !2,508) p,091l 359 0 26 52 78 104 

Note: The transfer to the General Fund is from the fund balance previously assigned for Special Assessment Disrnct (SAD) proJects. Thts assignment IS no longer 
needed due to the recovery of the fund balance of the Assessment Revenue Fund. 

Cl - 15 



Exhibit "B" 

BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN SAFETY GRANTS CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (Fund 3004) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 264 264 
Grants: 

ARRA - North Bay Trail Economic Stimulus 21 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 36 
Bayway Trail North - Phase II 0 0 290 0 0 1,089 0 0 1,379 
Bicycle Factlit) -30th Ave N: 34th to 58th St 0 0 290 0 0 1,534 0 0 1,824 
Bicycle Lanes - Priority Projects Phase II 0 40 0 0 474 0 0 0 514 
Clam Bayou Phase II 2.376 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 2,410 
CMAQ-Bike Ped/Path 126 0 484 0 0 0 0 0 610 
FOOT LAP- 54th A\enue Soullt Side Path 271 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 271 
FOOT LAP - Booker Creek Bicycle/Ped Tratl 20 0 138 0 0 0 0 0 158 
FOOT LAP - Pedestrian Crosswalk Enhancements 6 0 26 828 0 0 0 0 860 
FOOT LAP- Pinellas Trail -Traffic Control (37) 0 94 0 0 0 0 0 57 
FOOT LAP- Mid-Town Bicycle Lanes 0 0 83 0 0 0 0 0 83 
FOOT LAP - North Bay Trail Phase II B 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
FOOT LAP- Sky Way Bike Trail 18 0 50 0 0 0 0 0 68 
FOOT LAP- Walter Fuller Park Trail 66 0 34 0 1,086 0 0 0 1,186 
Pinellas Trail Extension Landscaping 0 0 374 0 0 0 0 0 374 
PC - Pinellas Trail - Overpass 0 0 1,225 0 0 0 0 0 1,225 
Treasure Island Trai l 0 0 153 0 0 0 0 0 153 

Other 7 0 II 0 0 0 0 0 18 

TOTAL RESOURCES 3,148 40 3,30 1 828 1,560 2,623 0 0 11,500 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of9/30/12 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements: 
Bayway Trail North -Phase II 290 0 0 0 0 1,089 0 0 1,379 
Btcycle Facility- 30th Ave N: 34th to 58th St 290 0 0 0 0 1,534 0 0 1,824 
Bicycle Facilities - Priority Projects Phase II 0 40 0 0 474 0 0 0 514 
FOOT LAP Pedestrian Crosswalk Enhancements 32 0 0 828 0 0 0 0 860 
Walter Fuller Park Trail 120 0 0 0 1,086 0 0 0 1,206 

Projects not in the C!P Element 4,946 0 527 0 0 0 0 0 5,473 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 5,678 40 527 828 1,560 2,623 0 0 11,256 

lncreasei(Decrease) in Fund Balance 0 2,774 0 0 0 0 0 
Beginning Balance (2,530) (2,530) 244 244 244 244 244 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE 9/30 ~B~<l! ~~.~~li) ~44 ~44 ~44 ~44 ~44 ~44 
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Exhibit "C" 

NEIGHBORHOOD AND CITYWIDE INFRASTRUCTURE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (FUND 3027) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryfonvard Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 
Beginning Balance 25,177 25,177 
Local Option Sales Surtax 9,146 9,380 423 9,554 9,958 9,937 10,652 11,164 70,214 
Transfer from Recreation & Culture Imp Fund (3029) 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 
Earnings on Investments 399 760 (510) 250 250 250 250 250 1,899 
Other (31) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (31) 

TOTAL RESOURCES 34,79 1 10, 140 (87) 9,804 10,208 10,187 10,902 11,4 14 97,359 

Appropriation as 
REQUIREMENTS of9r30/ 12 

St1·eet & Road lmp•·ovements: 
Street and Road Improvements 20,095 4,500 0 4,000 4,500 4,000 4,500 4,500 46,095 
Curb Replacemen Ramps 500 500 0 500 500 500 500 500 3,500 
Side\\ alk Reconstruction 600 600 0 600 600 600 600 600 4,200 
Alley Reconstruction - Unpaved 0 300 0 300 300 300 300 300 1,800 
Alley Reconstruction- Brick 0 0 0 200 200 0 0 0 400 

Trnnsportntion & Pm·king Management: 
1-175 On Ramp/4th S. Two-Way (also in 3001/3071) 0 0 0 175 0 0 0 0 175 
Intersection Modification 948 100 0 so 50 50 50 50 1,298 
Neighborhood Trans Mgmt Program 300 100 (1 7) 75 50 50 50 50 658 
Bicycle Pedestrian Facilities 1,200 50 0 100 50 !00 50 100 1,650 
Comp Streetscaping!Greenscaping 500 500 0 0 500 0 500 0 2,000 

Bridge Reconstruction/Replncement: 
Bridge Reconstruction/Load Testmg 500 250 0 250 250 250 250 250 2,000 
Central Ave Bridge Across Booker Creek 0 410 0 2,000 0 0 0 0 2,410 
16th Street Cross Over at 77th Ave North 0 0 0 0 900 0 0 0 900 
157117 MLK South over Booker Creek 0 0 0 0 0 0 500 2,450 2,950 
15 71 79 2nd SIN over Tinney Creek 0 0 0 0 0 !SO 950 0 1,100 

Stormwater Management Projects: 
4th St & 14th AIN to Crescent Lake SDI 0 0 0 0 0 700 0 0 700 
8th AIS at 44th SIS (also in 4013) 0 0 0 0 0 750 1,180 220 2,150 
94th AIN at Tinney Creek (also m 4013) 0 0 0 665 0 0 0 0 665 
Snell Isle Blvd and Rafael (also in 4013) 0 650 500 800 0 0 0 0 1,950 
Stormwater Vaults 0 0 0 0 500 0 500 1,000 

Airport Hanger#l FYI4 (also in 4033) 0 0 0 300 0 0 0 0 300 
Seawall Renovation & Replacement 0 800 0 400 400 400 400 400 2,800 

Projects not in the CIP Element 5,226 4,875 (2,744) 200 1,350 1,350 580 325 11,162 

Inflation Contingency 0 0 0 0 241 485 781 1,025 2,532 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 29,869 13,635 (2,261) 10,615 9,891 10,185 11,191 11~70 94~95 

lncrease/(Decrease) in Fund Balance (3,495) 2,174 (811) 3 17 2 (289) 145 
Beginning Balance 4,922 1,427 3,601 2,790 3,107 3,109 2,820 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE 9130 4 922 I 427 3 60 1 2 790 3 107 3 109 2 820 2 965 
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Notes: 

Exhibit "C" 

NEIGHBORHOOD AND CITYWIDE INFRASTRUCTURE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND (FUND 3027) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward 

Actual 
Budget Change 

13 13 
BUDGET 

14 15 
(OOOs omitted) 

Estimate 
16 17 18 

Total 
12-18 

I) Projects shown in the plan for years 2014-2018 may be moved on a year-to-year basis to balance this fund. Decisions to move projects will be based on the status 
of previously scheduled projects and project priorities. 
2) According to the Penn) 3 Interlocal Agreement w1th the County, there are County funds available for projects witlun the city in the amount of$44.5 m1lhon. In 
addition to the city penny funds, the count)• is obligated to fund from the1r port1on of the Penn~ for Pinellas the following projects which would normally be 
accounted for in tlus fund : 

Pinellas Trml Extension 
General & School Sidewalk Program 
Intersection Capacity Program 
Countywide Road Improvement Programs 
Stormwater Conveyance System lmprv Program 
Rondwav Beautification Program 
Total 

$5.5 million 
$1.6 million 
S2.0 million 
$5.0 million 

Sl9.4 million 
$2.0 m1llion 

$35.5 1mlhon 
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Exhibit "D" 

TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEES CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 3071) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 IS 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 18,847 18,847 
Earnings on Investments 232 300 (110) 172 172 172 172 172 1,282 
Transportation Impact Fee: 
GATISAF 0 100 (100) 277 100 100 100 100 677 
Transfer: 

District 8 (Not within Subdistrict) 0 8 (8) 77 0 0 0 0 77 
District I 0 (Not within Subdistnct) 0 80 (80) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
District II (Not within Subdistrict) 142 350 122 715 532 350 350 350 2,9ll 
Intown (District II) 221 60 46 54 346 421 379 300 1,827 
Carillon (District 8) 0 0 0 0 0 594 0 0 594 

Uncollectible Charges (27) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (27) 

TOTAL RESOURCES 19,414 898 (130) 1,295 1,150 1,637 1,00 1 922 26,187 

Appropriation as 
REQUIREMENTS of9/30/12 

GATISAF Projects: 
Gateway Areawide DR! Mitigation Pro. 286 100 0 100 100 100 100 100 886 

1-175 On Ramp/4th S. Two-Way (also in 3001) 0 0 0 230 500 800 600 300 2,430 
City Trails- Bicycle Trails 2,850 950 (280) 950 950 0 0 0 5,420 
Dwtwn Inter. & Pedestrian Facilities 125 125 141 125 125 125 125 125 1,016 
Traffic Signal Mast Arm Program 2,640 1,200 0 1,200 0 0 0 0 5,040 
Sidewalks 700 200 0 200 200 200 200 200 1,900 
Traffic Safety Program 1.415 250 0 250 250 250 250 250 2,915 

Projects not in CIP Element 1,949 100 280 0 0 0 0 0 2,329 

Inflation Contingency 0 0 0 0 53 74 96 98 320 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 9,965 2,925 141 3,055 2,178 1,549 1371 1.073 22,256 

lncrease/(Decrease) in Fund Balance (2,027) (271) (1 ,760) (I ,028) 88 (370) ( 151) 
Beginning Balance 9,449 7,422 7,151 5,391 4,363 4,451 4,081 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE 9/30 9,449 7,422 7,151 5,391 4 363 4 451 4 081 3931 
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Exhibit "E" 

WATER RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 4003) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 54,138 54,138 
Bond Proceeds 0 71 ,155 (32,850) 0 0 0 0 0 38,305 
Future Borrowings 0 0 0 20,850 77,347 44,850 15.458 23,604 182,109 
l·umings on Investments 260 500 (250) 50 250 250 250 250 1,560 
Transfers From: 

Public Utilities Operating Fund 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 21,000 
Connection Fees/Meter Sales: 

Fire (2) 10 (10) 0 0 0 0 0 (2) 
\\ uter 684 234 200 410 426 443 461 480 3,339 
Sewer 209 444 (200) 230 230 230 230 230 1,603 
Reclaimed Water 79 65 0 20 20 20 20 20 244 

Reclaimed Wuter Assessments 23 45 (25) 15 15 15 15 15 118 
SRF Funding 4,812 0 1,527 0 0 0 0 0 6,339 
SWFWMD Grants 20 0 234 0 0 0 0 0 254 
DOE- Biosolids and Yard Waste Grant 265 1,220 673 0 342 0 0 0 2,500 
Other I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 
TOTAL RESOURCES 63,489 76,673 (30,70 1) 24,575 111,630 48,808 19,434 27,599 311,508 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of 9/30/12 

WATER TREATMENT/SUPPLY 
Cosnte WTP Improvements 

Filter Media Evaluation 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 525 546 
Bypass 0 0 0 100 700 8,000 0 () 8,800 
Gult~to-Bay PS Electrical MCC Swttchgcar Rehab 0 0 0 0 0 63 389 0 452 
Roof Evaluation/Rehab 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 840 893 
Vulnerability Assessments: Basm Secunty Covers 0 0 0 0 0 300 770 0 1,070 

Oberly PS Improvements 
OBEIWAS Storage Tanks Evaluation 0 0 0 88 400 0 0 0 488 
Valve Replacement 0 0 0 224 0 11 8 180 225 747 

WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM IMP. 
I'.C. Park/Starkey Road 0 0 0 0 0 15 1,400 0 1,415 
Potable New Wat~"'' Main Extensions 67 50 (30) 50 50 50 50 50 337 
Potable Water Main Relocation 133 150 (65) 150 150 150 150 150 968 
Potable MainNalve Replaccm~-nt/Aqucous Crossings 0 2,250 0 3,050 3,050 3,300 3,300 3,450 18,400 
Potable Water Scrv. Taps. Meters & Backflows 564 325 30 400 400 400 400 400 2,919 
Potable Water Backflow Prev~-ntion/Metcr Rcplaccm~'ll t 0 1, 100 0 1,145 1, 190 1,235 1,280 1,325 7,275 
Relocations due to FOOT, PC and Bridge Projects 0 0 0 188 175 325 110 0 798 
48" WTM at Lake Tarpon Outfall Canal 0 0 0 0 0 400 2 ,050 0 2,450 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION 
Sanitary Sewer Collection Sys. 

34th SIS & Roser Park Pipe Lining 0 1,950 (1 ,850) 1,950 0 0 0 0 2,050 
Aqueous Crossings R~1Jair & Replacement 400 200 (20) 200 200 200 200 200 1,580 
Annual Manhole Rehabilitation Contract 1,000 500 0 500 500 500 500 500 4,000 
Annual Pipe Repair Lining Contract 3,000 1,500 500 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 15,000 
Annual Pipe Rehab & Replacem~-nt Contract 6,700 2,750 (460) 2,750 2,750 2,750 2,750 2,750 22,740 
Pasadena Forccmain Phase II 1,000 1,000 0 0 0 0 75 4,000 6,075 
Relocations due to FOOT, PC and Bndge PrqJCCts 0 0 0 150 0 75 140 50 415 
TkTra Verde FM R~1Jlaccmcnt 0 0 0 1,230 0 0 0 0 1,230 

Lift Station Improvements 
Lift St. lmprov~-m~-nts 0 0 0 1,110 900 0 0 250 2,260 
Lift St.# 2, 12, 29, 55 Rehabilitation Plan 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.500 0 1,500 
Lift St.# 3, 9, 57, 60 Rehabilitation Plan 0 0 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 1,200 
Lift St. # 2, 12, 29, 55 Rehabilitation Plan 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,500 1,500 
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Exhibit "E" 

WATER RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJ ECTS FUND (FUND 4003) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior \'ear 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

Lill St. # 42 and #63 Rehab 0 0 0 0 200 2,500 0 0 2,700 
Lifi St.# 87 New Gulfport Flow Diversion 0 0 0 0 200 2,000 0 0 2,200 
Lifi St. SCADA Syst~'lll Replacement 0 0 0 0 150 1,200 0 0 1,350 

Albert Whitted WRF-Improvements 
Dem Design 0 240 0 0 3,304 0 0 0 3,544 

Nor1henst WRF-Impr·ovements 
Distribution Replacement 0 0 0 0 150 3,000 0 0 3,150 
Electrical Distribution Improvements 0 0 0 0 500 4,000 0 0 4,500 
Odor Controll'hasc I 0 0 0 0 0 200 1,000 0 1,200 
Old Plant Rehab 0 0 0 0 0 1,500 0 0 1,500 
Plant Improvements 0 0 II 2,700 2,400 700 700 200 6,700 
Sludge Transf~'T to SWWRF 0 0 0 400 2,910 0 () 0 3,310 

Nor·thwest WRF-1mprovements 
Aeration Phase 2 (North Tank) 0 0 0 0 0 3,500 0 0 3,500 
Plant Improvements () 0 0 280 600 2,550 700 150 4,280 
New Hcndworks Screening 0 2,750 (2,650) 500 2,250 0 0 0 2,850 
Sludge Transfer to SWWRF 0 0 () 550 4,!150 0 0 0 5,400 

Southwest WRF-lmpr·ovements 
Biosolids Dewatering 0 0 126 420 5,500 (I II 0 6,046 
CNG Gen Evaluation 0 99 4,800 0 0 0 0 4,899 
Digester Construction 0 0 0 0 21,915 0 0 0 21,915 
Digesters (DOE) 0 2,600 1,038 0 685 0 0 () 4,323 
Etnuent Filter Addition () () () 0 0 () 300 3,000 3,300 
Electric Improvements () 0 0 0 0 0 300 3,000 3,300 
GBT Rehabilitation 0 0 0 300 1,000 0 0 0 1,300 
Plant Reclaimed Wat~'T Storage 0 100 0 500 5,500 0 0 0 6,100 
Plant lmprovernt:nts 0 0 0 520 1,550 350 200 200 2,820 
Primary Oarifier 0 0 0 0 13,000 0 0 0 13,000 

RECLAIMED S\'S. IMPROVEMENTS 
N~'W Reclaimed Serv. Taps & Backflows 72 75 0 75 75 75 75 75 522 
Main Valve Rcplacem~'llt/Fiushing Appurtances 0 100 0 tOO 100 100 100 100 600 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 
Laboratory lmprov~'lll~'ltts 675 160 (19) 170 110 25 25 25 1,171 

COMPUTERIZED SYSTEMS 
Computer Hardware/Sofiwarc R~'Placem~'llt 150 125 0 125 125 125 125 125 900 

Projects not in CIP El~'lll~'llt 49,613 40,345 (11 ,406) 375 99 318 420 

lnllation Contingency 0 0 0 0 1,991 2.161 1,595 2,509 8,256 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 63,373 58,270 (14,707) 27,100 81.629 45,385 22,858 27,600 231,743 

Increase/( Decrease) in Fund Balance 18,403 (15,994) (2,525) I 3,423 (3,424) (I) 
Beginning Balance 116 18,519 2,525 0 I 3,424 I 

UNAI'l'ROPRIATED BALANCE 116 1~.m ~.m II H~4 0 

Notes: 
I) This five-year plan includes bond issues to respond to the recommendations ind~'lltificd in the Water, Wastewater, and Reclaimed Water Rate Study conducted in 
2012. 
2) In FY II, the city cnt~'Ted into an agre~'lll~'llt with the Florida Department of Environm~'lttal Protection (FDEP) for State Revolving Fund (SRF) funding for projects in 
the amount of$7,119,688. 
3) Florida D~'Partmcnt of Transportation (FOOT) pr~jccts shown arc based on the FDOT proj~"Ct plan. However, FOOT projects schedules arc very unc~'ftain . FDOT 
prqjccts have historically impacted the water transmission mains. 

Cl- 21 



Exhibit "F" 

SfORMWATER DRAINAGE CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 4013) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior \'ear 
Carr) forward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 6,788 6,788 
Earnings on Investments 88 100 (20) 62 62 62 62 62 478 
Transfer from Stonnwater Operating Budget 800 2,800 0 800 800 800 800 800 7,600 
Grants/External Fundmg: 

SWFWMD/Booker Lake Reg10nal SW Treatment 0 0 109 0 0 0 0 0 109 
SWFWMD/Imp.of BMPs in the Jungle Lake watershed 385 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 385 
SWFWMD/Northeast Basin Jungle Lake (R-1-1) 774 0 1,323 0 0 0 0 0 2,097 
SWFWMD/Golf Creek 640 0 610 0 0 0 0 0 1,250 
SWFWMD/MLK & Gateway Mall 32 3,100 318 0 0 0 0 0 3,450 
SWFWMD/Shore Acres Stonnwater Vaults 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 
SWFWMD/8th A/S at 44th SIS 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,960 0 1,960 
SWFWMD/94th AIN at Tinney Creek 0 0 0 0 679 0 0 0 679 
SWFWMD/Ri\tera and Snell Isle Vaults 0 500 0 0 0 0 0 0 500 
SWFWMD/Snell Isle Bhd and Rafael 0 0 0 1,650 0 0 0 0 1,650 
FDEP/Shore Acres Stonnwater Vaults 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
FDEP/Booker Lake Regional SW Treatment 0 0 85 0 0 0 0 0 85 
FDEP/Booker Lake Alum Treatment 0 0 50 0 0 0 0 0 50 

Contributions from Developers 10 50 (40) 10 10 10 10 10 70 

TOTAL RESOURCES 9,556 6,550 2,435 2,522 1,551 872 2,832 872 27,190 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of9/30/ 12 

Master Plan Storm Drainage Improvements 
8th A/S at 44th S/S (also in 3027) 0 0 0 0 0 500 2,840 0 3,340 
94th AIN at Tinney Creek (also in 3027) 0 0 0 0 1,479 0 0 0 1,479 
Snell Isle Blvd and Rafael (also in 3027) 0 705 0 1,950 0 0 0 0 2,655 

Minor Storm Drainage 
Minor Stann Drainage 375 125 0 125 250 250 250 250 1,625 

Drainage Line Rehab 750 250 0 250 250 250 250 250 2,250 

Projects not in the CIP Element 10,263 7,880 (3,509) 0 0 0 0 0 14,634 

Inflation Contingency 0 0 0 0 49 50 251 50 400 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 11 ,388 8,960 p,S09) 2,325 2,028 1,050 3,59 1 550 26,383 

Increase/(Decrease) in Fund Balance (2,410) 5,944 197 (477) (178) (759) 322 
Beginning Balance (1,832) (4,242) 1,702 1,899 1,422 1,244 485 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE ~~.~~2) !4.242) t,,oi 1,899 1,422 1,244 485 ~0, 

• Booker Lake Reg. Alum Treatment Facility was funded through a DEP grant (60%) and a SWFWMD grant (40%). 
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Exhibit "G" 

AIRPORT CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 4033) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 74 74 
Transfer from Airport Operating Fund 0 55 25 34 416 3 16 16 400 1,262 
Grants: 
Federal (FAA) Entitlement Funds 0 0 0 0 150 150 150 0 450 
Federal (FAA) D1scret1onary Funds 0 0 0 0 0 0 

FAA/AW Control Tower Design & Construction 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 
FAA/Apron, REILs, Taxiway D, Remark Runway 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96 
FAA/Construct Apron 10 0 868 0 0 0 0 0 878 
FAA/Wildlife Assessment/Mgmt Plan 0 12 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 121 
FAA/Runway 7/25 Rehab 0 0 0 1,530 0 0 0 0 1,530 

FOOT/state funds 
Construct Parallel Taxiway D (I) 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 8 
Apron Construction 0 0 82 0 0 0 0 0 82 
Airport Hanger#( FYI4 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 0 0 1,200 
Airport Hanger #2 FY 15 0 0 0 0 1,600 0 0 0 1,600 
Airport Hanger #3 FYI6 0 0 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 1,200 
Airport Infrastructure Improvement 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 
Airport Tenninal Hanger 0 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 
Airport Hangar# I Rehab 0 0 tOO 0 0 0 0 0 100 
Airport Security Camera System 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 
Airport Runway 7/25 Rehab 0 0 0 136 0 0 0 0 136 
Replacement ofT -hangars 5-8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,600 1,600 

TOTAL RESOURCES 229 326 1,084 2,900 2,166 1,666 166 2,000 10,537 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of 9/30/12 

Airport Runway 7/25 Rehab 0 0 0 1,700 0 0 0 0 1,700 
Airport Hanger# I FYI4 (also in 3027) 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 0 0 1,200 
Airport Hanger #2 FYI5 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 
Airport Hanger #3 FYI6 0 0 0 0 0 1,500 0 0 1,500 
Airport Airfield Improvements 0 0 0 0 166 166 166 0 498 
Replacement ofT-hangars 5-8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 

Projects not in the CIP Element 1,096 323 207 0 0 0 0 0 1,626 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 1,096 323 207 2,900 2, 166 1,666 166 2,000 10,524 

lncrease/(Decrease) in Fund Balance 3 877 0 0 0 0 0 
Beginning Balance (867) (864) 13 13 13 13 13 

UNAPPROPruATEDBALANCE (S67l (S64l 13 13 13 IJ 13 13 

Note: $110,000 was included in the Neighborhood and Citywide Infrastructure CIP Fund (3027) as a loan for the A1rport lmermodal General Aviation Cenrer 
FY05 (10550) Project. This project is now closed and no longer shows on the fund summaries, but repayment of the loan has not yet begun. 
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Exhibit "H" 

I\IARINA CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 4043) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior \'ear 
Carryforward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 2,898 2,898 
Earnings on Investments 17 25 0 28 28 28 28 28 182 
Marina Operating Fund Transfer 75 105 (105) 75 350 350 350 350 1,550 
Other 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
TOTAL RESOURCES 2,991 130 (105) 103 378 378 378 378 4,631 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of9/30!12 

Manna Piling Replacements 165 0 0 165 0 165 0 165 660 
• Marina Facility Improvements 1,975 500 0 235 500 235 500 235 -1,180 

Marina Slip Renovations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 250 250 

Projects not in CIP Element (672) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (672) 

Inflation Contingency 0 0 0 0 13 20 38 65 135 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 1,468 500 0 400 513 420 538 715 4,553 

lncreasei(Decrease) in Fund Balance (370) (105) (297) (135) (42) (160) (337) 
Beginning Balance 1,523 1,153 1,048 751 617 575 415 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE 1,32~ 1,153 1,048 751 617 573 415 '8 
• Facility Improvements are generally planned for design and construction cycles e\'ery other year. 
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Exhibit "I" 

PORT CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (FUND 4093) 
2014-2018 CAPITAL ll\IPROVEMENT PROGRAM PLAN 

Prior Year 
Carryrorward Budget Change BUDGET Estimate Total 

Actual 13 13 14 15 16 17 18 12-18 
(OOOs Omitted) 

RESOURCES 

Beginning Balance 110 110 
Earnings on Investments 25 0 5 8 8 8 8 8 70 
FSTED Grants: 

Port Wharf Renovations 168 300 1,361 50 50 50 50 0 2,029 
Port Camera Securil) Grant 0 0 63 0 0 0 0 0 63 

Other 141 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 141 

TOTAL RESOURCES 444 300 1,429 58 58 58 58 8 2,413 

Appropriation 
REQUIREMENTS as of 9/30/12 

Port Wharf Renovations (also in 30271300 I) 2,594 309 0 101 101 101 101 0 3,307 

Projects not in the CIP Element (937) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (937) 

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS 1,658 309 0 101 101 10 1 10 1 0 2,371 

lncrease/(Decrease) in Fund Balance (9) 1,429 (43) (43) (43) (43) 8 
Beginning Balance (1,214) (1,223) 206 163 120 77 34 

UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE (1,214) ( 1,223) 206 163 120 17 34 42 
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Project 
No. Roadway 

FDOT District Seven's Adopted Fi,·e-Year Work Program 
Road Capacity Projects in the City of St. Petusburg 

Project 
From To Description 

Project 
Phase(s) 

1 1-275 22"" St. N 191
" St. N Interchange Improvement See Note 1 

2 SR 694 (Gandy Blvd.) E. of US 19 E. of 1-275 Add lanes and reconstruct See Note 2 

Project Total Revenue Construction 
No. 2014 2016 2016 2017 2018 2012-2016 Source(s) Letting Date 

1 $71,084 $1,860,280 $1,931,364 Federal, State 3/13/2015 
2 $6,304,700 $3 889,589 $9,000 000 $19,194,289 Federal. State 10/09/2020 

Notes: 
I. The project phase is preliminary engineering, construction and construction support. 
2. Project phases include preliminary engineering and right of way acquisition. 
3. "LOS"= Level of Service 
4. Pinellas County MPO's Draft 2013 LOS Report was the source for 2013 LOS data. 

Exhibit "J" 

2013 
LOS 

Note6 
F 

2018 
LOS 

Note6 
F 

5. City staff calculated 2018 LOS based on FDOT's generalized tables. Because 20 I 8 traffic volumes are unavailable, staff used 
existing traffic count data. 
6. LOS data is not available for Project No. I because the MPO staff does not calculate JeyeJs of service for interchange and 
intersection improvements. 
7. For Project No. 2. which extends beyond the City's western border, MPO staff calculated that the LOS on Gandy Boulevard from 
the 1-275 east ramps to Grand Avenue is LOS "F." The LOS for the segment between Grand AYenue and US 19 is "D." 
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Council Chambers 
City Hall 

Present: 

Commissioners Absent: 

..,< 
~ .... ._ 

st. petersburg 
www.slpele.oru 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION 

PUBLIC HEARING 

MINUTES 

Thomas Whiteman, Jr., Chair 
William E. Klein, Vice-Chair 
Ed Montanari 
Robert "Lee" Nolan 
JeffRogo, Alternate 

Robert M. Eschenfelder1 

Douglas E. Robison, Alternate1 

November 12, 2013 
Tuesday, 4:00p.m. 

1 excused 

Staff Present: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation 
Cate Lee, Planner, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation 
Tom Whalen, Planner, Transportation & Parking Management 
Liz Makofske, Budget & Management 
Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney 
Vicky Davidson, Administrative Assistant, Planning & Economic Development 

The public hearing was called to order at 4:00p.m, a quorum was present. 

I. MINUTES 

Minutes from the October 15, 2013 meeting were approved by a unanimous vote. 

II. PUBLIC HEARING 

A. Public Comments 

No speakers present. 



PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION MINUTES NOVEMBER 12, 2013 

B. City File: LGCP-CIE-2013 Contact Person: Cate Lee 
893-7283 

Request: City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan be amended to implement 
legislative requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update 
ofthe Capital Improvements Element (CIE). 

Staff Presentation 

Cate Lee gave a presentation based on the staff report. 

Commissioner Montanari asked ifthe $46,341,000 under Bond Proceeds/TIF on Page CI-15 under Resources is 
for the Pier. Ms. Makofske replied that it is a placeholder for the Pier. 

Commissioner Montanari asked when those bonds will be issued. Ms. Makofski replied that she is unsure when 
those bonds will be issued. Plans change, every year that the Pier is moved back the bonds will roll-over and 
the full $50 million appropriation will remain to show a balanced budget. 

Commissioner Montanari asked ifthe FY'14 budget should reflect this amount. Ms. Makofske stated that the 
Change 13 column is for revenues budgeted that have not been received. 

Commissioner Montanari asked about the substantial amount of funding under Future Borrowings on Page CI-
20 under Resources. Ms. Makofske stated that they are future borrowings to fund all the Water Resources CIP 
projects and are built into the rate plan which is approved yearly. 

Commissioner Montanari asked about the Treasure Island Trail on Page CI-16 under Resources. Mr. Whalen 
explained that the Treasure Island Trail is a federal grant project that connects the Pinellas Trail to Treasure 
Island, of which the City received a Transportation Enhancement Grant to complete. 

Public Hearing 

No speakers present. 

Executive Session 

MOTION: 

VOTE: 

Commissioner Montanari moved and Commissioner Klein seconded a moti011 to 
approve the attached ordinance to the Capital Improvements Element based on 
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and compliance with the statutory 
requirements. 

YES- Montanari, Nolan, Rogo, Klein, Whiteman 
NO -None 

Motion was approved by a vote of 5 to 0. 
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PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION MINUTES NOVEMBER 12, 2013 

III. PVC Member Comments, Announcements 

Commissioner Klein asked if it is state money fixing Gandy Blvd. Mr. Whalen replied that the state received 
monies from the Federal Highway Administration to fund the Gandy Blvd. project from 4th Street North to 1-
275. 

Mr. Kilborn gave an update of the Commission consolidation. The ordinance was presented to the 
Development Review Commission on November 6th and they voted unanimously fmding the proposal 
consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan. The ordinance will now advance to City Council as a first 
reading on December 5th with the public hearing and adoption on December 19th. The transitioning of the new 
commission structure will then begin in 2014. 

Commission Chair Whiteman asked if the opinion ofthe Attorney General's Office was obtained regarding the 
public comments section of the new Rules ofProcedures. Mr. Dema explained that Legal's interpretation of the 
new rule is to allow public comments on agenda items not previously open for public comments (i.e. 
informational items). Basically, if an agenda item has the opportunity for public comments then a separate 
public comment section at the beginning of the meeting is not needed; citizens will have only one ( 1) 
opportunity to speak to each item on the agenda. An opinion from the Attorney General's Office was not 
obtained; however, Legal will be watching closely to see how this bill is interpreted throughout the state and to 
see ifthere are other opinions or feedback. 

V. Adjourn 

With no further items the meeting was adjourned at 4:20 p.m. 
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Request 

~ ....... 
st. petersburg 
www.stpete.org 

Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Planning & Visioning Commission 
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department, 

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on November 12, 2013 
at 4:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

City File #LGCP-CIE-2013 
Agenda Item # 1 

City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan be amended to implement legislative 
requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of the Capital 
Improvements Element (CIE). Florida law continues to require that the CIE and the schedule of 
capital improvements, also referred to as the Capital Improvement Program (CIP), be reviewed 
on an annual basis and modified as necessary. 

Changes to the growth management laws in 2011 resulted in the following changes to the CIE 
amendment process from prior years: 

1. The CIP is no longer required to be financially feasible. (Regardless of this change, the 
City's budget remains in balance and the CIP continues to be financially feasible as 
explained further in this report and as reflected in the CIP schedules.) 

2. While still considered an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, the annual CIE update 
can now be adopted by ordinance. (Pursuant to the 2011 Community Planning Act, the 
City can amend its CIE faster as there is no longer state and regional agency review of 
the amendment. The ordinance will continue to require public hearings at the Planning & 
Visioning Commission and City Council adoption stages.) 

3. Capital projects must be identified as either funded or unfunded and given a level of 
priority for funding. (All projects listed in the City's CIP are considered priority and are 
fully funded. There are no unfunded or partially funded projects in the City's budget.) 

4. The statutory provisions for school concurrency were rescinded. At its September 7, 2011 

Page 1 of6 



meeting the Pinellas Schools Collaborative recommended that the County and 
municipalities work toward an updated Public Schools Interlocal Agreement to reflect the 
change. On July 26, 2012 the St. Petersburg City Council approved a new Public Schools 
Interlocal Agreement which rescinded school concurrency requirements while continuing 
the City's development reporting and school planning coordination responsibilities. On 
February 21, 2013 the St. Petersburg City Council approved amendments to the city's 
Comprehensive Plan which deleted provisions related to the implementation of school 
concurrency, including the requirement to adopt the Pinellas County School Board's Five 
Year Work Program by reference in the CIE Annual Update. 

The attached proposed ordinance amends the CIE and replaces the existing schedules with new 
five-year capital improvement schedules (Exhibits A through J) for FY 2014 through FY 2018. 
These ten schedules itemize projects over $250,000 which maintain or improve the City's 
adopted LOS (level of service) standards for the following public facilities: potable water, 
sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, roadways/mass transit, and recreation and open space. It 
should be noted that several projects which fall below the $250,000 threshold have also been 
included because they either support mobility or fund mobility within the City. Additional public 
facility capital projects related to the City's municipal airport, port and marina have also been 
included. 

Concurrency 

Concurrency means that the necessary public facilities and services to maintain the adopted LOS 
standards are available when the impacts of development occur. The schedules of capital 
improvements that are part of the CIE contain prioritized projects meant to ensure that adequate 
levels of service are maintained. 

The City has adopted LOS standards for the following public facilities and services: potable 
water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, recreation and open space, and roadways/mass 
transit. The City is in the unique position of having excess public facility capacity, with the 
exception of portions of the drainage system and approximately two percent of the major street 
segments. The City's CIP projects generally fall under the category of "replacement" and 
"maintenance" rather than "new" facilities or even "expansion" of existing facilities, largely due 
to the built-out nature of St. Petersburg. The adopted LOS standards for all of the City's public 
facilities and services are being maintained. 

Potable Water 

Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the City's 2012 potable 
water demand is approximately 28.70 million gallons per day (mgd). While the City's adopted 
LOS standard for potable water use is 125 gallons per capita per day, it is estimated that the 
actual per capita demand is 86 gallons per capita per day. With an overall potable water system 
capacity of 68.4 million gallons per day, there is more than adequate capacity to meet demand. 
Due to the excess capacity in the water system, no additional capital expenditures are anticipated 
beyond those concerning replacement and maintenance (see Exhibit E, Fund 4003). 
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Sanitary Sewer 

The City's aggregated sanitary sewer system capacity for its four wastewater treatment facilities 
is estimated to be 68.4 mgd. In 2012, the average flow rate was estimated to be 34.88 mgd, 
resulting in an estimated excess capacity of 33.52 mgd. Due to the excess capacity at the four 
facilities, no additional capital expenditures are anticipated beyond those concerning replacement 
and maintenance (see Exhibit E, Fund 4003). Future plans include the closing of the Albert 
Whitted WRF with the wastewater flow transferred to the Southwest WRF. 

Sanitation/Solid Waste 

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City, while all solid waste disposal is the 
responsibility of Pinellas County. The City and the County have the same designated level of 
service (LOS) of 1.3 tons per year per person, while there is no generation rate for nonresidential 
uses. The City's actual demand for solid waste service is approximately 1.07 tons per person per 
year, less than the adopted LOS standard. For 2012, the overall county demand for solid waste 
service was approximately 0.84 tons per person per year. The County currently receives and 
disposes of municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris generated throughout 
Pinellas County. The Pinellas County Waste-to-Energy (WTE) facility and the Bridgeway Acres 
Sanitary Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities, Department of Solid Waste 
Operations. While the WTE facility incinerated 786,106 tons of garbage in 2012, it has the 
capacity to burn 985,500 tons per year. The Bridgeway Acres landfill has approximately 30 years 
remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans. There are no solid waste related projects 
listed in the capital improvement schedules. 

Drainage/Storm water 

Prior to the development or redevelopment of any property in the City, site plan approval is 
required. At that time, the stormwater management system for the site will be required to meet 
all City and SWFWMD (Southwest Florida Water Management District) stormwater 
management criteria. The City's Stormwater Management Master Plan (SMMP) contains 
detailed information on the 26 basins that comprise the stormwater management area. The 
SMMP includes 85 projects. It is estimated that the City will spend an average of $6 million per 
year over a 20 year horizon to complete the projects. SWFWMD grants are listed under funding 
resources in Exhibit F, Fund 4013, with the City match coming from "Penny for Pinellas" funds 
which are listed in Exhibit C, Fund 3027. 

Recreation & Open Space 

While the City has adopted a LOS standard of nine (9) acres of recreation and open space per 
1,000 resident population, it enjoys an estimated 26.3 acres per 1,000. There are no Recreation & 
Open Space or cultural projects listed in the capital improvement schedules to address LOS 
deficiencies. 

Roadways 

Data and analysis related to roadway levels of service is attached to this staff report. Since 
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the 2012 update to the CIP schedule in the Capital Improvements Element, the City has not 
issued a development order or permit for a proposed development deemed to have a de minimis 
impact. Consequently, a summary of de minimis records is not applicable to this year's annual 
update of the Capital Improvement Element. A de minimis impact is one which will generate less 
than 1% of the maximum average daily volume of traffic that a particular roadway can carry 
without decreasing the level of service below the City's standard of "D." In addition, it should be 
noted that pursuant to 2009-96 Laws of Florida (Senate Bill 360) the City is a Transportation 
Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) in its entirety and thus is exempt from transportation 
concurrency requirements as well as de minimis record keeping requirements. 

Financial Feasibility 

While 2011 legislative changes no longer require the CIP to be financially feasible, the City 
continues to demonstrate a balanced program. Financial feasibility means that sufficient funding 
sources (revenues) are available for financing capital improvement projects (expenses) intended 
to achieve and maintain the adopted LOS standards. St. Petersburg accomplishes this by 
following fiscal policies that are codified in the City's Administrative Policies and Procedures: 

l. General Fiscal Policy I.A.4. - "The city shall prepare and implement a Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) consistent with State requirements, which shall schedule the 
funding and construction of projects for a five-year period, including a one-year CIP 
Budget. The CIP shall balance the needs for improved public facilities and infrastructure, 
consistent with the city's Comprehensive Plan, within the fiscal capabilities and 
limitations of the city." 

2. General Fiscal Policy I.A.5. - "The city shall maintain its accounting records in 
accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), applied to 
governmental units as promulgated by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board 
(GASB) and the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB). In addition, federal and 
state grant accounting standards will be met." 

3. Fiscal Policy for Capital Expenditures and Debt Financing, Policy IV.A.l.a.- "Revenue 
projections for the one-year Capital Improvement Program Budget and five-year Capital 
Improvement Program Plan shall be based on conservative assumptions of dedicated fees 
and taxes, future earnings and bond market conditions." 

4. Fiscal Policy for Capital Expenditures and Debt Financing, Policy IV .A.2.a. - "Capital 
projects shall be justified in relation to the applicable elements of the City's 
Comprehensive Plan." 

Capital Improvement Budget 

Each year the City Council approves an operating budget and a capital improvement budget. 
The capital improvement budget is the first year of the five-year Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP). The Capital Improvements Element of the Comprehensive Plan includes the five-year CIP 
along with ten exhibits which are fund summaries for various capital improvement funds. The 
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fund summaries provide detailed revenue sources and project expenditure amounts, by fund, for 
FY14 through FY18. All funds are balanced in all years. 

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan 

Early in each calendar year, the Planning & Economic Development Department reviews the 
proposed capital improvement projects for the next fiscal year's budget to make sure the projects 
comply with the requirements of the Comprehensive Plan objective and policies identified 
below. 

The attached proposed ordinance and CIP schedules have been prepared to update the Capital 
Improvements Element of the Comprehensive Plan. The proposed CIP schedules do not commit 
the City to any financial expenditure beyond those itemized in the annual Capital Improvement 
Program (CIP) Budget. 

Policy: 

Cil.l Those projects exceeding $250,000, identified in the other elements of the 
Comprehensive Plan as necessary to maintain or improve the adopted level of 
service standards and which are of relatively large scale and high costs, shall be 
included in the Capital Improvement Element. 

Objective CI5: 

To demonstrate the City's ability to provide for needed improvements identified in the 
other elements of the Comprehensive Plan, the City shall develop and adopt the capital 
improvement schedule, as part of the Comprehensive Plan. The Capital Improvement 
Schedule shall include: a schedule of projects; funding dates; all costs reasonably 
associated with the completion of the project; and demonstrate that the City has the 
necessary funding to provide public facility needs concurrent with or prior to previously 
issued Development Orders or future development. 

Policy: 

CI5.1 Proposed capital improvement projects must be reviewed by the Development 
Services Department [now known as the Planning & Economic Development 
Department] based on the following: 

A. General consistency with the Comprehensive Plan - projects found inconsistent 
with the Comprehensive Plan shall not be approved until appropriate revisions are 
made to the project and/or the Comprehensive Plan to achieve consistency. 

B. Evaluation of projects regarding the following eight areas of consideration from 
the State Comprehensive Planning Regulations: 

I. Elimination of Public Hazards; 
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2. Elimination of Existing Capacity Deficits; 
3. Local Budget Impact; 
4. Locational Needs Based on Projected Growth Patterns (Activity Centers); 
5. Accommodation of New Development and Redevelopment Service Demands; 
6. Correction or replacement of obsolete or worn-out facilities; 
7. Financial Feasibility; and 
8. Plans of State Agencies and Water Management Districts that provide public 

facilities within the Local Government's jurisdiction. 

The Development Services Department [now known as the Planning & Economic 
Development Department] shall advise the Department of Budget and Management of its 
findings regarding these eight areas of consideration to assist said Department with the 
ranking and prioritization of capital improvement projects. 

Recommended Action 

Staff recommends that the Planning & Visioning Commission recommend APPROVAL of the 
attached ordinance amending the Capital Improvements Element based on consistency with the 
Comprehensive Plan and compliance with statutory requirements. 

Attachments: Roadway Data and Analysis 
Proposed Ordinance and Exhibits A through J (CIP Schedules) 
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Roadway Data & Analysis 

The following discussion relates to Fund 3027 (Exhibit C), Fund 3071 (Exhibit D), and the 
FDOT District 7 Road Capacity Projects spreadsheet (Exhibit J). These exhibits are attached to 
the proposed ordinance. In previous annual updates to the Capital Improvements Element, City 
staff listed Pinellas County road capacity projects in St. Petersburg. There are no Pinellas 
County road capacity projects planned for the next five years in St. Petersburg. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy T3.1 states that all major city, county and state roads shall operate at 
a level of service (LOS) D or better in the peak hour of vehicular traffic. The City's major 
roadways not on the Interstate system that currently do not meet the City's adopted LOS 
standard of "D" are listed in Table 1, below. Three road segments in the City are deficient (LOS 
"E" or "F"). The total length of these three segments is 1.30 miles. The total distance of the 
City's major roadways not including the Interstate system is 207.54 miles, as shown in Table 2. 
Consequently, only 0.6% of the major roads not on the Interstate system are deficient. The vast 
majority of the major streets in the City (99.4%) function at or above the adopted level of service 
(LOS) standard of "D." This is undoubtedly due to the street network's efficient grid pattern and 
history of providing extensive road capacity improvements citywide. 

Table 1 
e ICien oa egments m t. e ers urg 2013 D fi ' t R d S ' S P t b 

Juris- Distance 
Roadway Section From To diction LOS (Miles) 

941
h Ave. N Dr. ML King Jr. St. Gandy Blvd. City E 0.30 

54111 Ave. S 341h St. 31 Sl St. City E 0.25 

Gandy Blvd. Brighton Bay Blvd. 4lh St. State F 0.75 

Total 1.30 

Sources: Pinellas County MPO's Draft "2013 Level of Service Report," June 2013; St. Petersburg 
Transportation and Parking Management Department, July 2013 

Notes: 
l. The Pinellas County MPO completed a corridor study for 541

h Avenue South in 2007. FOOT has funded 
the City's request for a dedicated right-tum lane through their safety program that will serve eastbound to 
southbound traffic at the intersection of 54th Avenue South at 31st Street. 

2. The FOOT recently advanced approximately $90 million in funding for the Gandy Boulevard (SR 694) 
improvement project from west of Dr. ML King Jr. Street to east of 41

h Street. Ove~asses will be 
constructed at 941

h Avenue North, Dr. ML King Jr. Street and Roosevelt Boulevard/41 Street. The 
proposed roadway will be an elevated, controlled access facility and will be reconstructed to six lanes from 
west of Dr. ML King Jr. Street up to the Dr. ML King Jr. Street bridge and four lanes from the Dr. ML 
King Jr. Street bridge to east of 4lh Street. This project will improve traffic flow on Gandy Boulevard 
between Brighton Bay Boulevard and 4lh Street. 



Table 2 
M'l f M ' R d S P b 1 es o a.) or oa waym t. eters ur~ 

Classification Distance (Miles) 

Principal Arterial 18.61 

Minor Arterial 90.82 

Collector 77.67 

Neighbor Collector 20.44 

Total 207.54 

Source: Planning and Economic Development Depmtment, July 2013 

In 2008, DCA officials asked City staff to project levels of service on major roadways for the 
current year and five years out. Due to slow growth and the built out nature of St. Petersburg, it 
is unlikely that traffic conditions will change significantly over the next five years. However, in 
an effort to anticipate possible deficiencies that may occur in the next five years, City staff has 
reviewed the MPO's draft 2013 Level of Service Report to determine if there are any major road 
segments in the MPO's report that are currently operating at LOS "D" or better and have a 
volume-to-capacity ratio of 0.90 or higher. There are two road segments that operate at a LOS 
"D" and have a volume-to-capacity ratio that is greater than 0.90. These roads are 22"d Avenue 
North from 1-275 to 34th Street and 38th Avenue North from 34th Street to 49th Street. 

Roadway and traffic improvements are primarily located in Funds 3027 (Exhibit C) and 3071 
(Exhibit D). Road capacity projects listed in FOOT's work program are shown in ExhibitJ. 
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 100-H amending the text of the City Code, Chapter 16, 

Land Development Regulations (LDRs) regarding assignment of the powers and duties to its 

regulating commissions,   The request is to consolidate three (3) existing commissions into two (2) 

pr 



TO: 

SUBJECT: 

REQUEST: 

ANALYSIS: 

SUMMARY: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

City File LDR-2013-03: Amendment to the Land Development 
Regulations ("LDRs"), Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances. 

Second reading and (adoption) public hearing of the attached ordinance to 
amend the text of the city's Land Development Regulations (LDRs), City 
Code Chapter 16, regarding assignment of the powers and duties to its 
regulating commissions. This request is to consolidate three (3) existing 
commissions into two (2) proposed commissions: 

Existing: 

• Planning and Visioning Commission ("PVC"); 
• Community Preservation Commission ("CPC"); and 
• Development Review Commission ("DRC") 

Proposed: 

• Community Planning and Preservation Commission ("CPPC"); and 
• Development Review Commission ("DRC"). 

An introduction and detailed analysis is provided in the attached staff 
report prepared for the Development Review Commission (DRC). 

Administration: 

The Administration recommends APPROVAL. 

Development Review Commission: 

On November 6, 2013 the Development Review Commission 
("DRC"), acting as the Land Development Regulation Commission 
("LDRC"), determined through unanimous vote that the proposed 
amendments are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and 
recommends APPROVAL. 

Citizen Input: 

As of this writing, no public comments have been received. 



Recommended City Council Action: 

1. CONDUCT the second reading and (adoption) public hearing; 

2. APPROVE the ordinance. 

ATTACHMENTS: Ordinance to Amend the LDRs 
DRC StaffReport 



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 16 OF 
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE BY 
DELETING THE PLANNING AND VISIONING 
COMMISSION AND THE COMMUNITY 
PRESERVATION COMMISSION, AND 
CREATING THE COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND PRESERVATION COMMISSION; BY 
CHANGING CERTAIN REFERENCES TO THE 
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
TO BE THE COMMUNITY PLANNING AND 
PRESERVATION COMMISSION; BY 
CHANGING CERTAIN REFERENCES FROM 
THE ACRONYM CPC TO THE CPPC; BY 
CHANGING CERTAIN REFERENCES TO THE 
PLANNING AND VISIONING COMMISSION 
TO BE THE COMMUNITY PLANNING AND 
PRESERVATION COMMISSION AND THE 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION; BY 
CHANGING CERTAIN REFERENCES FROM 
THE ACRONYM PVC TO THE CPPC AND DRC; 
BY REASSIGNING ALL DUTIES OF THE 
PLANNING AND VISIONING COMMISSION 
AND THE COMMUNITY PRESERVATION 
COMMISSION; BY DELETING CERTAIN 
REFERENCES TO THE PLANNING AND 
VISIONING COMMISSION; BY DELETING 
CERTAIN REFERENCES TO THE ACRONYM 
PVC; BY CHANGING CERTAIN APPEALS 
AND REFERENCES FROM THE 
ADMINISTRATOR TO THE DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW COMMISSION; BY CREATING A 
TABLE IDENTIFYING DECISIONS AND 
APPEALS ROUTES CROSS-REFERENCING 
CODE SECTIONS THROUGHOUT CHAPTER 
16; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

SECTION 1. Sections 1-17., 8-459., 12-5., 13-53., 13-298., 13-299., 13-351., 13-467., 
16.20.020. 7 .2., 16.20.020.11., 16.20.030.1 0., 16.30.020.3 ., 16.30.070.2.3., 16.40.060.2.1.1., 
16.40.140.2.5., 16.90.020.3., 17-358., and 17-394. of the St. Petersburg City Code are hereby 
amended by changing the reference to the Community Preservation Commission to be the 
Community Planning and Preservation Commission. 

SECTION 2. Section 16.70.010.9. ofthe St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by 
changing the reference to the CPC to be the CPPC. 
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SECTION 3. Sections 16.40.140.4.6. and 16.60.030.7. of the St. Petersburg City Code 
are hereby amended by changing the reference to the Community Preservation Commission to be 
the Development Review Commission. 

SECTION 4. Sections 16.05.010. and 16.60.040.2. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended by changing the reference to the Planning and Visioning Commission to be the 
Community Planning and Preservation Commission. 

SECTION 5. References to the Planning and Visioning Commission in Sections 1-17., 
16. 70.030.1.2., 16. 70.030.1.4., 16. 70.030.1. 7 ., 16. 70.030.1.9 ., 16. 70.030.1.1 0., and 16.90.020.3. 
of the St. Petersburg City Code are hereby deleted. 

SECTION 6. Sections 16.70.030.1.5., 16.70.030.1.6., 16.70.030.1.11., 16.70.030.1.13., 
16.70.040.1.10., 16.70.040.1.14., 16.70.040.1.15., 16.70.040.1.17., 16.70.050.1.4., 16.70.060.2., 
16.70.070.1.1., and 16.70.070.1.2. of the St. Petersburg City Code are hereby amended by 
changing the reference to the Community Preservation Commission to be the commission 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 7. Sections 16.70.030.1.11., 16.70.030.1.12., 16.70.030.1.13., and 
16.70.040.1.14. ofthe St. Petersburg City Code are hereby amended by changing the reference to 
the CPC to be the commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 8. Sections 16.70.040.1.1. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
by changing the reference to the Planning and Visioning Commission to be the commission 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 9. Sections 16.70.040.1., 16.70.040.1.1., 16.70.040.1.2., 16.70.040.1.3., 
16.70.040.1.4., 16.70.040.1.5., 16.70.040.1.9., 16.70.040.1.10., 16.70.040.1.11., 16.70.040.1.16., 
16.70.040.1.19., 16.70.050.1.1., 16.70.050.1.2., 16.70.050.1.3., 16.70.050.1.5., 16.70.050.1.6., 
and 16. 70.050.1.8. of the St. Petersburg City Code are hereby amended by changing the 
reference to the Development Review Commission to be the commission designated in the 
Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 10. Section 16.70.040.1.11. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby 
amended by changing the reference to the Development Review Commission (DRC) to be the 
commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 11. Sections 16.40.060.4.2., 16.70.010.6.A.3., and 16.70.030.1. of the St. 
Petersburg City Code are hereby amended by changing the reference to the Administrator to be 
the Development Review Commission. 

SECTION 12. Section 16.04.010. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

16.04.010.- Ordinances incorporated. 
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A. The City Council has adopted Ordinance No. 1072-F, the Intown Area-Wide 
Development of Regional Impact Development Order (IADO) and Ordinance 1142-F, the 
Gateway Area-Wide Development of Regional Impact Development Order (GADO). These 
development orders may constitute Land Development Regulations on the land which is subject 
thereto. Such ordinances are hereby ratified and confirmed with their effective dates continuing 
to be the effective dates as respectively set forth therein. 

I. lntown Area-Wide Development Order (IADO) Ordinance No. 1072-F, as amended, 
is incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in its entirety. 

2. Gateway Area-Wide Development Order (GADO) Ordinance No. 1142-F, as amended, 
is incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in its entirety. 

B. The CPPC shall review any proposed amendments to an areawide development order. 
The CPPC shall hold a public hearing, after providing written notice as required in the 
Applications and Procedures Section, before making a recommendation to City Council to 
approve, deny or approve with conditions. 

SECTION 13. Section 16.30.070.2.7. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

16.30.070.2.7. Appeals. 

Decisions of the POD may be appealed to the GPG Commission. Decisions of the GPG 
Commission may be appealed to City Council. 

SECTION 14. Sections 16.70.010.4.A., B.S., and B.6.b. ofthe St. Petersburg City Code 
are hereby amended to read as follows: 

16.70.010.4. Supplemental notice. 

A. Notice requirements. The City Council, Development Review Commission, 
Plar.niRg BBEI VisioRiRg CommissioR, and Community Planning and Preservation 
Commission shall provide the supplemental notice set forth in this section for 
public hearings. For those applications which the POD has the authority to review 
and approve and which are made appealable to a board or commission of the City 
or City Council, the POD shall comply with the written and posted supplemental 
notice requirements set forth in this section. Such supplemental notice shall only 
apply to decisions of the POD which are made concerning a written request or 
application for which the applicant has paid a fee and for which the POD gives a 
written approval or denial. 
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B. 5. 

6. 

Complete copy of application. One complete copy of each application to 
the Development Review Commission (DRC) and Planning and Visioning 
Commission (PVC) Community Planning and Preservation Commission 
CCPPC) shall be provided by the applicant to the neighborhood and 
business association representatives listed by the POD. One complete copy 
of a nonowner or noncity initiated historic designation shall be provided 
by the applicant to the owner of the property. The term, "complete" 
includes one copy of the information required and any additional 
information (including studies) required by the POD to review the request. 
The application shall be either delivered or mailed by U.S. mail with a 
U.S. Postal Service Certificate of Mailing returned to the POD. Proof that 
a copy of the application was mailed or delivered shall be delivered to the 
POD within seven days of application submittal. The POD shall not 
process the application until receipt of such proof of mail or delivery. 

b. For variances and site plan reviews requiring GPG CPPC or DRC 
approval, mailed notice shall be provided to the neighboring 
government for comment, where the subject property is located 
within one-fourth mile (1 ,320 linear feet) of a neighboring 
government. 

SECTION 15. Sections 16.70.010.6.B and J.5. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.010.6. Appeals. 

B. Who may hear appeals. Except for decisions which are declared by these 
regulations to be the final decision of the City: 

1. A decision of the Planning and Visioning Commission to approve or deny 
an application may be appealed to the City Council. 

~ A decision of the Development Review Commission to approve or deny 
an application may be appealed to the City Council except a decision in an 
appeal from a decision of the POD to approve or deny an application 
related only to docks, which shall not be appealable to City Council in the 
manner designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

~2. A decision of the Community Planning and Preservation Commission to 
approve or deny an application may be appealed to the City Council if..aad 
to the eJ£tent the decision is eJ£pressly made subject to appeal by this 
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J. 

chapter. Otherwise, a decision of the CPC shall be deemed the final 
decision of the City in the manner designated in the Decisions and 
Appeals Table. 

+.3. A decision of the POD to approve or deny an application v1hich is 
streamlined may be appealed to the ~ Commission which would hear the 
request if the application was not streamlined. Other decisions of the POD 
may be appealed if and to the extent the decision is eJ£pressly made subject 
to appeal by this chapter or the City Council in the manner designated in 
the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

M. The City may not establish appellate jurisdiction of the courts; however, if 
allowed by the Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure or other rule or 
judicial decision, a decision of the City Council or of the POD or any 
commission of the City which is declared by these regulations to be the 
final decision of the City may be subject to judicial review in the manner 
provided by law. 

5. Supermajority vote. A supermajority vote of the City Council shall be 
required in order to reverse a decision made by the Development Review 
Commission, Plar.ning and Visioning Commission or Community 
Planning and Preservation Commission to approve, approve with 
conditions, or deny an application which is properly before the City 
Council or, in an historic designation application, to approve a designation 
over an owner's objection. A supermajority vote is not required to reverse 
any recommendation on a legislative matter, including a text amendment 
to the Comprehensive Plan or Land Development Regulations, a vacation, 
street closing or name change. 

For the purposes of this paragraph, the term "reverse" does not mean 
adding, changing, or removing conditions of approval, or changing a 
zoning or land use designation to a lesser intense designation. 
Supermajority means, if eight members are present and voting, an 
affirmative vote of at least six members and, if less than eight members 
are present and voting, an affirmative vote of at least five members. 

SECTION 16. Sections 16.70.030.1.2.B.5. and E. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.030.1.2. Dock permit. 
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B. 5. Where applicable, a copy of the staff report and meeting minutes resulting 
from the action of the Community Preser¥ation Commission, 
De•relopment Re•rie'N Commission, Plar.ning and Visioning any 
Commission or City Council relating to the proposed dock. 

E. Variances. The POD shall have the power to grant variances to the side setback 
requirements by following the criteria established for the granting of variances 
generally. Notice is not required if notarized letters of approval from the owners 
of all lots within 200 feet of the side where a side setback variance is requested 
are provided. Those letters are evidence that the variance criteria have been met. 
Requests for other variances shall be reviewed by the Development Revievr 
Commission commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 17. Sections 16.70.030.1.4.B.2 and D.2. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.030.1.4. Landscape permit. 

B. 

D. 

2. 

2. 

Where applicable, a copy of the staff report and meeting minutes resulting 
from the action of the Community Preser¥ation Commission, 
Development Review Commission, Plar.ning and Visioning any 
Commission or City Council relating to the proposed development or 
redevelopment; 

Requests for variances shall be reviewed by the Development Re,liew 
Commission commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 18. Section 16.70.030.1.7.B.2. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.030.1. 7. Sidewalk cafe permit. 

B. 2. Where applicable, a copy of the staff report and meeting minutes resulting 
from the action of the Community Preservation Commission, 
Development Review Commission, Plar.ning and Visioning any 
Commission or City Council relating to the proposed sidewalk cafe. 

SECTION 19. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new section 
16.70.030.1.7.F. to read as follows: 
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F. Variances. Requests for variances shall be reviewed by the comm1ss1on 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 20. Sections 16.70.030.1.9.B.6 and F. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16.70.030.1.9. Sign permit. 

B. 6. Where applicable, a copy of the staff report and meeting minutes resulting 
from the action of the Commuaity Presep,ratioa Commissioa 
De•relopmeat Review Commissioa, Planaiag and Visioaiag any 
Commission or City Council relating to the proposed development or 
redevelopment. 

F. Variances. 

1. A complete application for a variance from any of the provisions of this 
section, accompanied by the fee for such application, shall be processed 
and reviewed by the Developmeflt Re .. ·iew Commissioa commission 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. In such cases, the 
following deadlines shall apply: 

a. A decision approving, approving with conditions, or denying the 
request shall be rendered within 60 days after receipt by the POD 
of the application for the variance. If a decision is not made within 
such time, the application shall be deemed denied. 

b. A decision of the Developmeat Review Commissioa commission 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table on an application 
for a variance from any of the provisions of this section, which 
does not include an application for a variance from any other 
provision of the Code, shall not be subject to review by the City 
Council. 

2. Other variances. If the application includes a request for one or more 
variances from another provision of the Code, the decision of the 
Developmeat Revie'.v Commissioa commission designated in the 
Decisions and Appeals Table shall be subject to review by the City 
Council as is otherwise provided in this Code upon the timely filing of a 
notice of appeal. 
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3. Any decision of the Develof)ment Re•;iev; Commission commtsston 
designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table as provided in this section 
shall be deemed a final, quasi-judicial decision of the City. Any person 
aggrieved by the decision shall have the right to seek judicial review by a 
circuit court of the Sixth Judicial Circuit in and for Pinellas County, 
Florida, filed in accordance with the requirements of law, seeking such 
appropriate remedy as may be available. 

SECTION 21. Sections 16.70.030.1.10.B.2., D., and E. of the St. Petersburg City Code 
are hereby amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.030.1.10. Temporary parking lot permit. 

B. 2. Where applicable, a copy of the staff report and meeting minutes resulting 
from the action of the Community Preservation Commission, 
Develof>ment ReYiew Commission, Planning and Visioning any 
Commission or City Council relating to the proposed development or 
redevelopment; 

D. Variances. Requests for variances from any non landse8f>e flFOVision shall be 
re•liewed by the Community Presen•ation Commission. Requests for varianees 
from any landse8f>e flFOVision shall be reviewed by the Develof)ment Review 
Commission commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

E. Appeal. Decisions of the POD to approve, extend, or deny a permit may be 
appealed to the GPG commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table, 
whose decision shall be deemed the final decision of the City. 

SECTION 22. Sections 16.70.040.1.6.A. and C. of the St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16. 70.040.1.6. Variances, generally. 

A. Applicability. The purpose of a variance is to ensure that no property, because of 
the special circumstances applicable to it, shall be deprived of privileges 
commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zone and vicinity. Variances 
shall be reviewed and may be approved, approved with conditions, or denied by 
the Community Presen·ation Commission (CPC) or the Develof>ment Review 
Commission (DRC) commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 
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URless otherwise provided ifl: this chapter, the DRC shall have exclusive variance 
power for all applicatiofl:s im'olviRg docl£s, landscapiRg, or a site or use which. has 
received or which. requires special eJ£ceptioR or site plan reYiew appro'ral. SPR 
approval is required for any variance to the docl£ or landscape regulatiofl:s. 
Requests for a variance shall follow the procedures for special exceptiofl: and site 
plan review. URless otherwise provided ifl: this chapter, the CPC shall have 
eJ£clusive variance power for all other applicatiofl:s. Requests to the CPC for such. 
variances shall follow these procedures. 

C. Procedures. 

1. Staff review and recommendation. Upon receipt of a variance application, 
the POD shall determine whether the application complies with all 
submittal requirements and standards for review. 

a. Streamline approval. If the POD determines that the application 
complies with all submittal requirements and standards for review, 
the POD may approve such application with or without conditions. 
The POD shall provide written and posted notice prior to making a 
final decision. The POD's decision shall be in writing and shall 
state the reasons for such approval. 

b. Appeals. A decision of the POD to approve, approve with 
conditions or deny an application may be appealed to the 
CommuRity Preservatiofl: Commissiofl: commission designated in 
the Decisions and Appeals Table, whose decision shall be deemed 
the final decision ofthe City. 

2. Commission review and decision. 

a. Public hearing. If the POD determines that, because of new or 
unusual circumstances, the application requires review by the 
Community PreserYation Commissiofl: commission designated in 
the Decisions and Appeals Table or that the application does not 
comply with all submittal requirements and standards for review, 
the POD shall send a report to the Commooity PreserYatiofl: 
Commissiofl: commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals 
Table, with a copy to the applicant, if any, recommending whether 
the application should be approved, approved with conditions or 
denied and the grounds for such recommendation. 
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b. Commission decision. Upon receipt of the recommendation from 
the POD, the Commission commission designated in the Decisions 
and Appeals Table shall conduct a public hearing on the 
application and shall approve, approve with conditions or deny the 
requested site plan. After considering the application and evidence, 
the Commission commission designated in the Decisions and 
Appeals Table may defer action for no more than 60 days to obtain 
additional information. 

SECTION 23. Sections 16.70.050.1.7.C.l. , E., and F. ofthe St. Petersburg City Code are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16.70.050.1.7. Preliminary plat. 

c. I. Upon receipt of the preliminary plat, the POD shall determine whether the 
application complies with all applicable requirements contained in the 
Land Development Regulations, Florida Statutes and any conditions 
imposed by any the Development Review Commission, Planning and 
Visioning Commission, Commtmity Plar.ning and PreseF'Iation 
Commission or City Council. If the POD determines that the preliminary 
plat application complies and that approval of the application requires no 
variance from any applicable requirement, the preliminary plat application 
shall be approved. 

If the POD determines that the application does not comply, the POD shall 
identify the application's deficiencies and shall either deny the application 
or, if the applicant applies for a variance, withhold approval pending 
approval of the variance. 

E. Appeal. Decisions of the POD approving, approving with conditions or denying a 
preliminary plat may be appealed to the De·;elopment ReYiew Commission 
commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table, whose decision may 
be appealed to the City Council. 

F. Variances. Requests for variances shall be reviewed by the Development Review 
Commission commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals Table. 

SECTION 24. The catchline of Section 16.70.060. of the St. Petersburg City Code is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

16.70.060. DESIGN REVIEW AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION. 
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SECTION 25. Section 16.70.060.1. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby repealed 
and deleted in its entirety. 

SECTION 26. Section 16.80.010. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

16.80.010. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND PRESERVATION VISIONING 
COMMISSION (CPPC P¥G) 

16.80.010.1.- Powers and duties. 

A. There is hereby created a Community Planning and Preservation Visioning 
Commission (CPPC P¥G) to act as the local planning agency (LPA) for the purposes of and as 
required by the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation 
Act. The CPPC PVC Plarming and Visioning Commission as the local plar..ning agency LP A 
and, where required, the county planning council shall act upon all proposed amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan and any element or portion thereof in all cases in which local plallfling 
agency LP A review and recommendations are required by the Local Government 
Comprehensive Planning and Land Deyelopment Regulations Act. 

B. The CPPC P¥G shall also consider long-range issues that are of current interest to the 
community, identified in the Vision 2020 Plan or other community-wide planning activity. 

C. The PVC shall have such other duties and responsibilities as are delegated to it under 
this chapter. The CPPC shall act on historic and archaeological matters, including acting as the 
land development regulation commission (LDRC) for the purposes of and as required by the 
Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act to review 
and evaluate proposed modifications to the Land Development Regulations related to historic 
and archaeological preservation, to review and evaluate proposed historic designations, 
certificates of appropriateness and any other action to be performed pursuant to the Historic and 
Archaeological Preservation Overlay Section, and perform all other duties required by the City 
of St. Petersburg's Certified Local Government Statutes awarded by the State. 

D. The CPPC shall also hear certain appeals where specifically required by this chapter. 

E. The CPPC shall have such other duties and responsibilities as are delegated to it under 
this chapter. 

16.80.010.2.- Membership. 

A. The CPPC PVC PlarJ'ling and Visioning Commission shall be composed of seven 
regular members and three alternate members. Each member shall be a resident of the City of St. 
Petersburg. Each member shall be appointed by the Mayor and confirmed by the City Council. 
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B. In making appointments to the CPPC P¥G, the Mayor and City Council should seek a 
membership with diverse economic, geographic, social and professional representation and, 
where possible, should include members qualified and experienced in the fields of architecture, 
planning, landscape architecture, engineering, construction, and land use law and real estate. 

16.80.010.3.- Technical and professional assistance. 

The CPPC P¥G may, subject to City Council approval and consistent with appropriate 
budgetary procedures, recommend the securing of technical and professional services as may be 
necessary to facilitate the work of the CPPC P¥G. 

SECTION 27. Section 16.80.020.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

16.80.020.2. Membership, terms, vacancies and removal. 

A. The DRC shall be composed of seven regular members and three twe alternate 
members. Each member shall be a resident of the City. Each member shall be appointed by the 
Mayor and confirmed by the City Council. 

B. In making appointments to the DRC, the Mayor and City Council should seek a 
membership with diverse economic, geographic, social and professional representation and, 
where possible, should include members qualified and experienced in the fields of architecture, 
planning, landscape architecture, engineering, construction, and land use law and real estate. 

SECTION 28. Section 16.80.030. ofthe St. Petersburg City Code is hereby repealed and 
deleted in its entirety. 

SECTION 29. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new section 
16.70.015. to read as follows: 

16.70.015. Decisions and Appeals Table. 

The following table summarizes decisions and appeals routes regarding many zoning permits. 
planning and zoning decisions. subdivision decisions, historic preservation, and supplemental 
procedures. Refer to the City Code Section listed for a detailed description of the procedure. The 
text of the relevant City Code Section shall be determinative of the procedure required. Not all 
decision and appeal rights are outlined herein. 

Process Type 

Decisions and Appeals 

City Code 
Section 
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POD 
Decision 

Commission 
Decision 

City 
Council 
Decision 



Articles 16.01. through 16.60. 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

Area-Wide Developments of Regional 
16.04. (advisory to Final 

Impact (DRI) CPPC 
City Council) 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

16.05. (advisory to Final Development Agreements 
CPPC 

City Council) 
Overlay District Regulations, 

Advisory to 
DRC 

16.30.010.8. (appealable to Final Albert Whitted Airport, 
DRC 

Airport Noise Impact Area Variances City Council) 
Final CPPC 

Overlay District, Adaptive Reuse of 
16.30.020.3. (appealable to (appealable to Final 

Historic Buildings, Minor 
CPPC) City Council) 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

Overlay District, Adaptive Reuse of 
16.30.020.3 . (appealable to Final 

Historic Buildings, Major CPPC 
City Council) 

Advisory to 
DRC 

Overlay District Regulations, 
16.30.090. (appealable to Final 

Large Tract Planned Development DRC 
City Council) 

Final DRC 
Community Residential Home, 

16.50.90. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
One to Six Residents 

DR C) City Council) 
Final DRC 

Community Residential Home, 
16.50.1 00. (appealable to (appealable to Final 

Seven to Fourteen Residents 
DRC) City Council) 
Final DRC 

Community Residential Home, 
16.50.110. (appealable to (appealable to Final 

More than Fourteen Residents 
DRC) City Council) 
Final DRC 

Wireless Communication Antennae & 
16.50.480. (appealable to (appealable to Final 

Support Structures, No Variance 
DR C) City Council) 

Advisory to 
DRC 

Wireless Communication Antennae & 
16.50.480. (appealable to Final 

Support Structures, Variance Required DRC 
City Council) 

Change of Grand fathered Use to Final DRC 
Different Grandfathered Use of Equal 16.60.030.7.2.C (appealable to (appealable to Final 
or Lesser Intensity DRC) City Council) 

Final 
CPPC not 

Uses Not Listed 16.60.040.2 (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

CPPC) 
Extensions and Duration of Approvals, 

Final 
DRC not Under These Land Development 

16.70.01 0.9. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable Regulations (not including 

DRC) 
Certificates of Appropriateness) 
Extensions and Duration of Approvals, 

Advisory to CPPC not Under These Land Development 
16.70.010.9. 

CPPC (Final) applicable Regulations (involving 
Certificates of Appropriateness) 
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Final 
Extensions and Duration of Approvals, 

16.70.010.10. (appealable to not applicable Final 
Previous Code; Modifications 

City Council) 

Zoning Permits, Generally (Section 16. 70.030.) 

Adult Use Permits, Appeals and Advisory to not 
Final 16.70.030.1.1. 

Variances City Council applicable 

Final 
DRC not Dock Permits 16. 70.030.1.2. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 

Advisory to DRC not Dock Permit Appeals and Variances 16.70.030.1.2. 
DRC (Final) applicable 

Final 
DRC not Dog Dining Permits 16. 70.030.1.3. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DR C) 
Final 

DRC not Landscape Permits 16.70.030.1.4. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Pushcart Vending Permits 16. 70.030.1.5. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Roadside Vending Market Permits 16. 70.030.1.6. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 
Final 

DRC not Sidewalk Cafe Permits 16.70.030.1.7. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

DRC) 
Final 

DRC not Sidewalk Retail Display Permits 16.70.030.1.8. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

DR C) 
Final 

DRC not 
Sign Permits 16.70.030.1.9. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Temporary Parking Lot Permits 16. 70.030.1.1 0. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DR C) 
Final 

DRC not 
Temporary Use Permits 16.70.030.1.11. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Tree Removal Permits 16. 70.030.1.12. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Community Garden Permit 16. 70.030.1.13. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DRC) 

Planning & Zoning Decisions (Section 16.70.040.) 

Advisory to DRC 
Final Conceptual Plan Approval 16.70.040.1 .G. 

DRC (appealable to 
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City Council) 

Modifications of Previously Approved Final DRC 
Site Plan Review or Special Exception 16. 70.040.l .H. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
Decisions, Minor DRC) City Council) 
Modifications of Previously Approved 

Advisory to 
DRC 

Site Plan Review or Special Exception 16.70.040.1.H. (appealable to Final 
Decisions, All other types 

DRC 
City Council) 

Amendments to Future Land Use Map Advisory to 
CPPC 

16.70.040.1.1.D.1. (advisory to Final 
or Official Zoning Map CPPC 

City Council) 

Amendments to Text of the Advisory to 
CPPC 

16.70.040.1.1.D.2. (advisory to Final 
Comprehensive Plan CPPC 

City Council) 
Amendments to the Land Development 

DRC 
Regulations, not including certain 

16.70.040.1.1.D.3. 
Advisory to 

(advisory to Final 
historic and archaeological DRC 

City Council) 
preservation matters 
Amendments to the Land Development 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

Regulations related to historic and 16. 70.040.1.1.D.3 . (advisory to Final 
archaeological preservation 

CPPC 
City Council) 

Bonus Approval, 
Final DRC 

16. 70.040.1.2. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
Streamline (DC Zoning) 

DR C) City Council) 

Bonus Approval, Advisory to 
DRC 

16.70.040.1.3. (appealable to Final 
Public Hearing (DC Zoning) DRC 

City Council) 

Advisory to 
DRC 

Site Plan Review 16.70.040.1.4. (appealable to Final 
DRC 

City Council) 

Advisory to 
DRC 

Special Exceptions 16. 70.040.1.5. (appealable to Final 
DRC 

City Council) 

Variances, Generally 
Final 

DRC not 
16. 70.040.1.6. (appealable to 

(streamline decisions) 
DR C) 

(Final) applicable 

Variances, Generally 
16. 70.040.1 .6. 

Advisory to DRC not 
(public hearing decisions) DRC (Final) applicable 

Variances, 
16.70.040.1.7. 

Advisory to 
not applicable Final 

Adult Use Regulations City Council 

Variances, 
Advisory to 

CPPC 
Related to a Certificate of 16.80.01 0.1.C. (appealable to Final 
Appropriateness Application 

CPPC 
City Council) 

Variance, 
Final 

DRC not 
16. 70.040.1.8. (appealable to 

Albert Whitted Airport Regulations 
DRC) 

(Final) applicable 

Exemptions, Demolition in Certain 
Final 

DRC not 
16.70.040.1.9. (appealable to 

Zoning Districts 
DRC) 

(Final) applicable 
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Variance, 
Final 

DRC not 
16. 70.040.1.1 0. (appealable to 

Design Standards 
DRC) 

(Final) applicable 

Variance, Final 
DRC not 

Drainage & Surface Water 16. 70.040.1.11. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

Management DRC) 

Variance, Advisory to 
DRC 

16.70.040.1.12. (appealable to Final 
Floodplain Management DRC 

City Council) 
Reinstatement of Abandoned Final 

DRC 
Grandfathered Uses 16.70.040.1.14. (appealable to 

not 

Up to 3 abandoned dwelling units DR C) 
(Final) applicable 

Reinstatement of Abandoned 
Grandfathered Uses 

16.70.040.1.14. 
Advisory to DRC not 

More than 3 abandoned dwelling DRC (Final) applicable 
units or any nonresidential use 

Redevelopment ofGrandfathered Uses 16.70.040.1.15. 
Advisory to DRC not 

DRC (Final) applicable 

Transfer of Development Rights, 
16.70.040.1.16. 

Advisory to DRC not 
Environmental DRC (Final) applicable 

Transfer of Development Rights, 
Final CPPC 

16. 70.040.1.17. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
Historic 

CPPC) City Council) 

Workforce Housing Density Bonus 
Final 

DRC 
16. 70.040.1.19. (appealable to 

not 
Up to 12 bonus dwelling units 

DR C) 
(Final) applicable 

Workforce Housing Density Bonus 
16.70.040.1.19. 

Advisory to DRC not 
More than 12 bonus dwelling units DRC (Final) applicable 

Subdivision Decisions (Section 16. 70.050.) 

Vacating Public Right-of-way (or Advisory to 
DRC 

16.70.050.1.1. (advisory to Final 
associated air or subsurface rights) DRC 

City Council) 

Vacating Public Easements (or 
16.70.050.1.1. 

Advisory to Mayor not 
associated air or subsurface rights) Mayor (Final) applicable 

Lot Refacing 
Final 

DRC 
16. 70.050.1.2. (appealable to 

not 
No variances 

DRC) 
(Final) applicable 

Lot Refacing 
16.70.050.1.2. 

Advisory to DRC not 
If variances required DRC (Final) applicable 

Lot Line Adjustment 
Final 

DRC not 
16.70.050.1.3. (appealable to 

No variances 
DRC) 

(Final) applicable 

Lot Line Adjustment 
16.70.050.1.3. 

Advisory to DRC not 
If variances required DRC (Final) applicable 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

Street Name Change I Co-naming 16. 70.050.1.4. (advisory to Final 
CPPC 

City Council) 
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Street Closing, 
Final 

DRC not 
16.70.050.1.5 . (appealable to 

Temporary (Seven days or less) 
DR C) 

(Final) applicable 

Street Closing, Advisory to 
DRC 

16.70.050.1.5 . (appealable to Final 
Temporary (More than Seven days) DRC 

City Council) 

Street Closing, 
Final DRC 

16.70.050.1.5. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
Temporary (CPTED) 

DRC) City Council) 

Street Closing, Advisory to 
DRC 

16. 70.050.1.6. (appealable to Final 
Permanent DRC 

City Council) 

Plat, 
Final DRC 

16.70.050.1.7. (appealable to (appealable to Final 
Preliminary 

DRC) City Council) 

Plat, 
16. 70.050.1.8 . 

Advisory to 
not applicable Final 

Final City Council 

Historic Preservation (Section 16. 70.060.) 

Advisory to 
CPPC 

Historic Designation ofProperty 16.70.060.2. (advisory to Final 
CPPC 

City Council) 

Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) 
Refer to the COA Approval 

16.70.060.3. Matrix Final 
of Historically Designated Property 

(appealable to City Council) 
Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for Refer to the COA Approval 
Historically Designated Property, 16. 70.060.4. Matrix Final 

Preconstruction Application (appealable to City Council) 
Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for 

Advisory to 
Historically Designated Property, 16. 70.060.4. not applicable Final 

Review of Completed Work 
City Council 

Supplemental Procedures (Section 16. 70.070.) 

Final 
DRC not 

Property Card Interpretation 16. 70.070.1.1. (appealable to 
(Final) applicable 

DRC) 
Final 

DRC not 
Zoning, Rebuild/Buildable Lot Letter 16. 70.070.1.2. (appealable to 

(Final) applicable 
DR C) 

I) Any DRC decision may be part of an appeal to the City Council as an accessory issue associated with a 
principal application (Site Plan Review or Special Exception), where the principal application is appealable 
to the City Council. 

2) Any final decision of the City may be subject to judicial review in the manner provided by law. 

SECTION 30. As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struek through type is 
language in the City Code to be deleted, and underlined language is language to be added to the 
City Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated. Language in the City 
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Code not appearing in this ordinance continues in full force and effect unless the context clearly 
indicates otherwise. 

SECTION 31. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If any 
portion of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional it shall not affect the constitutionality of any 
other portion of this ordinance. 

SECTION 32. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with 
the City Charter, it shall become effective on February 1, 2014. 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, or February 1, 
2014, whichever is later. 
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STAFF REPORT I LOR 2013-03 

Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Development Review Commission 
Prepared by the Planning and Economic Development Department, 

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division and Development Review Services Division 

Subject: 

Request: 

Authority: 

Analysis: 

For Public Hearing on November 6, 2013 
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

LOR 2013-03: Amendments to the Land Development Regulations (LDRs). 
Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances. 

This is a city-initiated application to amend the text of the city's Land 
Development Regulations (LDRs), City Code Chapter 16, regarding assignment of 
the powers and duties to its regulating commissions. This request is to consolidate 
three (3) existing commissions: 

• Planning and Visioning Commission ("PVC"); 
• Community Preservation Commission ("CPC"); and 
• Development Review Commission ("DRC") 

... into two (2) commissions: 

• Community Planning and Preservation Commission ("CPPC"); and 
• Development Review Commission ("DRC"). 

The DRC is requested to review and recommend approval of the subject 
amendment, based on consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. 

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 with the exception of the Historic and Archeological Preservation 
Overlay Section. 

Presently there are three (3) volunteer commissions that review and make decisions 
on applications related to the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development 
Regulations (LDRs); the Planning and Visioning Commission (PVC), the 
Development Review Commission (DRC) and the Community Preservation 
Commission (CPC). Each of these bodies is comprised of nine (9) volunteer 
members that are appointed for three (3) year terms by the Mayor and confirmed 
by City Council. Service on a commission is limited to two (2) full terms (6 years) 
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for regular members. Alternate members do not have term limits. 

Issues Related to the Current Three Commission System 

Commissio11 Suooort: 
Each of the commissions is scheduled to meet once per month to handle the 
various applications that come before them for action. Staff is responsible for 
managing this process including, establishing schedules, processing applications, 
preparing staff reports, assuring proper notification. making presentations and 
preparing meeting minutes and other meeting follow-up actions. Each meeting 
requires the attendance of Planning and Economic Development management staff. 
staff responsible for the individual applications. legal stati and a commission clerk. 
Most meetings are televised and thus require the time and resources of the 
Marketing Depmtment staff. 

Aoolicatio11 Reductio11: 
The current commission structure was established in 2007 as pmt of the adoption 
of the current LDRs. Each commission was given certain functions and duties as 
specified in the LDRs. One of the major changes from the previous LDRs to the 
current LDRs was streamlining the review and approval processes by allowing 
greater administrative decision making discretion. The justification for allowing 
greater administrative latitude in the review and approval processes was largely 
improvements to the LDRs that include context sensitive zoning and design 
standards that distinguish, support and protect the character of the suburban and 
traditional portions of the community. 

The 2007 LDRs, as expected, have improved the quality of development in the 
community and reduced the amount of process and bureaucracy required to get 
development applications approved. For example, under the previous LDRs, 
zoning variance applications (generally involving single family residential cases) 
were reviewed and acted upon by the Board of Adjustment (BOA); agendas for the 
monthly BOA meetings routinely contained over 30 cases. Variance requests that 
cannot be streamlined are now reviewed by the CPC. Under the new LOR's, CPC 
agendas average three (3) or less variance cases per month. Again, this application 
or "case load" reduction is the result of LOR standards that are in harmony with 
the development character of the traditional and suburban portions of St. 
Petersburg. A summary of commission agendas since the adoption of the 2007 
shows the relatively light meeting agendas and, in many instances, of meeting 
cancellation due to lack of agenda items or quorum. 

Ambiguitv o(Duties 
Each commission is assigned duties or areas of responsibility in the LDRs. The 
ambiguity is found when comparing the duties of the DRC and the CPC. Both 
commissions, among their current duties, have what could be described as 
overlapping responsibilities to review new development, additions and 
redevelopment proposals. All of these case types are development related and are 
reviewed for compliance with the same or similar standards, including general 
compatibility, Comprehensive Plan consistency, dimensional (setbacks, height, 
parking, signage, landscaping, etc.) and design (architectural style) standards of the 
applicable sections of the LDRs. 
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Quorum 
Currently the commissions have seven (7) regular voting members and two (2) 
alternate members for a total of nine (9) members. Although only five (5) 
members must be in attendance and able to vote (no conflict) to achieve quorum, it 
is not uncommon for quorum issues to occur, wherein the commission clerk 
struggles to confirm that the minimum number of voting members will attend or, in 
more rare cases. meetings are canceled due to lack of a quorum. Meeting 
cancelation is an unacceptable situation that not only reflects badly on the city and 
desired customer service goals, but also creates potential legal liabilities for failure 
to take timely action on submitted applications. This problem is partially created 
by the 2.000' separation requirement between subject property locations and 
commission member land interests. This separation requirement substantially 
exceeds that of other communities and is being evaluated for future modification. 

Co11flict of111terest 
In addition to the above mentioned excessive separation requirement, conflicts of 
interest come in the form of previous and/or existing business relationships. 
A voiding conflicts of interest is a critical aspect of conducting the application 
review and approval process and a potential source of legal liability. One area of 
potential conflict that is cuiTently not addressed by the code is individual 
commission members having membership in advocacy groups that can make 
application for approval of items that are heard by the commission in which they 
are a member. 

Proposal: 
Staff proposes the following changes to address the issues raised in the above 
analysis: 

I) Reduce the number of commissions by one (I) from three (3) to two (2) as 
shown in the attached ordinance. The proposed structure combines the 
historic preservation duties of the CPC with the Comprehensive Planning 
and rezoning duties of the PVC to form a new commission entitled the 
Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC). This board 
will have final action responsibility for many historic preservation related 
items. However, the CPPC's duties require dispassionate review and 
judgement (action) on historic preservation items based on specific and 
detailed criteria in the code and they should not be regarded as, or conduct 
business in the manner of, an advocacy group. 

The DRC will assume the development review related responsibilities of 
the CPC, including small scale variances, redevelopment plans and 
reinstatements. 

This consolidation will reduce commiSSion support demands on staff, 
which is critical as budgets and resources become more restricted and 
reduce ambiguities regarding commission duties, without changing the 
requirements for applications to be reviewed by an appointed citizen 
commission. 
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Housing 
Affordability 
Impact Statement: 

Compliance 
with the 
Comprehensive 
Plan: 

2) Specify that local planning agency responsibilities are as follows: a) for 
the comprehensive plan and zoning map - Community Planning and 
Preservation Commission, b) for the historic and archeological 
preservation overlay section of the LDRs - Community Planning and 
Preservation Commission and 3) tor all other sections of the LDRS - the 
Development Review Commission. 

3) Increase the membership of the two (2) remaining commissions from nine 
(9) to I 0. This is proposed by increasing the number of alternate members 
from two (2) to three (3) for the purpose of increasing the likely hood of 
achieving quorum. The maximum number of voting members would 
remain seven (7). The total number of volunteers needed to till the 
commission memberships would be reduced from 27 to 20. 

4) Require commission members to resign from advocacy groups that may 
bring applications before the commission on which they serve or require 
recusal from such items due to a conflict of interest. This will reduce 
perceived conflicts of interest. 

Commission Transition: 
Staff will solicit the interest of existing commissioners to serve on one (I) of the 
reconstituted commissions. The Mayor will forward recommended appointments 
to City Council for confirmation. The Mayor will consider past attendance, 
diversity and community and protessional experience when recommending 
appointments to Council. The two (2) reconstituted Commissions will begin 
operations in January 2014. 

The proposed amendments will have a no impact on housing affordability, 
availability or accessibility. A Housing Affordability Impact Statement is 
attached. 

The following objectives and policies from the City's Comprehensive Plan are 
applicable to the attached proposed amendment: 

Objective LU20: The City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider for 
adoption, amendments to existing and/or new innovative land development 
regulations that can provide additional incentives for the achievement of 
Comprehensive Plan Objectives. 

Policy Vt.t: Development decisions and strategies shall integrate the guiding 
principles found in the Vision Element with sound planning principles followed in 
the formal planning process. 

Recommendation: The Planning and Economic Development Department finds that the proposed 
amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, are consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL. 

Attachments: Ordinance 
Housing Affordability Impact Statement 
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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. Initiating Department: Planning and Economic Development 

II. 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 LOR 
2013-03). 

III. Impact Analysis: 

A. 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:$ --------------------

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

No 1L. (No further explanation required) 
Yes Explanation: 



IV: Certification 

It 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: 

~ 

OR 

0 

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 

il Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development department.) 

\0 .2.8 , 2013 
partment Director (signature) Date 

HAN(l\GE.R, URBAJ rt..At-.ltJtl\.lC:J t?lll\d rh~TbR.k:.- ?Rt::vEf2..VA-no~ 

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.) 

Copies to: City Clerk 
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development 
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Attached documents for item Ordinance 101-H creating a short term exception to Section 7-97(d)(5) 

of the St. Petersburg City Code which requires idle speed for vessels in the North Yacht Basin. 



TO: 

. FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

The Honorable Chair and City Council Members 

Mark A. Winn, Chit;!f Assistant City Attorney 

November 22, 2013 

Approval of an ordinance creating a short term exception to the idle 
speed requirements in the North Yacht Basin for the Benoist event 

============================================================= 
On January 1, 2014 Kermit Weeks is scheduled to fly his re~roduction of the 

Benoist airboat from St. Petersburg to Tampa to celebrate the 100 h Anniversary of the 
World's First Scheduled Airline, which essentially created The Birth of the Global Airline 
Industry in both passenger and air freight. 

Mr. Weeks will be delivering the airboat to the area adjacent to the St. Petersburg 
Museum of History on/about December 28, 2013, where he will make the final assembly 
and begin test flights in preparation for the New Years Day flight. 

On January 1, 2014, at 10:00 am, after the appropriate public ceremonies, Mr. 
Weeks is scheduled to take off from the North Basin and follow a flight path to the 
Seaplane Basin adjacent to Peter 0 Knight Airport, in Tampa. 

Section 7-97(d)(5) of the St. Petersburg City Code currently establishes the North 
Yacht Basin as an 'idle speed/no wake zone.' In order to test the Benoist airboat and to 
takeoff in the North Yacht Basin, the Benoist airboat will need to exceed idle speed and 
therefore will create a wake. The airboat needs to begin each flight within protected 
waters of the North Yacht Basin. 

If you wish to approve this ordinance, you should conduct first reading and 
schedule a public hearing for December 19. 

( 

Mark A. Winn / 

Attachment 
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AN ORDINANCE CREATING AN SHORT 
TERM EXEMPTION TO SECTION 7-97(d)(5) OF 
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE WHICH 
REQUIRES IDLE SPEED FOR VESSELS IN THE 
NORTH YACHT BASIN; AND PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, on January 1, 1914, Tony Jannus flew the first scheduled commercial 
passenger flight in the world in his Benoist airboat leaving from St. Petersburg; and 

WHEREAS, on January 1, 2014 an event is scheduled to celebrate the 100111 Anniversary 
of the World's First Scheduled Airline, which is credited with creating The Birth of the Global 
Airline Industry in both passenger and air freight; and 

WHEREAS, this event will include the flight of a reproduction of the Benoist airboat 
from St. Petersburg to Tampa; and 

WHEREAS, the airboat will be delivered to the area adjacent to the St. Petersburg 
Museum of History around December 28, 2013, where the owner, Kermit Weeks, will make the 
final assembly and begin test flights in preparation for the New Years Day flight; and 

WHEREAS, on January 1, 2014, at 10:00 am, after the appropriate public ceremonies, 
Mr. Weeks is scheduled to take off from the North Yacht Basin and follow a flight path to the 
Seaplane Basin adjacent to Peter 0 Knight Airport in Tampa; and 

WHEREAS, in order for the Benoist airboat to take off safely it must start its acceleration 
in the N mih Yacht Basin; and 

WHEREAS, the City Code requires that vessels in the North Yacht Basin cannot exceed 
'idle speed' and may not create a wake, therefore an exception must be made for this event. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

SECTION 1. Section 7-97(d)(5) of the St. Petersburg City Code currently reads as 

follows: 

Sec. 7-97. Vessel speed regulation; restricted vessel operation zones. 

(d) Establishment of idle speed/no wake zones, slow speed/minimum wake zones and 
vessel exclusion zones. 

00185035.DOCX 

(5) Zone 5. The waterways or portions of waterways known as the North 
Yacht Basin as shown on the map are hereby established as an idle 
speed/no wake zone. 



SECTION 2. There is hereby created the following exception to Section 7-97(d)(5). The 
Benoist airboat and associated safety boats shall not be required to maintain idle speed and shall 
be allowed to create a wake within the North Yacht Basin from and including December 28, 
2013 through and including January I, 2014 to allow a period of time for testing and for the 
event described herein. 

SECTION 3. Within the period of time described in this ordinance, the City shall notify 
all boaters in the North Yacht Basin that wakes may be created only by the Benoist airboat and 
associated safety boats, and that all other vessels are required to maintain an idle speed and 
create no wake. 

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

SECTION 5. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with 
the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth business day after 
adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City 
Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the Ordinance, in which case the Ordinance shall 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 oven·ide 
the veto. 

Approved as to form and content: 

00185035 
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Attached documents for item Proposed City-initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Land 

Development Regulations (LDRs), Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map (for 

approximately 821 parcels of land, totaling an estimated 184.4 acres) implementing objectives of the 

Centra 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: City File LGCP-2013-01: City-initiated amendments to the Comprehensive 
Plan, Land Development Regulations, Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning 
Map (for approximately 821 parcels of land, totaling an estimated 184.4 acres) 
implementing objectives of the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan. 

A detailed analysis of the request is provided in the attached Staff Report LGCP-
2013-01. 

REQUEST: (A) ORDINANCE 701-L amending the Future Land Use Map designations of 
approximately 821 parcels of land generally located between 19111 Street 
and Pasadena A venue and I~~ A venue North and I st A venue South, totaling 
an estimated 184.4 acres. 

(B) ORDINANCE 731-Z amending the Ofticial Zoning map designations for 
certain parcels, described above. 

(C) ORDINANCE 83-H amending the Comprehensive Plan by adding a new 
activity center to the list in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element and 
adding a new map 6A. 

(D) ORDINANCE 82-H amending Chapter 16 of the City Code, in response to 
the adopted Central Avenue Revitalization Plan and specifically regarding: 
reduced building setbacks; additional residential density, intensity (floor
area-ratio); building height; and site, building and streetscape design 
standards for property located within the Central A venue Corridor 
Activity Center. The proposed amendments also provide for limited 
accessory retail and cafe uses within the CRT-I activity center 
designation. 

(E) RESOLUTION _ amending the Central A venue Revitalization Plan to: 
1) provide for landscaped medians; and 2) increase the FAR on portions of 
the corridor from 2.0 to 2.5. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL. 

Public Input: Approximately 2,172 public hearing notices were mailed. Through 
November 18, 2013, City staff has received 79 phone calls with 78 callers 
requesting additional information and one caller opposed to the proposed 



amendment. In addition, staff received six (6) visitors and four (4) emails with 
two (2) emails in opposition (attached to the staff report) and two (2) letters with 
one in opposition (attached to the staff report). 

Development Review Commission CDRC): On August 7, 2013 the DRC held a 
public hearing on this matter and recommended approval by a unanimous vote of 
5 to 0. The DRC did not review and act upon site, building and streetscape design 
standards. 

Planning & Visioning Commission (PVC): On September 3, 2013 the PVC held 
a public hearing on this matter, and recommended APPROVAL by a vote of 6 to 
0. 

City Council Action: On September 5, 2013 the City Council conducted the first 
reading and public hearing, set the second reading and adoption public hearing for 
December 19, 2013 and approved the transmittal of the staff report and proposed 
Future Land Use Map amendment ordinance and Comprehensive Plan text 
amendment ordinance for state, regional and local review. 

External Agency Review: As with all Future Land Use Map and 
Comprehensive Plan text changes, the staff report and proposed land use 
ordinance were transmitted to the following entities (referred to as "external 
agencies") for review: Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), 
Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT, District 7), Florida Department of 
State, Florida Department of Education, Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection, Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD), Tampa 
Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC) and the Pinellas County Planning 
Department. 

• October 4, 2013 correspondence from the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) contained no comments on this 
amendment. 

• October 10, 2013 correspondence from the Florida Department of State 
(FDOS) contained no comments on this amendment. 

• October II, 2013 correspondence from the Florida Department of 
Education (FDOE) contained no comments on this amendment. 

• October 14, 2013 correspondence from the TBRPC determined that the 
amendment was consistent with the Strategic Regional Policy Plan 
(SRPP). 

• October 17, 2013 correspondence from the Florida Department of 
Economic Opportunity (FDEO) contained no comments on this 
amendment. 

• October 18, 2013 correspondence from the SWFWMD contained no 
comments on this amendment. 



• October 23, 2013 correspondence from the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FOOT, District 7) contained no comments on this 
amendment. 

• The Pinellas Planning Council (PPC) and Board of County 
Commissioners (in their capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority I 
CPA) have not acted on the amendment at this time. 

• The Pinellas County Planning Department did not provide comment on the 
amendments. 

Text Changes to Ordinances since September 5. 2013: · 

• The effective date language in Ordinances 70 1-L and 83-H has been 
amended to account for action by the PPC and CPA subsequent to the 
adoption by City Council. 

• Based on public comments during and after the first public hearing, 
Ordinance 82-H was amended accordingly. The building setback and 
building height standards were amended, and streetscape design standards 
were added. 

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading and 
second public hearing for the attached proposed ordinances; AND 2) ADOPT the 
attached ordinances. 

Attachments: Ordinances (4), Planning & Visioning Commission Minutes, Staff 
Report, Maps and 2013 Annual Concurrency Report. 



Act; and 

ORDINANCE NO. JQL-L 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE 
ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND 
USE MAP DESIGNATIONS OF THE PROPERTIES IDENTIFIED IN 
THE ATTACHED "EXHIBIT A," GENERALLY LOCATED 
BETWEEN 19TH STREET AND PASADENA AVENUE AND 1sT 
A VENUE NORTH AND I sT A VENUE SOUTH; PROVIDING FOR 
REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PORTIONS 
THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, established the Community Planning 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Pinellas County Planning Council, which is 
primarily responsible for countywide land use planning and intergovernmental coordination; and 

WHEREAS, the Pinellas Planning Council administers the Countywide Plan, 
which includes the Countywide Future Land Use Map, and the Countywide Rules; and 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use 
Map are required by law to be consistent with the Countywide Plan and Countywide Future Land 
Use Map, and the Pinellas Planning Council is authorized to develop rules to implement the 
Countywide Future Land Use Map; and 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has initiated a proposed amendment to the 
Countywide Future Land Use Map to change the future land use designation of the properties 
described in the attached "Exhibit A;" and 

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the 
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendments provided herein as being consistent with the 
proposed amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Map that has been initiated by the 
City; now, therefore 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the provisions of the Community Planning Act, as 
amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of law, the Future Land Use Map of the City 
of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by placing the hereinafter described property 
in the land use category as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located along 1st Avenue South and I st Avenue 
North between approximately 36th Street and 491

h Street. 



Land Use Category 

From: Residential Urban 

To: Planned Redevelopment- Mixed Use (Activity Center) 

SECTION 2. Pursuant to the provisions of the Community Planning Act, as 
amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of law, the Future Land Use Map of the City 
of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by placing the hereinafter described property 
in the land use category as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 341
h Street and Pasadena 

A venue and between 1st A venue South and 1st A venue North, less those parcels described in 
Section 1 above. 

Land Use Category 

From: Planned Redevelopment- Mixed Use 

To: Planned Redevelopment- Mixed Use (Activity Center) 

SECTION 3. Pursuant to the provisions of the Community Planning Act, as 
amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of law, the Future Land Use Map of the City 
of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by placing the hereinafter described property 
in the land use category as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 19th Street and 31st Street 
between 1st A venue South and 1st A venue North. 

Land Use Category 

From: CRD (Community Redevelopment District) 

To: CRD (Community Redevelopment District, Activity Center) 

SECTION 4. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or 
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or 
conflict. 

SECTION 5. 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 6. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in 
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon approval of the required 
Countywide Future Land Use Plan Map change by the Pinellas County Board of County 
Commissioners, acting in their capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority, and the Pinellas 
Planning Council, provided such approvals occur 31 days or more after adoption of this 
ordinance by City Council. If such approval by either the Pinellas County Board of County 
Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council occurs fewer than 31 days after adoption, this 
ordinance shall not become effective until 31 days after City Council adoption. If either the 
Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council fails to 
approve this ordinance at any point after City Council adoption, it shall not become effective. If 
timely challenged, the amendment shall not become effective until the state land planning agency 
or the Administration Commission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment to be 
in compliance. 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 as described above. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: CITY FILE: LGCP-2013-01 
(Land Use) 

DATE 

DATE 



Exhibit A 

FUTURE LAND USE 
PARCEL 10 ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 

233116327200010010 0.150 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116327200010020 
233116327200010030 
233116327200010040 
2331163~7200010050 

233116327200000001 
243116883080000120 I 0.216 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116883080000140 0.108 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900030150 0.229 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020101 0.069 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020100 0.080 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020110 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020130 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020160 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116536400000110 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116536400000120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900010130 0.436 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210150 0.237 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820190120 0.086 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820190150 0.227 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210090 0.237 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200150 0.229 ICRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180190090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000090 0.149 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116883080000100 0.216 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900030010 0.049 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240010 0.243 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240030 0.289 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240020 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040080 0.148 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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Exhibit A 

PARCEL ID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
243116441900040070 0.125 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
233116350820200090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220120 I 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 233116783900220130 
233116351180240160 1 0.107 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230090 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116783900220150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -- -
233116783900230150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

·-t---- go 233116351180240120 0.103 CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
jCRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
233116351180240110 0.103 CRD 

233116783900240090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240110 0.207 lcRD ICRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240130 0.444 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230150 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040090 0.238 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
ICRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 243116441900040110 0.241 CRD 

233116351180220160 I 0.115 CRD L CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900050150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180220150 I -
0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -

233116783900230160 t 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230110 0.103 CRD CRp (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

243116441900050160 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210130 0.103 CRD _ CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- ·--

233116350820210090 I 0.333 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- ,--

233116350820210120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

2431164419ooo6oo9o I 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180220130 0.208 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

jcRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 243116441900060160 0.149 CRD 
f----

233116351180220090 I 0.301 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220091 0.090 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351360000020 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
_?3}116351360000010 1 0.202 ~CRD CRD (ACTIVITY C~NTERJ _ 

2431165364oooooo3o 1 0.413 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -- --
243116536400000010 1 0.230 

1
CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900030011 0.065 CRD _ i CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020080 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

233116351180200050 0.436 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020050 I 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

233116351180210010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180210030 1 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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Exhibit A 

PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
23311635118019oo7o 1 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116883080000020 0.148 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200010 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900030020 0.116 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220151 I 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230150 0.129 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230120 0.142 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240150 0.110 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220090 0.090 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220020 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220050 0.103 CRD' CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180220060 0.311 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060080 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

---
233116351180220030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060040 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060010 0.127 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220080 0.107 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230010 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230020 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230030 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240010 0.237 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220010 0.239 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040020 0.218 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230060 0.333 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040010 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210010 0.385 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190060 0.539 CRD ICRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
233116350820190010 I 0.123 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210040 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210080 0.123 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210070 0.114 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
233116783900210010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
f-

233116783900190080 0.114 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
f-

233116783900190070 0.114 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116350820190020 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116783900200060 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

233116351180190170 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
f-- -

233116783900190120 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190110 I 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180210140 1 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1-

233116351180240060 0.333 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240090 0.126 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230120 0.310 jcRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

ICRD (ACTIVITY CENTEr{) 233116351180230090 0.115 CRD 

243116441900060110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240160 0.127 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
f---

233116350820230050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240070 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230070 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240070 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190050 0.172 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- i---

243116441900020040 0.103 CRD l CR_D (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116350820230160 0.129 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116350820230110 0.115 CRD ,CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220090 0.108 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060120 0.103 CRD ! cRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116783900190140 0.103 CRD I CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220160 0.158 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- --

233116350820190090 0.172 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116350820190110 0.161 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116350820200150 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
233116783900210110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180200130 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

Page 4 of 19 



Exhibit A 

PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 

233116350820200120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200030 0.184 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200020 0.321 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210120 0.539 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230110 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900040130 0.436 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020010 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210150 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230090 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220130 0.145 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050130 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210160 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060140 0.184 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210040 0.494 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230010 0.230 ICRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230030 0.414 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240030 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240060 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220010 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116883080000060 0.140 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020020 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230140 0.129 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190060 0.102 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240090 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200080 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190030 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200040 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190030 0.138 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220110 0.161 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240130 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900050090 0.436 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240100 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060060 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190140 0.234 CRD I CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180200150 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180200120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCEL ID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
243116441900020090 0.080 CRD C~D (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116536400000090 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116554760000010 0.228 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240010 0.123 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220120 0.116 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
243116441900040040 0.310 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180190110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240120 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050080 0.115 CRD CRD (ACT~ITY CENTER) 
243116441900060020 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220080 0.123 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230050 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVI'J2' CENTER) 
·-
233116351180190150 0.2~0 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020070 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180190120 0.310 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220150 0.145 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220040 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240040 0.103 !CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116300080000201 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116300080000202 
233116300080002456 
233116300080000001 
233116300080000204 
233116300080002454 
233116300080002452 
233116300080000203 
233116350820230070 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200110 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210140 0.103 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180220010 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900050030 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060030 0.104 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220110 0.207 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220100 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000040 0.216 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000050 0.184 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210150 0.230 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200080 0.333 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200080 0.115 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190010 0.545 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190010 0.238 CRD CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200120 0.117 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200090 0.117 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080100 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090150 0.211 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
213116145620090120 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090090 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170090 0.459 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540060040 0.448 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540060080 0.114 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630070020 0.606 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630070050 0.253 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630070060 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630080040 0.253 PR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630090010 0.253 PR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116805550010010 0.379 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070110 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
2131161449oo16012o I 0.115 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900160100 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100120 0.225 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540150110 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540150090 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540140130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540130140 0.321 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540130130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540130090 0.436 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120160 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120150 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120140 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110160 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120090 0.321 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110140 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110120 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110090 0.206 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100090 0.231 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070090 0.230 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070160 0.138 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180070070 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070130 0.138 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080170090 0.147 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060060 0.109 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060070 0.109 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110060 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160020 0.229 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010030 0.643 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060010 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUM TO 
213116352440060030 0.425 PR-MU PR-MU (A_01V.!._TY CENTER) _ 
213116145800000010 0.485 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070030 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
~-------------------------+--------~--~~--------~-
213116145620070060 0.142 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116! 45620080020 0.115 _ PR-R ______ -l_PR_-_M_U_,('-AC_T_IV_I_TY_C_E_N_T_ER_._)---1 
21311614_?§_20080050 _ _ 0.230 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620080080 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

l---------------l------------+-------
l-2_1_31_1_6_14_5_6_20_0_9_00_1_0-l-----0_.2_1_1 ____ +P_R_-R ______ -l-P_R-_M_U_,(._A...:....:_CTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090030 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090040 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090050 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090060 0.333 -f-P_R-_M_U ____ --J.PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116004500010080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170030 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

--------~--------+---~----------~-1 

1_2_13_1_1_6_14_4_9_00_1_7_00_4_0--+-----0_.1_1_5 ____ +-P_R_-M __ U ____ + PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170060 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
~----------~--------~--~----------~ 

1
_2_13_1_1_6_14_4_9_00_1_6_00_2_0-+-----0_.1_5_3 ----+P_R-M U PR-M U (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

1
_2_1_31_1_6_14_4_9_00_1_6_00_4_0---+------0_.1_1_5 ____ +P_R_-M __ U ____ ___,_P_R-M U (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900160050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620070010 I 0.140 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENT_E_,_R) __ 
1 

213116145620070020 ~ _ 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

1-2_23_1_1_64_3_1_08_0_1_70_1_00____,_ ____ 0.145 IPR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170120 I 0.133 PR-R I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

1_2_2_31_1_6_43_1_0_80_1_7_01_3_0_f------0_.1_1_5 ___ P_R_-R_ _ PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080240090 I 0.126 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080240100 0.124 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240110 0.124 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1---------------+----------_, 
223116431080240120 0.124 PR-R I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

+------------+------+--
223116431080240150 0.124 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240160 0.126 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116352620010010 0.640 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070120 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- +---~------~~~---+---

223116144180070090 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080120 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080110 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080100 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116144180090160 0.126 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
+------------+--------+ 

223116144360000010 0.331 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090130 0.310 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080010070 0.229 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080010060 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223} 16508680000010 0.206 PR-M u I PR-M u (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010010 0.332 PR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCEL ID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
223116431080040070 0.229 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTEL 

- r-
223116431080040040 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431o8oo4oo1o 1 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070050 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116352620010070 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070040 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116431080070030 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070020 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116431080070010 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080100010 0.895 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
223116431080170080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080170060 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
223116431080170040 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -----'-------

223116431080170010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
223116431080240010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920020090 0.350 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030110 0.135 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
223116961920030100 0.158 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180120160 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180120080 0.115 IPR-MU- PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
223116144180110010 0.435 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - ~ ----
223116144180110060 I 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -
223116144180110080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- ------

223116144180120100 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180110150 0.229 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180110120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180110110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY C~NTER) 
223116144180110100 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180110090 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
223116144180100150 0.229 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110100 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116145620110090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER_) _ 

213116145620100160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100150 0.098 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620100140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300700 0.115 PR-MU _ ~R-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --- -- -
213116144540030160 0.152 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030150 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030140 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
213116144540030120 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU j_ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
223116961920020120 0.291 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920020110 0.141 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150010 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
213116144540150040 0.172 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150060 0.172 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150070 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - - -
213116144540140010 0.137 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140060 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130010 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130040 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116144540130060 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -- --- :--

213116144540130070 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

IPR-MU 
:--- - -

213116144540120010 0.161 PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENT~ 

213116144540120040 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120080 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110010 0.104 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110020 0.104 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110040 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
213116144540100050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
213116144540100060 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200010 0.239 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200030 0.351 PR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010130 0.163 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010150 0.260 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVI!Y CE~TER) 
223116144180070020 0.115 PR-R 1PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CE NT_ER) 
-

223116431080010130 0.103 PR-R -
223116431080010140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010160 0.115 PR-R IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040100 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
t~ -
223116431080040140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

- -
213116145620120100 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120080 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTE~ 

223116144180100010 0.229 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100030 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100040 0.206 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100060 0.332 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120070 I 0.142 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENT~ 

213116145620110130 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110120 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER_) _ 

223116961920020010 0.230 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCEL ID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
223116961920020030 0.092 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920020040 0.101 jPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030030 0.193 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030050 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030070 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180120030 0.307 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180120070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040120 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040110 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040100 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040090 0.115 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540050160 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540050090 0.551 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540060120 0.552 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540060090 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116000001301000 0.126 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630090011 0.253 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116275220000010 0.225 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311635244oo1o12o I 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311635244oo1o1oo I 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090050 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090060 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090070 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090080 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010110 0.207 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070050 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070071 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080020 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080040 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080050 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080060 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080070 0.229 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090020 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110140 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELJD ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
213116352440160130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160110 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210160 0.195 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210110 0.207 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260120 t 0.155 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTERL 
213116352440160140 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440260110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116242900010011 0.228 PR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116242900010010 1.402 PR-MU . PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260100 1 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920010010 1.742 PR-MU tPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) - - - -
213116144540150030 0.230 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -- -- . -
213116352440160050 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210060 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210070 0.101 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
213116352440260050 0.436 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
213116145620120020 0.228 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120040 0.370 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110010 0.230 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
213116145620110030 0.115 1PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110060 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100050 0.103 j_PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
213116000001300800 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030010 0.209 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116144540030030 0.287 :PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030060 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVI:!:_Y CENTER) 

21311614454003007o J_ 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY ~ENTER) 

213116144540040010 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) ----
213116144540040040 1 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040060 0.345 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

IPR-MU 213116145620110080 0.115 PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116ooooo13oo9oo 1 0.126 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060030 0.115 !PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300600 0.138 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300500 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080040 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116144900160010 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030140 0.487 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116144180100110 0.103 1PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100090 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070010 0.126 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
213116144630070040 0.253 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560190110 0.110 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560190100 0.110 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560200100 0.117 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080040160 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440260151 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145530000001 0.322 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145530000010 
213116145530000030 
213116145530000020 
21311635244021o1oo 1 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620110110 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440060130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213~16145620120110 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180080090 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170050 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090140 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900160110 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540140140 0.321 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440110070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180070010 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040130 0.103 IPR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070150 0.138 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100100 0.115 IPR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100110 0.115 !PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130020 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110030 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100020 0.460 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070060 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090040 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210050 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110040 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060010 0.104 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060020 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160040 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110140 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120090 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070070 0.455 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080070 0.455 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630090030 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160090 0.114 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140080 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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223116431080240030 0.643 ~!'R-MU_ PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170010 0.230 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -- -
223116727560200110 0.117 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
213116352440060100 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
213116352440110100 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160100 I 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160090 1 0.115 -
PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1--

213116352440260140 0.155 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100091 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090090 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116431080070080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200080 0.122 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
213116145620070040 0.115 - PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER)_ _ 

213116144900160030 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (~C!_IVITY ~~TER) 

213116000001300300 0.275 PR-MU PR-MU (ACT!_YITY CENTER) -----
213116352440160080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100060 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080030 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080050 I 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050070 I 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116352440060150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116352440110150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120010 I 0.140 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116016200000010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050060 1 0.138 [PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
223116144180070040 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080010 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010090~ 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 223116431080010100 

223116144180120050 0.206 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110050 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300100 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040140 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116352440110110 t 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -

213116352440160120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120090 0.114 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110150 0.115 PR-R IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
--

213116352440260150 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116508320000010 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116961920030090 0.147 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200060 0.239 PR-MU -~ PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

22311614418oo9oo1o 1 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080070 0.115 IPR-R IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160060 1 
-

IPR-MU 0.115 PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCEL 10 ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 
213116145620070050 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080010 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070120 0.185 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070110 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620080090 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144720000010 0.869 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120120 I 0.140 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170130 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110110 I 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100130 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540140050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540150140 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100150 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

2~3116 0.046 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116962190020010 0.478 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030120 0.290 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030130 0.115 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352o8ooooo1o I 0.546 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160010 0.115 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210030 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070120 0.138 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070030 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040150 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100130 0.447 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920010060 0.354 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120030 0.161 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080010 0.236 IPR-MU IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160080 0.114 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130030 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110050 0.322 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160130 0.497 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140090 0.321 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120120 0.229 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080130 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080140 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200130 0.239 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140120 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080030 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120150 0.114 PR-R IPR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100130 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030090 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116144540030050 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030110 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040090 0.115 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010090 0.448 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080030 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090030 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116211660010010 1.120 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170150 0.230 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300400 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100120 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080011 0.219 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050140 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145~20100010 0.418 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030080 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560190060 0.335 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260030 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431280000010 0.206 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120060 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100080 0.111 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240140 I 0.124 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

0.115 IPR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 223116727560190090 

213116144540050010 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140030 0.298 PR-MU I PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040110 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030100 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070140 0.333 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090110 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040020 0.218 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170030 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170140 0.103 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120010 0.128 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110070 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050150 0.103 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040160 0.115 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210140 0.138 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210080 0.129 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116278200010010 1.469 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010010 0.230 PR-R PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

193116675000880060 0.448 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116795890010010 2.351 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116000001400800 2.166 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116863280000010 0.755 IPR-MU I PR-M U (Acivity Center) 
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PARCELID ACRES FLUM FROM FLUMTO 

203116791280000130 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116679860000010 0.250 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116679890000020 0.500 IPR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116000002400200 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000030 0.341 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160050 0.292 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160040 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160010 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010060 0.413 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010030 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000880010 0.373 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

20311658896ooooo1o 1 0.660 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116863860010010 1.005 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010010 0.144 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870060 0.384 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870030 0.517 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116201800000011 0.265 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020100 0.367 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020120 0.184 IPR-MU I PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020130 0.379 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116985050010010 0.669 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000010 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150080 0.413 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150100 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150120 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150130 0.149 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150140 0.241 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116962550010020 1.070 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116006370010010 1.193 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000020 0.525 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000012 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150060 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150050 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150020 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020060 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020040 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150010 0.207 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116201800000010 1.082 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116060480000010 1.565 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116060480000011 1.542 PR-MU I PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000010 0.484 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000110 1.372 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160090 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160140 0.253 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010080 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010090 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 
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203116482040010100 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010130 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010140 0.195 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870080 0.316 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870100 0.172 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870130 0.347 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870150 0.174 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116679860000020 0.250 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020020 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000022 0.598 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150110 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000880040 0.585 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116278440010010 0.478 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160030 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160020 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116144000000080 1.001 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116143820000000 2.910 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160080 0.230 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020030 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116791280000160 0.341 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160070 0.305 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000880020 0.359 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000090 0.565 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010120 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150030 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482o4oo2oo7o 1 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

2o311696246ooooo11 1 0.275 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116679890000010 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870010 0.394 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116127620000010 0.989 PR-MU I PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116962550010030 2.248 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116000001400700 1.010 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010020 0.166 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000050 3.133 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020010 0.195 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160100 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160110 0.367 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160130 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010110 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000040 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482o4oo1oo11 I 0.067 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116763380000010 0.183 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116791280000220 0.344 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000060 0.575 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116202500000010 0.990 PR-MU I PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150070 0.230 PR-MU I PR-MU (Acivity Center) 
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203116201800000020 1.673 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150040 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870110 0.346 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000041 0.505 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010040 0.367 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116962550010010 1.887 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116000002400100 1.010 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020050 0.184 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870160 0.164 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020080 0.367 PR-MU PR-MU (Acivity Center) 
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ORDINANCE N0.1~J-z 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF 
THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; CHANGING THE 
ZONING DESIGNATIONS OF THE PROPERTIES IDENTIFIED IN 
THE ATTACHED "EXHIBIT A," GENERALLY LOCATED 
BETWEEN 19TH STREET AND PASADENA A VENUE AND 1sT 
A VENUE NORTH AND 1sT A VENUE SOUTH; PROVIDING FOR 
REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PORTIONS 
THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

SECTION 1. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is amended 
by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows : 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located along 1st A venue South and 1st A venue 
North between approximately 36th Street and 49th Street. 

District 

From: NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

To: CRT -1 (Corridor Residential Traditional, Activity Center) 

SECTION 2. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is amended 
by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 34th Street and Pasadena 
A venue and between 1st A venue South and 1st A venue North, less those parcels with a CCS-1 
(Corridor Commercial Suburban) zoning designation and less those parcels described in Section 
1 above. 

District 

From: CRT -1 (Corridor Residential Traditional) 

To: CRT-1 (Corridor Residential Traditional, Activity Center) 

SECTION 3. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is amended 
by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows: 



Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 34111 Street and Pasadena 
A venue and between 1st A venue South and 1st A venue North, less those parcels described in 
Sections 1 and 2 above. 

District 

From: CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban) 

To: CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban, Activity Center) 

SECTION 4. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is amended 
by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 19111 Street and 31st Street and 
between 1st A venue South and 1st A venue North. 

District 

From: CRT-2 (Corridor Residential Traditional) 

To: CRT-2 (Corridor Residential Traditional, Activity Center) 

SECTION 5. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is amended 
by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows: 

Property 

The property described in "Exhibit A," generally located between 19111 Street and 31st Street and 
between 151 A venue South and 1st A venue North, less those parcels described in Section 4 above. 

District 

From: CCT -2 (Corridor Commercial Traditional) 

To: CCT-2 (Corridor Commercial Traditional, Activity Center) 

SECTION 6. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or 
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or 
conflict. 



SECTION 7. 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 8. This ordinance shall become effective upon the date the ordinance 
adopting the required amendment to the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan's Future 
Land Use Map becomes effective (Ordinance __ -L). 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

PLAN~NOMIC DE~ELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

CITY FILE: LGCP-2013-01 
(Zoning) 

DATE 

DATE 



Exhibit A 

REZONING 
PARCELID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 
233116327200010010 0.150 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116327200010020 

233116327200010030 

233116327200010040 
233116327200010050 

233116327200000001 
243116883080000120 0.216 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER_}__ 
243116883080000140 0.108 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900030150 0.229 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116351180200090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
243116441900020101 0.069 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020100 0.080 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
243116441900020110 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020130 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020160 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
243116536400000110 0.104 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116536400000120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
243116441900010130 0.436 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210150 0.237 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

23311635o82o2oo13o 1 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190120 0.086 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190150 0.227 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210090 0.237 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116783900210120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
233116783900210130 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
I- -
233116783900200120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200130 0.103 jccT-2 ICCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) __ 

233116783900200140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
233116783900200150 0.229 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116783900190090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
233116351180190090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
243116883080000090 0.149 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000100 0.216 CCT-2 JCCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

233116351180200110 0.103 ICCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

243116441900030010 0.049 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220070 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
233116783900220060 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
r-- - -
233116351180240010 0.243 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) __ 
--
233116351180240030 0.289 CCT-2 JCCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
lccT-2 233116783900240060 0.103 ICCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -

233116783900240020 1 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -

243116441900040080 0.148 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 
243116441900040070 0.125 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220120 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220130 0.207 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240160 0.107 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230090 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220150 0.115 jCRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240150 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230130 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230150 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240120 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240110 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240110 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240130 0.444 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230150 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900040090 0.238 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900040110 0.241 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220160 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050150 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220150 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230160 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230110 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050160 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210130 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210090 0.333 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060090 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220130 0.208 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060130 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060160 0.149 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220090 0.301 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220091 0.090 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351360000020 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351360000010 0.202 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116536400000030 0.413 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116536400000010 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900030011 0.065 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020080 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200050 0.436 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020050 0.207 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180210010 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020030 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180210030 0.207 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190060 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 
233116351180190070 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000020 0.148 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200010 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900030020 0.116 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220151 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230150 0.129 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240100 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230120 0.142 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230100 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240150 0.110 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240130 0.103 CRT-2 ICRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240140 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220090 0.090 ICRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220020 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050060 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900050050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050010 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220060 0.311 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060080 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060070 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220030 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060040 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060010 0.127 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220060 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220080 0.107 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230010 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230020 0.115 CCT-2 . CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230030 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230060 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240010 0.237 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240030 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220010 0.239 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040020 0.218 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

23311635118o23oo6o I 0.333 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900040010 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200060 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200050 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200040 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200010 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210010 0.385 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190060 0.539 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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233116350820190010 0.123 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210060 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210040 0.207 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210080 0.123 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210070 0.114 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210010 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190080 0.114 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900190070 0.114 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820190020 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200070 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200060 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200050 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190170 0.230 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190120 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900190110 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020150 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220030 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240060 0.333 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230030 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240090 0.126 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230120 0.310 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180230090 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060110 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240160 0.127 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240070 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200070 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230070 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

2331167839oo24oo7o I 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190050 0.172 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020040 .0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230160 0.129 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820230110 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220090 0.108 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900230100 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240140 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220160 0.158 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190090 0.172 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190110 0.161 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200150 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210110 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180200130 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

Page 4 of 19 



Exhibit A 

PARCELID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 

233116350820200120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900200030 0.184 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050070 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200020 0.321 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210120 0.539 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230110 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900040130 0.436 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020010 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210150 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230090 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220130 0.145 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050130 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180210160 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230100 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060140 0.184 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820210040 0.494 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230010 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820220030 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230030 0.414 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900230010 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240030 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180230040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240060 0.104 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900220010 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116883080000060 0.140 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900020020 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820230140 0.129 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240110 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900190060 0.102 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820240090 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200030 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900210030 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116350820200080 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190030 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200040 0.104 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190030 0.138 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220110 0.161 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180240130 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050090 0.436 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180240100 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060060 0.104 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820190140 0.234 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180200150 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180200120 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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243116441900020090 0.080 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116536400000090 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116554760000010 0.228 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116783900240010 0.123 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900060100 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180220120 0.116 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900040040 0.310 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180190110 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820240120 0.103 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900050080 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060020 0.104 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220080 0.123 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
233116351180230050 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180190150 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
243116441900020070 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
233116351180190120 0.310 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220150 0.145 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900220040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900240040 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116300080000201 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116300080000202 

233116300080002456 

233116300080000001 
233116300080000204 

233116300080002454 

233116300080002452 

233116300080000203 
233116350820230070 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820200110 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820210140 0.103 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116351180220010 0.115 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900050030 0.207 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116441900060030 0.104 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220110 0.207 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116350820220100 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000040 0.216 ICRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

243116883080000050 0.184 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900210150 0.230 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200080 0;333 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900200080 0.115 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190010 0.545 CRT-2 CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

233116783900190010 0.238 CCT-2 CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200120 0.117 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200090 0.117 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080100 0.344 CRT-1 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090150 0.211 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116145620090120 0.207 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090090 0.333 CCS-1 CCS-1 {ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170090 0.459 CRT-1 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
213116144540060040 0.448 CRT-1 \CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060080 0.114 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070020 0.606 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070050 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070060 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080040 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630090010 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116805550010010 0.379 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070110 0.115 NT-2 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170080 0.115 CRT-1 jCRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160120 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160100 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100120 0.225 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150110 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150090 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130140 0.321 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130090 I 0.436 ICRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120160 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120150 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120140 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110160 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120090 0.321 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110140 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 {ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110120 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110090 0.206 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100090 0.231 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040150 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070090 0.230 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070160 0.138 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070070 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070130 0.138 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170090 0.147 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) __ 

213116352440060060 0.109 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060070 0.109 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160020 0.229 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010030 0.643 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060010 0.115 ICRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116352440060030 0.425 ICRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
213116145800000010 I 0.485 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620070030 1 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620070060 0.142 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080020 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116145620080050 0.230 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080080 I 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090010 0.211 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --- --
213116145620090030 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116145620090040 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620090050 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
213116145620090060 0.333 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116004500010080 0.115 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER)__ --
213116144900170030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170040 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900170070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
213116144900160020 1 0.153 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160040 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-- -
213116144900160050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620070010 0.140 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620070020 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
223116431080170100 0.145 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
223116431080170120 0.133 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170130 I 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240090 0.126 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240100 0.124 NT-2 lCRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116431080240110 0.124 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240120 0.124 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240150 0.124 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240160 0.126 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010010 0.640 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070120 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070090 0.333 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116144180080120 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080110 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080100 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090160 I 0.126 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144360000010 0.331 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
223116144180090130 0.310 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
223116431080010070 0.229 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116431080010060 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116508680000010 0.206 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431o8oo1oo1o I 0.332 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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223116431080040070 0.229 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040040 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040010 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070050 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010070 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070040 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070020 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070010 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431o8o1ooo1o 1 0.895 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170060 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170040 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170010 0.~30 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920020090 0.350 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030110 0.135 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030100 0.158 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120160 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110010 0.435 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110060 0.103 CRT-1 !cRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120100 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110150 0.229 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 {ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110100 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110090 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100150 0.229 INT-2 jCRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100130 0.103 NT-2 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110100 0.115 NT-2 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100160 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100150 0.098 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300700 0.115 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030160 0.152 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030150 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030140 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCEL ID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 
213116144540030120 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
223116961920020120 0.291 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920020110 0.141 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150010 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150040 0.172 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -- -
213116144540150060 0.172 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150070 0.230 1CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140010 0.137 ICRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140060 l 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
213116144540130010 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130040 0.115 1CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540130050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -

213116144540130060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116144540130070 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120010 0.161 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120040 0.230 CRT-1 CR! -1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1--
213116144540120080 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110010 0.104 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110020 0.104 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CE~TER) -
213116144540110040 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - ----- ---
223116727560200010 0.239 CRT-1 CRT-1 (A0 1VITY CENTER) 

223116727560200030 0.351 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010130 0.163 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116352620010150 0.260 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070020 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010150 i 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116431080010160 1 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACT~ITY CENTER) 

223116431080040100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
223116431080040120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120100 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120080 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116144180100010 0.229 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100030 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
--

223116144180100040 0.206 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
223116144180100060 0.332 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120070 0.142 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110160 0.115 INT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110130 0.115 INT-2 CRT-1 ~CTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110120 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - --
jCCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 223116961920020010 0.230 CCS-1 
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223116961920020030 0.092 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
---'---1 

223116961920020040 0.101 __ ,_C_C_S-_1 _______ -1-_CCS_ -1-'(._ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030010 0.230 CRT-1 ______ 

1
_C_RT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030030 0.193 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --------1-------j -----'-----1 

223116961920030050 0.184 --j...:.C_RT_-_1___ ----+C_R_T_-1_.(ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030070 0.230 CRT-1 ______ CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120030 1 0.307 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
------ -~--1 

223116144180120070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-1-------1 

213116144540040130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311614454_0_0_40_1_2_0+----0.115 CRT-1 ---~C_RT_-_1 _._(ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040110 0_.1_15 __ ---+-C_RT_-_1___ -------l-C_R_T-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040100 __ 0_.1_1_5 __ +C_RT-1 _______ CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040090 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) _J______ -----'-----1 

213116144540050160 
213116144540050090 

0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
0.551 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060120 0.552 CRT-1 ----+C_R_T-_1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1--------+--- ----~-----
213116144540060090 0.333 CRT-1 ----+C_R_T---1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001301000 0.126 ICCS-1 --------+CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630090011 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) _ 

223116275220000010 0.225 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010130+--__ 0_.1_0_3 --+-N_T_-2 ________ -l-CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440010120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

----'-----1 

213116352440010100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
---'---1 

213116352440010090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440060160 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

l--------4-------~-----
223116144180090050 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

--~-----+ 
223116144180090060 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) ---
223116144180090070 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180090080 I 0.115 INT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CE!-JTER~) ---I 

223116431080010110 0.207 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180070050 I 0.103 INT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180070071 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180080020 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-
223116144180080040 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080050 0.103 INT-2 ---+ C_R_T_-1__.(_AC_TIVITY CENT_E_R_:_) __ 
1 

223116144180080060 0.103 NT-2 ------+C __ R_T_-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180080070 I o.229 -~NT.:.___-::::__2_______ fcRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180090020 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060090 0.115 NT-2 -----<i_C_RT_-1__,_(A_CTIVITY CENTER-'-) __ 
1 

213116352440_1_10_:_1_6_0--'--__ 0._1_15 __ -!NT -2 ---------+C_RT -1 (ACTIVITY CENT_ER_!_)_ ----i 
213116352440110140 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440110130 I 0.103 -~N-T--2------- CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

~--

213116352440110120 0.103 NT-2 -----+jC_R_T_-1_._(AC_!IVITY CENTER) 
213116352440110090 0.115 NT-2 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160160 0.115 +N--T---2=---------- c:_RT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160150 0.115 !NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116352440160130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160110 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210160 0.195 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210110 0.207 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260120 0.155 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160140 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260110 I 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116242900010011 0.228 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116242900010010 1.402 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920010010 1.742 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540150030 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160050 0.333 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210060 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210070 0.101 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260050 0.436 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120020 0.228 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120040 0.370 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311614562011oo6o I 0.230 CRT-1 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100050 0.103 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300800 0.253 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030010 0.209 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030030 0.287 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040010 0.344 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040040 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040060 0.345 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300900 0.126 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) -
21311614454oo6oo3o 1 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300600 0.138 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300500 0.230 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080040 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160010 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030140 0.487 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100090 0.333 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630070010 0.126 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116144630070040 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560190110 0.110 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560190100 0.110 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560200100 0.117 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040160 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440260151 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145530000001 0.322 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145530000010 

213116145530000030 

213116145530000020 

213116352440210100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116145620110110 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER)_ . 
213116352440060130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
213116145620120110 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
- -
223116144180080090 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
223116431080170050 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620090140 0.103 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900160110 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140140 0.321 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116352440110070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116144180070010 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040130 0.103 NT-2 1CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080070150 0.138 NT-2 lcRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100100 I 0.115 NT-2 lcRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

223116431080100110 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - --
213116144540130020 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100020 0.460 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070060 ~ 
- - --

0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090040 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210050 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110040 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540060010 0.104 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
-

213116144540060020 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) --
213116352440160040 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY_ CENTER) -
213116145620110140 0.115 iNT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
1- --
213116352440060140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
213116352440060110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

-
223116144180120110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - - -
223116144180120090 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
213116144630070070 0.455 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) - -
213116144630080070 0.455 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

- -
213116144630090030 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160090 0.114 CRT-1 , CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140080 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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223116431080240030 0.643 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560200110 0.117 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440060100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440110100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440260140 0.155 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180100091 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116144180090090 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (AcTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116727560200080 0.122 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070040 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900160030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
21311600000130P300 0.275 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620100060 0.333 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630080030 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630080050 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540050070 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440060150 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440110150 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440260090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620120010 0.140 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116016200000010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540050060 0.138 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070040 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080010 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080010100 0.115 NT-2 CRT-·1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120050 0.206 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110050 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116000001300100 0.230 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040140 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440060120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440110110 1 0.115 NT-2 icRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440160120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620120090 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620110150 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260150 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116508320000010 0.184 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920030090 0.147 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200060 0.239 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090010 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080070 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160060 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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213116145620070050 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620080010 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070120 0.185 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620070110 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620080090 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144720000010 0.869 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116145620120120 0.140 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144900170130 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110110 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100130 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540140050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540110080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540150140 0.344 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540100150 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116 0.046 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116962190020010 0.478 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116961920030120 0.290 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540030130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116352080000010 0.546 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440160010 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116352440210030 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540040050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
223116431080070120 0.138 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070030 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311614454o15o13o I 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040150 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100130 0.447 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116961920010060 0.354 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120030 0.161 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144630080010 0.236 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160080 0.114 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540130030 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540110050 0.322 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144900160130 0.497 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140090 0.321 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
213116144540120120 0.229 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080130 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620080140 0.344 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560200130 0.239 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140120 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

21311614562oo8oo3o I 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120150 0.114 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180100120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100130 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030090 0.115 CRT-1 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
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PARCELID ACRES ZONING FROM ZONING TO 
213116144540030050 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030110 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040090 0.115 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVI!Y CENTER) -
223116352620010090 0.448 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180080030 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090030 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180120140 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116211660010010 1.120 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170150 0.230 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116000001300400 0.184 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080100120 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144630080011 0.219 CRT~1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050140 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

2~3116352440110080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116145620100019 0.418 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030080 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560190060 0.335 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440260030 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431280000010 0.206 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540120060 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540100080 0.111 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080240140 0.124 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116727560190090 0.115 CCS-1 CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050010 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540140030 0.298 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040110 0.103 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540030100 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180070140 0.333 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180090110 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080040020 0.218 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170030 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116431080170140 0.103 NT-2 ICRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

22311614418012oo1o I 0.128 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

223116144180110070 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540050150 0.103 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116144540040160 0.115 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210140 0.138 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440210080 0.129 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116278200010010 1.469 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010010 0.230 NT-2 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

213116352440010010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

193116675000880060 0.448 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116795890010010 2.351 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116000001400800 2.166 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116863280000010 0.755 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
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203116791280000130 0.344 ~ CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116679860000010 0.250 1CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) --
203116679890000020 0.500 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116ooooo240o2oo 1 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000030 0.341 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160050 0.292 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) -
203116482040160040 0.184 CRT-1 1CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

- - -
203116482040160010 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040010060 0.413 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010030 0.184 lcRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
-
193116675000880010 0.373 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) --
203116588960000010 0.660 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116863860010010 1.005 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040010010 0.144 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) - - -
193116675000870060 0.384 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) -
193116675000870030 0.517 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
ICCS-1 203116201800000011 0.265 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040020100 0.367 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020120 1 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020130 0.379 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) -
203116985050010010 0.669 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) -
203116962460000010 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (AcJ_vity Center) -
203116482040150080 0.413 ~~RT-~ CRT-1 (Acivity Center) - -
203116482040150100 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040150120 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150130 0.149 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150140 0.241 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
-

193116962550010020 1.070 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116006370010010 1.193 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000020 0.525 CRT-1 +;RT-1 (Acivity Center) -
203116962460000012 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040150060 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150050 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150020 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
--
203116482040020060 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116482040020040 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150010 0.207 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116201800000010 1.082 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116060480000010 1.565 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116060480000011 1.542 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) ----
203116145080000010 0.484 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

-
203116145080000110 1.372 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160090 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
-

203116482040160140 0.253 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010080 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010090 0.184 1CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
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203116482040010100 0.184 CRT-1 JCRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010130 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010140 0.195 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870080 0.316 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870100 0.172 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870130 0.347 ICCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870150 0.174 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116679860000020 0.250 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020020 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000022 0.598 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150110 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000880040 0.585 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116278440010010 0.478 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160030 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

2o3116482o4o16oo2o 1 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116144000000080 1.001 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116143820000000 2.910 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160080 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020030 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116791280000160 0.341 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160070 0.305 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000880020 0.359 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000090 0.565 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010120 I 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150030 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020070 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000011 0.275 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116679890000010 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870010 0.394 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116127620000010 0.989 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116962550010030 2.248 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116000001400700 1.010 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010020 0.166 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000050 3.133 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020010 0.195 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160100 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160110 0.367 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040160130 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010110 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000040 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040010011 0.067 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116763380000010 0.183 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116791280000220 0.344 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116145080000060 0.575 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116202500000010 0.990 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040150070 0.230 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
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2o31152o18oooooo2o 1 1.673 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

2o3116482o4o15oo4o I 0.184 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870110 0.346 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116962460000041 0.505 CRT-1 CRT-1 {Acivity Center) 

203116482040010040 0.367 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

193116962550010010 1.887 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116000002400100 1.010 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020050 0.184 CRT-1 CRT -1 (Acivity Center) 

193116675000870160 0.164 CCS-1 CCS-1 (Acivity Center) 

203116482040020080 0.367 CRT-1 CRT-1 (Acivity Center) 
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ORDINANCE NO. ~3 -H 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; AMENDING 
CHAPTER 3, FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT, PROVIDING 
FOR A NEW ACTIVITY CENTER; ADDING A NEW MAP 6A; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, consistent with the requirements of Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the City 
of St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish goals, objectives and policies to 
guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the City has provided for activity centers in accordance with the 
Countywide Plan Rules; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to add a new activity center to the Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning & Visioning Commission of the City has reviewed the 
proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing on August 13, 2013 and 
has recommended approval; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the 
Planning & Visioning Commission and the City Administration, and the comments received 
during the public hearing conducted on this matter, finds that the proposed amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan are appropriate; 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

Policies: 

LU2.1 To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the following activity 
centers as part of this Land Use Plan: 

1. Gateway 3. Tyrone 5. Central Avenue Corridor 
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza 

Section 2. Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, is 
hereby amended by adding a new Map 6A as shown on the attached exhibit. 

Section 3. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be 
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, 
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance. 



Section 4. Coding. Words in struck-through type shall be deleted. Underlined words 
constitute new language that shall be added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue 
in full force and effect. 

Section 5. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in 
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective 31 days after the state land planning 
agency notifies the City that the plan amendment package is complete, unless there is a timely 
administrative challenge in accordance with Section 163.3184(5), F.S., in which case the 
ordinance shall not become effective unless and until the state land planning agency or the 
Administration Commission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment(s) to be in 
compliance. Additionally, in the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance 
with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon approval by the Pinellas County Board of 
County Commissioners, acting in their capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority, and the 
Pinellas Planning Council, provided such approvals occur 31 days or more after adoption of this 
ordinance by City Council. If such approval by either the Pinellas County Board of County 
Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council occurs fewer than 31 days after adoption, this 
ordinance shall not become effective until 31 days after City Council adoption. If either the 
Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council fails to 
approve this ordinance at any point after City Council adoption, it shall not become effective. 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 as described above. 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED AS TO 
FORM AND CONTEN .......---~ 

City Attorney ( o Date 

£)__· ... ({-tr-tJ 
Planning & Economic Development Dept. Date 





ORDINANCE NO. 82-H 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
AMENDING CHAPTER 16 OF THE CITY CODE; 
PROVIDING FOR REDUCED BUILDINGS SETBACKS, 
ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL DENSITY, INTENSITY 
(FLOOR-AREA-RATIO) AND BUILDING HEIGHT, AND 
SITE, BUILDING AND STREETSCAPE DESIGN 
STANDARDS FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN AN 
ACTIVITY CENTER AND DESIGNATED WITH CRT-I 
(CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL), CRT-2 
(CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL), CCT-1 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL TRADITIONAL), CCT-2 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL TRADITIONAL) OR CCS-1 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN) ZONING; 
PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION OF THE CRT-I, CRT-2, 
CCT-1 AND CCT-2 ACTIVITY CENTER 
DESIGNATIONS IN THE MATRIX: ZONING 
DISTRICTS AND COMPATIBLE FUTURE LAND USE 
CATEGORIES; PROVIDING FOR LIMITED 
ACCESSORY RETAIL AND CAFE USE WITHIN THE 
CRT-I ACTIVITY CENTER DESIGNATION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

Section One. The allowable uses for "Cafe, Neighborhood-Scale" in the following zoning 
district (the use designation in all other zoning districts remains unchanged) in Section 16.10.020.1 of the 
St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

CRT-I From G to A 

Section Two. The definition for "Cafe, Neighborhood-Scale" in Section 16.10.020.1 of 
the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Establishments serving and selling food prepared on the premises, or beverages, which are 
generally intended for immediate on- or off-site consumption. This use shall be located within a 
completely enclosed building and limited to the first floor of an existing building which was 
originally constructed for a commercial use. If an existing building was not originally constructed 
for a commercial use or is a new building, the maximum gfa for each such use in the building shall 
be 1,200 sf in 'Traditional' districts and 2,400 sf in 'Suburban' and 'Downtown' districts, and the 
gfa of all such uses shall not exceed 25% of any building. Accessory outdoor dining is regulated 
within this Matrix as "Restaurant and Bar, Accessory Outdoor Area." When located within the 
Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center. this land-use type shall only be allowed as an accessory 
use not to cumulatively exceed 25% of the first floor of any building. 
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Section Three. The allowable uses for "Retail, Neighborhood-Scale" in the 
following zoning district (the use designation in all other zoning districts remains unchanged) in Section 
16.10.020.1 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

CRT-I From G to A 

Section Four. The definition for "Retail, Neighborhood-Scale" in Section 16.10.020.1 of 
the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Establishments selling goods stored within completely enclosed buildings to the general public 
only on the first floor of an existing building which was originally constructed for a commercial 
use. If an existing building was not originally constructed for a commercial use or is a new 
building, the maximum gfa for each such use in the building shall be 1,200 sf in 'Traditional' 
districts and 2,400 sf in 'Suburban' and 'Downtown' districts, and the gfa of all such uses shall not 
exceed 25% of any building. When located within the Central A venue Corridor Activity Center. 
this land-use type shall only be allowed as an accessory use not to cumulatively exceed 25% of the 
first floor of any building. 

Section Five. Section 16.10.020.2, Matrix: Zoning Districts and Compatible Future Land 
Use Categories of the St. Petersburg Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Section 16.1 0.020.2 MATRIX: ZONING DISTRICTS AND COMPATIBLE FUTURE LAND USE CATEGORIES 

Max. DensitylJntensity Maximum FLUP 
Zoning District Permitted by Right, Compatible Land Use Category Density, per acre 

per acre 

NT-1 15/.50 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Residential (PR-R) 15/.50 FAR (2) 
NT-2 15/.50 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Residential (PR-R) 15/.50 FAR (2) 
NT-3 7/.40 FAR Residential Urban (RU) 7.5/.40 FAR 
NT-4 15/.85 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2) 
NSE 21.20 FAR Residential Low (RL) 5/.40 FAR 
NS-1 7.5/.35 FAR Residential Urban (RU) 7.5/.40 FAR 
NS-2 5/.30 FAR Residential Low (RL) 5/.40 FAR 
NSM-1 15/.50 FAR Residential Medium (RM) 15/.50 FAR 
NSM-2 24/.60 FAR Residential High (RH} 30/.60 FAR 
NMH 8/.30 FAR Residential Medium (RM) 15/.50 FAR 
NPUD-1 7.5/.30 FAR Residential Urban (RU} 7.5/.40 FAR 
NPUD-2 10/.30 FAR Residential Low Medium (RLM} 10/.50 FAR 
CRT-1 24/1.0 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2) 
CRT -1 (activit'L center) 60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelooment-Mixed Use lPR-MU) 60/2.5 FAR (6) 
CRT-2 40/1.5 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD} Per Redevelopment Plan 

CRT-2 (activit'Lcenter) 60/2.5 FAR Communitv Redevelooment District lCRD) C6l Per Redevelooment Plan 

CRS-1 15/.50 FAR Residential/Office General (R/OG) 15/.50 FAR 
CRS-2 24/.65 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2) 
CRS-2 (activity center) 30/.70 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU} 30/.70 FAR (2) 
CCT-1 24/1 .0 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2} 
CCT -11activitv center) 60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelooment-Mixed Use lPR-MU) 60/2.5 FAR {6) 
CCT-2 40/1.5 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD} Per Redevelopment Plan 

CCT-2 {activitv center) 60/2.5 FAR Communitv Redevelopment District (CRD) {6l Per Redevelopment Plan 
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CCS-1 
CCS-1 (activity center) 
CCS-2 
CCS-2 (activity center) 
CCS-3 
IS 
IT 
DC-Core 
DC-1 
DC-2 
DC-3 
DC-P 
IC (I) 
IC (R/OG) 
IC (CAD, activity center) 
IC (T/U) 
EC 
RC-1 
RC-1 (activity center) 
RC-2 
RC-2 (activity center) 
PRES 

15/.55 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 
60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 
40/.75 FAR Planned Redevelo_Qment-Commercial (PR-Cl 
60/1.12 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (PR-C) 
24/0.55 FAR Commercial General (CG) 
None/.65 FAR Industrial Limited (IL) 
None/.75 FAR Industrial General (IG} 

Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 

12.5/.55 FAR Institutional (I) 
15/.50 FAR Residential/Office General . (R/OG) 
24/1 .35 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD) 
None/.60 FAR Transportation/Utility (T/U) 
75/1.37 FAR Ill Industrial Limited (IL) 
30/.75 FAR Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-C) 
45/1.12 FAR Planned Redevelopment- Commercial (PR-C) 
55/1.0 FAR Planned Redevelopment- Commercial. (PR-C) 
82/1 .5 FAR Planned Redevelopment- Commercial (PR-C) 
(4) Preservation 

1. Residential density pertains only to the property formerly known as the Sod Farm 
2. Per Vision 2020 Special Area Plan 
3. Per Areawide Development of Regional Impact (ADRI) and Redevelopment Plan 
4. TOR, E shall equal1 .0 unit per acre/.05 FAR 

24/1.25 FAR (2) 
22/.82 FAR (2) 
55/1.25 FAR _(2} 
60/1.12 FAR (2) 
24/.55 FAR 
None/.65 FAR 
None/. 75 FAR 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
12.5/.55 FAR 
15/.50 FAR 
Per Redevelopment Plan 
None/.60 FAR 
75/1.5 FAR (1) 
55/1.25 FAR (2) 
45/1.12 FAR (2) 
55/1.25 FAR (2) 
82/1.5 FAR (2) 
0.10FAR 

5. Federal, State and local government buildings and grounds, and cemeteries, hospitals, houses of worship and schools in any zoning district 
are also compatible with the Institutional (I) land use category. 

6. Per the C~ntral Avenue Revitaliz§!tiQn Pl§!n 
This Matrix is a reference only. In any conflict between this and another regulation, the other regulation shall control. 

Section Six. 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CRT-1 

Minimum lot area (square ft. ) 4,500 

Residential density 24 
Maximum 

Residential density 
residential density -M} 60 

within acti vity center 
(units per acre) 

Workforce housing 
density bonus 

6 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity H2.5 

within activity center 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing 
intensity bonus 

0.2 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.75 

CRT-2 

4,500 

40 

4G60 

6 

1.5 

M2.5 

0.2 

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 Seven. Section 16.20.060.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

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

Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

Building Height 
Top of roof peak 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

PFiffiafY All building§. 36ft. 48ft. 

14iiH8fY All building§. within activity center 48ft. 48ft. 

PFiffiafY All buildings within Central A venue Corridor 
72ft. 72ft. 

Activitv Center 

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

Stoop 

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

7ft. 
----- -···----------------- - ----------- ------- ---- ----------------- 0 ft. from the grogerty line or 

Front yard Open porch 10ft. I 0 ft. from the curb. 
·---- ---------------------- --------------------------------------- whichever is greater 
Building 15 ft. 

Interior side yard 5 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the grogerty line or 
Street side yard 10ft. 10 ft. from the curb. 

whichever is 2:reater 

With alley 5 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear yard 

No alley 7.5 ft. 7.5 ft. 

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 Within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center 

CRT-1 and CRT·2 

BuildinK Setbacks Within 1st A venues North and South Central A venue 
Central A venue Corridor 

Activitv Center Building height in Building height in Building height in Building height in 
setback Ul! to setback setback Ul! to setback 

48ft. 48 ft. to 72 ft. 60ft. 60ft. to 72 ft. 

0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 
grogerty line or grogerty line or gro12erty line or J2rOJ2erty line or 

Front Yard 1 0 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 
curb1 whichever curb1 whichever curb1 whichever curb. whichever 

is 2:reater is 2:reater is Qfeater is Qfeater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 
grogerty line or grogerty line or grogerty line or grogerty line or 

Street Side Yard 1 0 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 
curb1 whichever curb1 whichever curb1 whichever curb1 whichever 

is greater is greater is greater is greater 

Rear Yard I With alley 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 
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No aile~ 10ft. I 0 ft. I 0 ft. 

Additional criteria ma:t affect setback reguirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for :tard t:t[!es, and setJ2ack encroachments. 
Enclosin2 oorches in the front vard setback is re2ulated bv the 2eneral develooment standards. 

Image for reference only: 

20' Setback 10' Setback 

72' 72' 

Alley 

Right • of· Way --+-- Private Property ~· ~· Private Property --+-- Right • of • Way 

Minimum Building Setbacks for SE Uses 

Building Setbacks SE Uses CRT-1 CRT-2 

All yards 35ft. 35ft. 

Refer to technical standards for yard types. 

10ft. 

Section Eight. Section 16.20.060.7 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
creating a new subheading at the end of the section, which shall read as follows: 

Streetscape improvements. For propetties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, 
the abutting public sidewalk shall be generally improved consistent with the "Promenade: Level Two" 
streetscape treatment plan identified in the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines, except as may be prohibited 
by the relevant permitting authority. 

Section Nine. 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CCT-1 

Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 

Residential density 24 

Maximum 
Residential density 

36 
within activity center 

residential density 
Workforce housing 

(units per acre) 
density bonus 

6 

Hotel density 
45 

(rooms per acre) 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity 1.5 
(floor area ratio) 

within activity center 
Workforce housing 

0.2 
intensity bonus 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.95 

CCT-2 

4,500 

40 

4G60 

6 

N/A 

1.5 

M2.5 

0.2 

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 Ten. 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 

Primary buildings 42ft. 60ft. 

Small lot 
48ft. eG-#: 72ft. 

( < one acre in size) 

Primary building within 
Medium lot 

activity center 
(betweeR one aREl :...two 60ft. eG-#: 72ft. 
acres in size) 
Large lot 

84ft. eG-#: 72ft. 
(>two acres in size) 

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

CCT·l CCT-2 

Building Setbacks 
Building height in Building height in Building height in 

setback up to 42 ft. setback up to G 60 setback G 60 ft. to ~ 
ft. 72ft. 

0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 

Front yard 
property line or 10 property line or 10 property line or W 
ft. from the curb, ft. from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the I 0 ft. from the 

Street side yard 
property line or 5 ft. property line or 5 ft. property line or W 
from the curb, from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

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

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 

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 Eleven. Section 16.20.080. 7 of the St. Petersburg City Code creating a new 
subheading at the end of the section shall read as follows: 

Streetscape improvements. For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, 
the abutting public sidewalk shall be generally improved consistent with the "Promenade: Level Two" 
streetscape treatment plan identified in the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines, except as may be prohibited 
by the relevant permitting authority. 

Section Twelve. Section 16.20.090.5 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CCS-1 CCS-2 

Small lot 
100ft. 100ft. 

(less than 1.0 acres) 

Minimum lot width 
Medium lot 

200ft. 200ft. 
(between 1.0- 2.0 acres) 
Large lot 

300ft. 300ft. 
(greater than 2.0 acres) 

Minimum lot area 
4,500 4,500 

(square ft.) 

Residential density 15 40 

Residential density within 
~0 60 

activity center 

Maximum 
Workforce housing density 

6 6 
residential density 

bonus 
Workforce housing intensity 

(units per acre) 
bonus within activity center 

6 10 

Hotel density 
45 55 (rooms per acre) 

TOR density bonus 9 0 

Nonresidential intensity 0.55 0.75 

Nonresidential intensity 
~2.5 1.12 

within activity center 
Maximum 

Workforce housing intensity 
nonresidential intensity 0.2 0.2 

bonus 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing intensity 
bonus within activity center 

0.2 0 .5 

TOR intensity bonus 0.2 0 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.85 0.9 

CCS-3 

100ft. 

200ft. 

300ft. 

4,500 

24 

N/A 

6 

N/A 

40 

0 

N/A 

N/A 

NIA 

N/A 

0.11 

0.9 

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. 
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Section Thirteen. Section 16.20.090.6 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) 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Height SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT LARGE LOT 
(Less than (Between 1.0 - 2.0 (Greater than 
1.0 acre) acres) 2.0 acres) 

All Buildings 36' 36' 48' 

Within Activity Center 48' 60' 84' 

Within Central Avenue Corridor Activit~ Center 72' 72' 72' 

Refer to Technical Standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments. 

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Setbacks SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT LARGE LOT 
(Less than 1.0 (Between 1.0 - 2.0 (Greater than 2.0 

acre) acres) acres) 

Adjacent to street Non-residential use 10' 20' 20' 
(not alleys) 
Minimum Residential use including 

20' Setback residential use liner 
0' 20' 

Adjacent to street 
(not alleys) 

Any use 30' 80' NA 
Maximum 
Setback 

Non-residential use abutting a 
10' 10' 10' 

non-residential use 

Non residential use abutting a 
25' 35' 50' Interior Side Yard residential use 

Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
residential use 

Rear Yard 
Non-residential use abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
non-residential use 
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Waterfront Yard 

Non-residential use abutting a 
residential use 

Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 
residential use 

25' 35' 

20' 20' 

20' 20' 

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 

Refer to Technical Standards for yard types and setback encroachments. 

50' 

20' 

20' 

Minimum Building Setbacks Within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center 

CCS-1 

Building Setbacks Within r' A venues North and South Central A venue 
Central A venue Corridor 

Activitl: Center Building height in Building height in Building height in Building height in 
setback uu to setback setback uu to setback 

48ft. 48 ft. to 72 ft. 60ft. 60ft. to 72 ft. 
0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 

QrOQerty line or 12ro12erty line or J2rOJ2erty line or QrOQerty line or 
Front Yard I 0 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 

curb: whichever curb: whichever curb: whichever curb: whichever 
is greater is greater is greater is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the I 0 ft. from the 
QrOQerty line or 12ro12erty line or 12ro12erty line or QrOQerty line or 

Street Side Yard 10 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 
curb: whichever curb: whichever curb: whichever curb: whichever 

is l!reater is l!feater is l!feater is l!feater 

With alley 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear Yard 

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 

Additional criteria rna~ affect setback reguirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for ~ard t~12es, and setback encroachments. 
Enclosim! oorches in the front vard setback is re!!ulated bv the 2eneral develooment standards. 



66-H 
Page 12 

Image for reference only: 

20' Setback 

72' 

10' Setback 

72' 

Alley 

Right - of - Way --f-- Private Property ~- ~· Private Property - -:1'--- Right - of - Way 

Section Fourteen. Section 16.20.090.7 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
creating a new subheading at the end of the section, which shall read as follows: 

Streetscape improvements. For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, 
the abutting public sidewalk shall be generally improved consistent with the "Promenade: Level Two" 
streetscape treatment plan identified in the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines, except as may be prohibited 
by the relevant permitting authority. 

Section Fifteen. Words which are underlined shall be added and words which are ~ 
through shall be deleted from the existing City Code. 

Section Sixteen. 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 Seventeen. 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. 

PPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

IZ ,.4-13 
Date 

}3 



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO 
THE CENTRAL AVENUE REVITALIZATION PLAN; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has initiated and prepared a revitalization plan for the 
Central A venue corridor between 1st A venue North and 1st A venue South from Tampa Bay to Boca 
Ciega Bay; and 

WHEREAS, the Central A venue corridor is a prominent gateway, a significant road, an east 
to west and north to south city connector and is important to the vitality of the businesses, 
surrounding neighborhoods and the City as a whole; and 

WHEREAS, the Central A venue Revitalization Plan was adopted by City Council on 
September 20, 2012, by Resolution 20 12-449; and 

WHEREAS, implementation of the Plan since its adoption has indicated that an increase in 
the allowable floor area ratio is necessary to facilitate the development of a transit oriented 
development pattern that allows up to 60 dwelling units an acre generally between I-275 and 
Pasadena A venue; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has requested that the streetscape improvement 
recommendations from the Plan be changed from brick-top medians to landscaped medians; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida, that the Central A venue Revitalization Plan be amended as follows: 

1) all references to "brick-top medians" are to be replaced with "landscaped medians" 
2) appropriate landscaping is to be provided for bulbouts 
3) the allowable floor area ratio within the corridor between I-275 and Pasadena Avenue 

is to be changed from 2.0 to 2.5. 

Exhibit 1 to this Resolution includes, in strike-through and underline language, the pages from the 
Central A venue Revitalization Plan that are modified to implement the provisions of this Resolution. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Administration 



Q Central Avenue Revitalization Plan 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Plan was created in response to the desire to create a "unified vision for Central Avenue that allows the individual districts to develop and 
maintain their unique identities." The planning process was initiated by a series of corridorwide meetings called "A Conversation on Central." The 
issues and opportunities that were identified in that process are the focus of this plan and the summarized recommendations below. Although the Plan 
has a corridorwide focus it also recognizes the importance of each of the Districts in making Central Avenue a unique and vibrant urban corridor 
experience. 

Summary of Recommendations 

Land Use and Urban Design 

Promote the continued evolution of the Central Avenue Corridor to a dense, mixed use, transit oriented development corridor with quality architectural 
design. 

• Increase residential densities to 60 units per acre generally between I-275 and Pasadena Avenue 
• Increase the allowable Floor Area Ratio to 2.~.5. generally between I-275 and Pasadena Avenue 
• Increase allowable building heights to 5-7 floors generally between I-275 and Pasadena Avenue 
• Reduce building setbacks between 31st Street and Pasadena Avenue 
• Encourage pedestrian oriented human scale street level design features such as high quality materials at building base level, overhead weather 

protection and enhanced ground floor glazing 
• Allow additional mixed use opportunities generally between 1-275 and Pasadena Avenue 

Transportation 

Promote the continued expansion of a multi-modal transportation network that connects surrounding communities, including the beaches, to the Central 
Avenue Corridor and provides multi-modal connections within the corridor for residents, employees and visitors. 

• Transit: 
o Pursue implementation of the planned Bus Rapid Transit System (BRT) 
o Construct the BRT enhancement improvements, including architecturally significant shelters 
o Maintain short headway bus service to Central Avenue (e.g. the Central Avenue Trolley and the Looper) 

• Bicycles: 
o Maintain corridor bicycle facilities, including the downtown to beaches bike route, focusing on the First Avenues, while discouraging 

bicycle use on the eastern portion of Central (two lane sections with diagonal parking) 
o Continue to educate bicyclists about proper bicycling etiquette when using sidewalks 
o Continue to focus the installation of bicycle racks on 1) the First Avenues and 2) at the request of abutting businesses 

• Pedestrians: 



Q Central Avenue Revitalization Plan 
o Continue to improve pedestrian connections by 1) installation of enhanced pedestrian accommodations, such as textured crosswalks, bulb 

outs, countdown signals and wider sidewalks where high volumes occur (east of 31st Street- Core, Central Arts, Edge and Grand Central 
Districts) and 2) installation of pedestrian enhancements west of 31st Street at signalized intersections, such as countdown signals, 
textured crosswalks and wider 8 foot sidewalks where higher pedestrian volumes are expected (especially in conjunction with high 
density redevelopment projects) 

• Automobiles: 
o Maintain the progressive signalization system on the First Avenues 
o Maintain Central Avenue as a 2 lane slower speed, local traffic business access facility with diagonal parking east of 31st Street 
o Maintain Central Avenue as a Slane/ 4lane divided arterial west of 31st Street. 

Streetscape 

Streetscape enhancements will have a significant positive impact on the appearance and perception of the Central Avenue Corridor. The enhancement 
needs and opportunities differ in the two cross section areas (2lane and 5 lane). 

• 2 Lane with Diagonal On-street Parking Section (Core, Central Arts, Edge and Grand Central Districts- east of 31st Street): 
o Continue to reinforce the high quality pedestrian oriented streetscape by maintaining and installing wider sidewalks, bulb outs, 

decorative lighting and appropriate street furniture (e.g. trash receptacles, benches, pedestrian and decorative lighting, bike racks, 
informational kiosks, architecturally significant bus shelters/BRT stations and public art) 

o Landscaping should be added in appropriate locations to soften, beautify and enhance the streetscape when supported by adequate 
maintenance resources 

• 5 Lane Section (Central Plaza, Professional and West Central Districts- west of 31st Street): 
o Install bridE t013J3ed landscaped medians to help break up the vast width of asphalt falanted medians should be considered if adequate 

maintenance resources are available) 
o Install "acorn" style decorative street lights 

• All Sections: 
o Continue to improve gateway intersections, including the First Avenues with decorative mast arms, lighted street name signs, textured 

crosswalks, themed entryway signage, bulbouts with appropriate landscaping where feasible, and countdown pedestrian signals 

Corridorwide Promotion 

The goal is to brand Central Avenue as a vibrant urban mixed-use corridor with unique and exciting districts that offer a variety of high quality 
residential, business, shopping, entertainment, cultural and mobility opportunities for residents, entrepreneurs, business owners, investors and visitors. 

• Create an entity e.g. the "Central Avenue Council" to direct and fund marketing efforts in the corridor. 
• Create an overall corridor logo or theme such as the "Central Avenue Connects" theme suggested herein. 
• Identify and develop the marketing tools/advertising materials in concert with the desired media outlets. 
• Connect with media outlets that best reach the identified and prioritized target audiences to place advertising materials. 
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b) Grand Central District 

• Development Standards 
..,. Density - 40 units per acre 
..,. Intensity- 2.0 F.A.R. 
..,. Building Height- 48-60 feet 
..,. Impervious Surface- 95% 
..,. Use Mix- Highly Mixed 
..,. Setbacks - 0 feet 
..,. Design Standards- Applicable 

• Zoning Districts 
..,. CCT-2 (Corridor Commercial Traditional) 
..,. CRT-2 (Corridor Residential Traditional) 

• 

• Recommendations 
...,. Adaptation to future BRT transit stations 

• 22nd Street 
...,. Increase density to 60 units per acre 
...,. Increase F.A.R. to approximately 2.G~ 
...,. High quality hardened materials at base-level 
...,. Overhead weather protection 

~--~·--------------~ 

I___ --~---} 
l:.;!l_;_:::;=~I:NTIW.,Aft , 
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c) Central Plaza District 

• Development Standards 
..,.. Density - 60 units per acre 
..... Intensity- I. I 2 F.A.R . 
..,.. Building Height- 48-84 feet 
..,.. Impervious Surface- 55-90% 
..,.. Use Mix- Highly Mixed 
..,.. Setbacks- Approximately I 0-20 feet 
..,.. Design Standards -Applicable 

• Zoning Districts 
..,.. CCS- I (Corridor Commercial Suburban) 
..,.. CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban) 
..,.. CRT -2 (Corridor Residential Traditional) 
..,.. NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

- .. ...... _ _.. ... ..... ~ 
~ 

- ----------- -----

NX'K..AL.AVC: 
_ 1aTA~ . . .... -------· •OTA 

• Recommendations 
...,. Increase density west of 34th Street between the 

1st A venues to approximately 60 units per acre 
...,. Increase F .A.R. west of 34th Street between the 

1st A venues to approximately 2 .G~ 
...,. Increase building height west of 34th Street 

between the 1st A venues to approximately 5-7 
floors 

...,. Adaptation to future BRT transit stations 
• 32nd Street 

...,. Reduce building setbacks 

,, 
·---=t :::01:1·-t': -!~=-,.:? .. ----- c--

-:--ts.t:AVt::M __ ..... -

-·~-
~ 
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d) Professional District 

• Development Standards 
..,. Density- Up to 30 units per acre 
..,. Intensity- Up to 0.95 F.A.R. 
..,. Building Height- 36-48 feet 
..,. Impervious Surface- 55-90% 
..,. Use Mix- Low Mix 
..,. Setbacks- Approximately 5-15 feet 
..,. Design Standards- Applicable 

• Zoning Districts 
..,. CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban) 
..,. CRT-I (Corridor Residential Traditional) 
..,. NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

, -
'~"' .. e~LJ,~l ;:-,.T.~ 
~-(--''"1" ., lo.....;.. ... l .... ------· ~ 

~\ ' ~ 

-

• Recommendations 

' - ~ \ taTAVC I 

/ 

~ Increase density between the I 51 A venues to 
approximately 60 units per acre 

~ Increase F.A.R. between the I 51 A venues to 
approximately 2.G~ F.A.R . 

~ Increase building height between the I st 

A venues to approximately 5-7 floors 
~ Reduced building setbacks 
~ Enhanced mixed-use options (accessory retail) 
~ Adaptation to future BRT transit stations 

• 40th, 49th and 58th Streets 

.. 
...... - , 
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West Central Distri ct 

• Development Standards 
..,. Density- Up to 30 units per acre 
..,. Intensity- Up to 1.2 F.A.R. 
..,. Building Height - 36-60 feet 
..,. Impervious Surface- 40-90% 
..,. Use Mix- Moderate to Highly Mixed 
..,. Setbacks- Approximately 0-25 feet 
..,. Design Standards- Applicable 

• Zoning Districts 

, 

..,. CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban) 

..,. CCT-1 (Corridor Commercial Traditional) 

..,. CRT-I (Corridor Residential Traditional) 

..,. NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

..,. NT-4 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

..,. NSM-1 (Neighborhood Suburban Multi-Family) 

..,. NS-E (Neighborhood Suburban- Estate) - ..... 
' .. .... .......... _ ~ 

• -- -..: - - .,_~ j,Zf C:CN:rRAL AVS 
-~ .... -...... ~~-=-=~ ~ 

/ - - _,. 

• Recommendations 
..,. Increase density to approximately 60 units per 

acre east of Pasadena 
..,. Increase F.A.R. to approximately 2.G~ F.A.R. 

east of Pasadena 
..,. Increase building height to approximately 5-7 

floors east of Pasadena 
..,. High quality hardened materials at base-level 
..,. Overhead weather protection 
..,. Adaptation to future BRT transit stations 

• 581
h and 66th Streets 

..,. Reduce building setbacks east of Pasadena 

--
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2. STREETSCAPE RECOMMENDATIONS 

Improving the quality of the streetscape on the Central Avenue corridor can be achieved by: 

• Install brich: topped landscaped medians in the five lane section, most of which is under County jurisdiction. Planted medians are not 
recommended due to budget constraints that have severely limited the City's ability to maintain the over 1,7QQ planted medianjRO'# sections in 
the City. 8ric1E top medians ·will redHce the Hnintermpted expanse of asphalt pavement in the five lane section of the AvenHe withoHt significantly 
adding to the City's maintenance costs. The median installation program should be guided by a conceptual plan that is created in conjunction 
with property owners. 

Updated Image 

• Improve the maintenance of existing streetscape plantings by sharing responsibilities, such as requiring additional private property 
contribution to the ongoing costs either through dedicated funding techniques (e.g. assessments), code enforcement or voluntary programs (e.g. 
adoption or sponsorship programs or clean-up days) or a combination of all three. 

• Continue to improve major or gateway intersections. Major or "gateway" intersections are where the largest traffic volumes in the corridor 
occur, making these locations highly visible and important to the development of a positive perception of the corridor. Typically in St. Petersburg, 
and including the Central Avenue corridor, major intersections are upgraded with hurricane resistant and decorative mast arm signals with 
lighted street name signs, count-down pedestrian signals and textured crosswalks. These installations should be continued throughout 
the corridor at every signalized intersection along Central Avenue and including the 1st Avenues. Some of the major intersections will be 
improved as part of the BRT station enhancement program as described in the Transportation section. 
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B. Capital Improvement Plan 

The three (3) phase capital improvement program reflects the many capital projects that were identified in the Plan. The Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
demonstrates the significant amount of resources that are currently being directed to Central Avenue (Phase I, $5.88 million) and the extensive future 
resources needed to implement the CIP (Phases II and III, $33 million, includes $25 million BRT Transit System). The capital plan is described below and 
in greater detail on the following page. 

Phase 1: Phase I projects all have appropriated funds ($5,880,000 total budget) 

• Mast Arm Installations, Bulbouts with appropriate landscaping and Textured Crosswalks at 13 major intersections between 31st Street and 5th 
Street ($3,880,000) 

• BRT Enhancement Project; Transit Shelters (artistic), Bulbouts with appropriate landscaping and Pedestrian improvements at several major 
intersections throughout the corridor ($2,000,000) 

Phase II: Phase II projects funding sources are tentative and subject to future appropriation ($5,650,000 estimated cost) 

• Mast Arm Installations at 8 major intersections between 32nd Street and Park Street ($2,400,000) 
• Streetscape Improvements, enhancement of existing streetscape, including sidewalk repair, upgrade and replacement in the 2 lane sections of 

Central Avenue (areas east of3tst Street) (undetermined estimated cost) 
• Streetscape Improvements west of 58th Street, including bride top landscaped medians and decorative street lights ($2,000,000) 

Phase III: Phase III project funding sources are tentative and subject to future appropriation ($27,250,000 estimated cost) 

• Streetscape Improvements from 34th Street to 58th Street (County blocks), including bride top landscaped medians and decorative street lights 
($2,000,000) 

• Streetscape improvements from 31st Street to 34th Street (City blocks), including bride top landscaped medians and decorative street lights 
($250,000) 

• BRT Transit System, premium transit system between downtown and St. Pete Beach ($25,000,000) 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION 
PUBLIC HEARING 

September 3, 2013 
Tuesday, 4:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

Thomas Whiteman, Jr., Chair 
William E. Klein, Vice-Chair 
Ed Montanari 
Robert "Lee" Nolan 
JeffRogo 
Robert M. Eschenfelder, Alternate 

Doug Robison 1 

Brian C. Melton, Alternate 

Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation 
Paul Geisz, Planner II, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation 
Tom Whalen, Planner III, Transportation & Parking Management 
Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney 

1 excused 

Vicky Davidson, Administrative Assistant, Planning & Economic Development 

The public hearing was called to order at 4:00 p.m., a quorum was present. 

I. MINUTES 

Minutes from the November 13, 2012 meeting were approved by a unanimous vote. 

II. QUASI-JUDICAL PUBLIC HEARING 

A. City File: LGCP-2013-01 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn 
893-7872 

Request: City-initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Regulation 
(LDRs), Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map (for approximately 821 parcels of land, 
totaling an estimated 184.4 acres) implementing objectives of the Central Avenue Revitalization 
Plan. 

Staff Presentation 

Derek Kilborn gave a presentation based on the staff report. 
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Commissioner Rogo asked for confirmation that the proposed changes did not include the north side of I st Ave 
N or the south side of I st Ave S, to which Mr. Kilborn confirmed. Mr. Kilborn stated that the only properties 
affected by the proposed changes are located interior between the I st A venues. 

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked about the two oppositions received by staff (one by letter and the other by 
phone) and what were their objections. Mr. Geisz stated that the oppositions were received by two different 
individuals. The letter received addressed the Activity Center designation, mentioned that they were not happy 
with the high intensity power lines on I st A venue S as well as some of the auto events the City sponsors and 
generally disagreeing with some of the City policies. Mr. Geisz stated that he could not recall the specifics of 
the telephone conversation but in his opinion the caller was not in agreement with the proposed changes. Mr. 
Kilborn stated that an additional telephone message was left for staff by a resident who lives on 2nd AveS with 
a general concern about the proposed increase in density and floor-area-ratio to the north. 

Public Hearing 

Dan Harvey, 1425 Central Ave and representing the Edge District, spoke in favor of the proposed density 
change. Mr. Harvey pointed out that there are some parcels on the south side of 1st Ave S with no residential 
dwellings behind them that will not receive the benefit of the proposed density change. Mr. Harvey went on to 
say that he would like to see a density designation of 4.0 for the bigger parcels currently excluded from this 
proposal located between 31st and 34th Streets. 

Carolyn Haach and Salvatore Falco, 4250 - I st Ave S, spoke in opposition of the request with concerns about 
higher density and traffic. They also have concerns about the transmission power lines along 1st Ave S and the 
constant trash and noise from the PSTA bus stop located in front of their house. 

Commissioner Nolan asked if it would make a difference if their property value increased with the proposed 
density change. Mr. Falco stated that he could not answer at this time but is not interested in selling his 
property right now. Mr. Falco went on to say that he did not know until this meeting that the proposed project 
does not include both sides of 1st Ave S and that the letter he received was not clear which makes him question 
the entire project. 

Commission Chair Whiteman asked what is currently located across the street. Mr. Falco stated that directly 
across the street is a single-family dwelling and next door was another house that was torn down to construct a 
parking lot for an office building, which after many calls to zoning was denied, and the remainder of the block 
consists of single-family dwellings. 

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked staff if they have any sense of the actual single-family occupancy on 
exteriors of the 1st A venues. Mr. Kilborn stated that in terms of hard data, he is not sure. However, some 
property owners located along 1st Ave N felt, at the time during the LOR amendment process, that these 
particular stretches should be re-zoned to CRT-1. 

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if the people that wanted the CRT-1 zoning were single-family homeowners 
or investors. Mr. Kilborn stated that staff received calls primarily from residents from single-family 
neighborhoods located on the corridor north and south of the 1st A venues wanting general information. Mr. 
Kilborn further stated that CRT-1 zoning is currently to the west and the proposal will continue the CRT-1 
pattern connecting from 491h Street east to 37th Street to be consistent with what is west of 49th Street. 
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Commissioner Eschenfelder asked staff what property owners located north of I st Ave N and south of I st Ave S 
would have to look at across the street if the proposed changes are passed. Mr. Kilborn replied that the building 
height of the current zoning designation can extend up to 42 feet and the proposed recommendation will allow 
up to 72 feet with a required I 0-foot setback from any street face at the 60-foot mark to help break down the 
scale and structure. 

Commissioner Rogo asked if staff had heard from the Neighborhood Associations. Mr. Geisz stated that the 
President of the Live Oak NA called asking for additional information. 

Rebuttal 

City staff declined rebuttal. 

Dan Harvey stated for clarity that with the proposed amendments there would be no change in density for 
parcels located in the exterior of the I st Avenues, but there will be big changes in density for parcels located in 
the interior of the 1st A venues. This proposal supports the major plan of Central A venue as well as the new bus 
system along the I st Avenues which needs this new density to support bus ridership. 

Commissioner Nolan asked about the transition line. Mr. Kilborn stated that the transition line stops at the 1st 

Avenues because they each have five vehicle lanes (three lanes of moving traffic and two lanes of parking) in 
addition to the public right-of-way and staff felt that this was a significant break line to separate some of the 
more intense development along the Central A venue spine from the surrounding single-family neighborhoods. 
If the transition line were to move to the exterior of the 1st A venues, then a much closer conflict will occur for 
the surrounding single-family neighborhoods. The focus was to use the major width of the 1st Avenue corridors 
as a buffer and break line between the more intense development and the small scale single-family. 

Carolyn Haack stated that along both sides of the 1st A venues between 3ih Street and 49th Street consists of all 
single-family homes. She bought a home in a traditional neighborhood and is against the proposed increased in 
density. 

Commissioner Montanari asked Tom Whalen with the City's Transportation Dept. to address the traffic 
concerns along the 1st A venue corridors and the level of service (LOS). Mr. Whalen stated the LOS along these 
corridors is either a "B" or "C" with an excess of roadway capacity and could handle two to three times the 
traffic and still be considered to operate as an acceptable LOS. 

Commissioner Montanari asked Mr. Whalen if the traffic would decrease when the BRT begins operation. Mr. 
Whalen replied that the traffic could possibly decrease but initially the BRT will give people options. 

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked what would happen if the BRT was not financially viable and this proposal 
was approved. Mr. Whalen stated that the increased density would probably put more of a demand on public 
transportation which would make it a more viable corridor for PSTA to place their revenue towards to ensure 
strong PST A routes are maintained. 

Page 3 of 4 
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Commissioner Eschenfelder asked that when the Cit~ was creating this application, did staff consider not 
making it continuous (i.e. omitting areas west of 3411 Street where there are only residential homes). Mr. 
Kilborn replied that they did; however, the application before the Commission today is in direct response to the 
approved and adopted Central A venue Revitalization Plan (CARP) which recommended looking at the entire 
corridor and not just individual segments. 

Commissioner Klein stated that St. Petersburg is built out and a bus line is needed, and some residential areas 
will be hurt by the proposed 3"higher density. Mr. Kilborn stated that through the LOR process a 
neighborhood corridor and center concept was created with the primary goal to protect the existing single
family neighborhoods by focusing future growth along major corridors and at existing commercial centers. 
Today's proposal is along Central Avenue, which is a m~jor east-west cmTidor through the City. 

Executive Session 

MOTION: 

VOTE: 

Commissioner Eschenfelder moved and Commissioner Rogo seconded a motion to 
approve the amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map and 
Official Zonillg Map implementing objectives of the Central Avenue Revitalization 
Plan. 

YES- Montanari, Nolan, Rogo, Eschenfelder, Klein, Whiteman 
NO -None 

Motion was approved by a vote of 6 to 0. 

III. PVC Member Comments, Announcements 

No comments or announcements made. 

IV. Adjourn 

With no further items the meeting was adjourned at 5:00p.m. 
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SPECIAL NOTE: 

This staff report will be the same used for both the Development Review Commission (DRC) for 
the LDR text amendments and for the Planning & Visioning Commission (PVC) for the Future 
Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map amendments. 
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REQUEST: 

City-initiated amendments to the Land Development Regulations, Future Land Use Map and 
Official Zoning Map implementing objectives of the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan. These 
amendments are not being proposed in response to any specific private development application. 
The proposed amendments are as follows: 

ISSUE TYPE 

1 Text 

2 Text 

~ _ _L __ 

3 Text 

4 Map 

5 Map 

I 

I I 
I 6 Text 

l -----_j_ __ _ 

DESCRIPTION 

To amend Section 16.I 0.020.I, Use Matrix, of the Land 
Development Regulations (LDRs) to permit neighborhood-scale 
retail and neighborhood-scale cafe as an accessory use not to 
exceed 25% of the gross floor area within the CRT-I (Corridor 
Residential Traditional- Activity Center) zoning district; 

To amend Section I6.I 0.020.2, Matrix: Zoning Districts and 
Compatible Future Land Use Categories, of the LDRs to add 
CRT-I (Activity Center), CRT-2 (Activity Center) and CCT-2 
(Activity Center) to the matrix; 

To amend Sections I6.20.060.5 and I6.20.060.6, CRT (Corridor 
Residential Traditional); Sections 16.20.080.5 and 16.20.080.6, 
CCT (Corridor Commercial Traditional); and Sections 
I6.20.090.5 and I6.20.090.6, CCS (Corridor Commercial 
Suburban) of the LDRs to decrease the minimum building 
setback and increase the maximum allowable density, intensity 
and building height standards within activity centers; 

To amend the Future Land Use Map designation from PR-R 
(Planned Redevelopment - Residential) to PR-MU (Planned 
Redevelopment - Mixed Use, Activity Center) and the Official 
Zoning Map designation from NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) 
to CRT-I (Corridor Residential Traditional-Activity Center) of 
certain parcels along I 51 Avenue North and Is' Avenue South; 

To amend the Future Land Use Map by adding the Activity 
Center Overlay designation to all parcels between 1st A venue 
North and 151 A venue South from 19111 Street to Pasadena 
Avenue (excluding the Central Plaza Activity Center parcels). 

To amend Land Use Policy 2.1 in the St. Petersburg 
Comprehensive Plan thereby adding reference to the proposed 
Central Avenue Activity Center; and add an activity center 
boundary map to the appendix. 
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1 

ISSUE 

2 

City File LGCP-2013-01 

TEXT AMENDMENT to Sec. 16.10.020.1, Use Matrix 

The Central A venue Revitalization Plan ("Plan") was approved by City Council on 
September 20, 2012 (Resolution 20 12-449). The goal of the Plan "is to brand 
Central Avenue as a vibrant urban mixed-use corridor with unique and exciting 
districts that offer a variety of high quality residential, business, shopping, 
entertainment, cultural and mobility opportunities for residents, entrepreneurs, 
business owners, investors and visitors." 

West of 34th Street, the corridor is characterized by low intensity, single purpose 
office and service uses with retail at the major intersections of 34th, 49th and 58th 
Streets. West of approximately 6211

d Street, the uses become predominantly retail in 
single story buildings. East of 34th Street, the existing Central Plaza Activity Center 
and the Central A venue Tomorrow Plan already permit retail uses in either a mixed
use or stand alone structure. 

To implement the Plan, this amendment proposes to introduce neighborhood-scale 
retail and neighborhood-scale cafe as an accessory use not to exceed 25% of the 
gross floor area . Stand-alone retail establishments will continue to be prohibited in 
the CRT-I and CRT-I (Activity Center) districts, except as may otherwise be 
allowed with an existing grandfathered or non-conforming use status. 
Neighborhood-scale retail and cafe uses wiii allow for the mixed-use environment 
envisioned by the Plan. To allow this desirable mix of land use types, the Use 
Matrix wiii need to be amended to permit these land use types within the CRT-1 
(Activity Center) zoning district. Examples of the requested neighborhood-scale 
retail and neighborhood-scale cafe use in a mixed use environment would be the 
1010 Central A venue and Fusion 1560 projects lying along Central A venue. 

Concurrency data and anal)sis is provided in the attachment at the end of this 
report. 

TEXT AMENDMENT to Sec. 16.10.020.2, Zoning & Compatible FLU Matrix 

Ordinance 66-H, adopted by City Council on February 7, 2013, established density 
and intensity standards and building height guidelines for CRT-I, CRT-2, CCT-1 
and CCT-2 within an activity center. However, the Matrix was not amended to add 
these four (4) categories. The compatible Future Land Use Map designation for 
CRT-1 (Activity Center) and CCT-1 (Activity Center) will be PR-MU (Planned 
Redevelopment- Mixed Use). The compatible Future Land Use Map designations 
for CRT-2 (Activity Center) and CCT-2 (Activity Center) wiii be CRD (Community 
Redevelopment District). It is proposed that this amendment be made in order to 
provide internal consistency within the LDRs between the aforementioned matrix 
and the related zoning district regulations. 

Concurrency data and analysis is provided in the attachment at the end of this 
report. 
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TEXT AMENDMENT to Sec. 16.20.060, 16.20.080 and 16.20.090 

As stated above, Ordinance 66-H established density and intensity standards and 
building height guidelines within the CRT-I, CRT-2, CCT-1 and CCT-2 zoning 
districts for parcels lying within activity centers. Now, in order to implement 
recommendations found within the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan, it is 
proposed to increase the previously established residential density standard from 36 
units per acre (upa) to 60 upa and increase the nonresidential intensity standard from 
1.5 to 2.5 for those parcels located within the CRT-1 , CRT-2, CCT-1 and CCT-2 
activity center districts. In addition, it is proposed to increase building height 
standards from 48 feet to 72 feet in accordance with the adopted Plan, which calls 
for an increase in allowable building height to 5-7 floors. The height increase will 
pertain only to those CRT-1, CRT-2, CCT-1, CCT-2 and CCS-1 parcels located 
within activity centers. 

Concurrency data and analysis is provided in the attachment at the end of this 
report. The LDR tables within the Zoning District Regulation sections would be 
amended as follows: 

Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 4,500 

Residential density 24 40 
Maximum 

Residential density 
residential density ~60 4960 

within activity center 
(units per acre) 

Workforce housing 
density bonus 

6 6 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 1.5 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity H2.5 H2.5 
(floor area ratio) 

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 density, 
nonresidential floor area and impervious surface. 
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Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

Top of roof peak 
Building Height 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

PriAu~r~ All building§. 36ft. 48ft. 

PriAutr~ All building§. within activity center 48ft. 48ft. 

Primar~ All building§. within Central A venue Corridor 
Activity Center 

72ft. 72ft. 

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

Minimum Building Setbacks 

Building Setbacks CRT-1 CRT-2 

Stoop 7ft. 
---------------------------- --------------------------------------- 0 ft. from the grogert~ line or 

Front yard Open porch 10ft. 10 ft. from the curb~ 
---------------------------- -------------------------------------- whichever is greater 
Building 15ft. 

Interior side yard 5 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the grogert~ line or 
Street side yard I 0 ft. 10 ft. from the curb2 

whichever is !:!reater 

With alley 5 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear yard 

No alley 7.5 ft. 7.5 ft. 

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for yard types, and setback encroachments. 
Enclosin_g porches in the front _y_ard setback is regulated by_ the _general develo_I>_ment standards. 
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Minimum Building Setbacks Within Activity Center 

Building Setbacks CRT-1 and CRT-2 

Within Activit! Center Building height in setback Building height in setback 
UD to 60ft. 60 ft. to 72 ft. 

0 ft. from the QroQerty line or I 0 ft. from the QroQerty line 
Front Yard I 0 ft. from the curb. or 20 ft. from the curb. 

whichever is greater whichever is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the QrDQet"ty line or I 0 ft. ti·om the QroQerty line 
Street Side Yard 1 0 ft. from the curb. or 20 ft. from the curb. 

whichever is greater whichever is 2reater 

With alley 0 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear Yard 

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 

Additional criteria ma:t affect setback reguirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for :tard t:tges, and setback encroachments. 
Enclosinjtporches in the front_y_ard setback is reoulated b_y_the ~?eneral develooment standards. 

Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CCT-1 CCT-2 

Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 4,500 

Residential density 24 40 

Maximum 
Residential density 

36 4960 
within activity center 

residential density 
Workforce housing 

(units per acre) 
density bonus 

6 6 

Hotel density 
45 N/A 

(rooms per acre) 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 1.5 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity 1.5 M2.5 

within activity center 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing 
intensity bonus 

0.2 0.2 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.95 0.95 
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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. 

Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

Building Height CCT-1 CCT-2 

Primary buildings 42ft. 60ft. 

Small lot 
48ft. eG-fh 72ft. 

(<one acre in size) 

Primary building within 
Medium lot 

activity center 
(eetweeR one &RG :_two 60ft. @472ft. 
acres in size) 
Large lot 

84ft. @472ft. 
(>two acres in size) 

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

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CCT-1 CCT-2 

Building Setbacks 
Building height in 

Building height in Building height in 
setback up to G 60 setback G 60 ft. to~ 

setback up to 42 ft. ft. 72ft. 
0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 

Front yard 
property line or lO property line or 10 property line or -W 
ft. from the curb, ft. from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the I 0 ft. from the 

Street side yard 
property line or 5 ft. property line or 5 ft. property line or -W 
from the curb, from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

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

No alley I 0 ft. IO ft. IO 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CCS-1 CCS-2 CCS-3 

Small lot 
100ft. 100ft. 100ft. 

(less than 1.0 acre~) 

Minimum lot width 
Medium lot 

200ft. 200ft. 200ft. 
(between 1.0- 2.0 acres) 
Large lot 

300ft. 300ft. 300ft. 
(greater than 2.0 acres) 

Minimum lot area 
4,500 4,500 4,500 

(square ft.) 

Residential density 15 40 24 

Residential density within ;g..6o 60 N/A 
activity center 

Maximum 
Workforce housing density 

6 6 6 
residential density 

bonus 
Workforce housing intensity 

units per acre) 
bonus within activity center 

6 lO N/A 

Hotel density 
45 55 40 

(rooms per acre) 

TOR density bonus 9 0 0 

Nonresidential intensity 0.55 0.75 N/A 

Nonresidential intensity 
~2.5 1.12 N/A 

within activity center 
Maximum 

Workforce housing intensity 
nonresidential intensity 0.2 0.2 N/A 

bonus 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing intensity 
bonus within activity center 

0.2 0.5 N/A 

TOR intensity bonus 0.2 0 0.11 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.85 0.9Q 0.9Q 

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. 
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Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Height SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT LARGE LOT 
(Less than (Between 1.0 - 2.0 (Greater than 
1.0 acre) acres) 2.0 acres) 

All Buildings 36' 36' 48' 

Within Activity Center 48' 60' 84' 

Within Central Avenue Corridor Activit~ Center 72' 72' 72' 

Refer to Technical Standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments. 
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Minimum Building Setbacks 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Setbacks SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT LARGE LOT 
(Less than 1.0 (Between 1.0 - 2.0 (Greater than 2.0 

acre) acres) acres) 

Adjacent to street 
(not alleys) 

Non-residential use 10' 20' 20' 

Minimum Residential use including 
20' Setback residential use liner 

0' 20' 

Adjacent to street 
(not alleys) 

Any use 30' 80' NA Maximum 
Setback 

Non-re idential use abutting a 
10' 10' 10' 

non-residential use 

Non residential use abutting a 
25' 35' 50' Interior Side Yard residential use 

Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
residential use 
Non-residenti al use abutting a 

20' 20' 20' non-residential use 

Non-residential use abutting a 
25' 35' 50' Rear Yard residential use 

Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
residential use 

Waterfront Yard 20' 20' 20' 

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 

Refer to Technical Standards for yard types and setback encroachments. 
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Minimum Building Setbacks Within Central Avenue Activity Center 

Building Setbacks Within CCS-1 

Central A venue Activiti Center Building height in setback Building height in setback 
UD to 60ft. 60 ft. to 72 ft. 

0 ft. from the grogerty line or I 0 ft. from the grogerty I i ne or 
Fr.ont Yard I 0 ft. from the curb. whichever 20 ft. from the curb, whichever 

is greater is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the grogerty line or I 0 ft. from the grogerty line or 
Street Side Yard I 0 ft. from the curb, whichever 20 ft. from the curb, whichever 

is greater is greater 

With alley 0 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear Yard 

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 

Additional criteria may affect setback reguirements including desi gn standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for yard ty(1es, and setback encroachments. 
Enclosin~ porches in the front_y_ard setback is re!!ulated bv the !!eneral develooment standards. 

ISSUE 

4 

MAP AMENDMENT, Future Land Use and Zoning 

In order to use the recently created CRT-1 (Activity Center), CRT-2 (Activity 
Center) and CCT-2 (Activity Center) designations and implement recommendations 
found within the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan, it is necessary to amend the 
existing residential Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map designations for 
certain parcels lying between I st A venue North and 1st A venue South. 

As noted on the attached map series, 168 parcels with residential future land use and 
zoning designations currently exist between the 1st A venues from approximately 37th 
Street to 49th Street. In order to be consistent with surrounding parcels and to 
establish the necessary future land use and zoning patterns to accommodate 
implementation of the Plan and its objectives, this amendment proposes to change 
the Future Land Use Map designation from PR-R (Planned Redevelopment -
Residential) to PR-MU (Planned Redevelopment- Mixed Use, Activity Center) and 
the Official Zoning Map designation from NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) to 
CRT-I (Corridor Residential Traditional, Activity Center) 

Public Notice letters were mailed to all affected property owners and those property 
owners within 200' as required. Concurrency data and analysis is provided in the 
attachment at the end of this report. 
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ISSUE 
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MAP AMENDMENT, Activity Center Overlay 

In order to utilize the development standards previously established and proposed 
for amendment in ISSUE #3 above, it is necessary to amend the Future Land Use 
Map designation for all parcels between I st A venue North and I st A venue South 
from 191

h Street to Pasadena A venue by applying the Activity Center overlay to 
these parcels. The area between 31 st Street and 34111 Street is not included within this 
request as that area is already designated with the Activity Center overlay. This 
amendment will result in all affected properties in the subject area utilizing either the 
Planned Redevelopment - Mixed Use or CRD Future Land Use Map designations 
with the Activity Center overlay. The underlying zoning designations in the subject 
area will be either CRT-1 (Activity Center), CCS-1 (Activity Center) at the major 
intersections such as 34111 Street, 49111 Street, 58111 Street and 66111 Street, with either 
CRT-2 (Activity Center) or CCT-2 (Activity Center) in the Grand Central area. 

Public Notice letters were mailed to all affected property owners and those property 
owners within 200' as required. Concurrency data and analysis is provided in the 
attachment at the end of this report. 

TEXT AMENDMENT, Comprehensive Plan 

The comprehensive plan references four, existing activity centers: 1) Gateway; 2) 
lntown; 3) Tyrone; and 4) Central Plaza. The purpose of this amendment is to add 
reference to the proposed activity center "Central Avenue Corridor." Further, a 
boundary map shall be added to the comprehensive plan appendix where it will 
complement the four, existing activity center boundary maps. 

The aforementioned strategies are crucial to the implementation of the City's adopted Central 
A venue Revitalization Plan that creates a unified vision for the Central A venue corridor. These 
amendments will provide consistency among the LDRs, Comprehensive Plan and the Central 
A venue Revitalization Plan. 

The Central A venue Revitalization Plan represents the Special Area Plan required by Section 
4.2. 7.6 of the Countywide Rules to implement the Plans recommendations. Concurrency issues 
related to public services and facilities are analyzed in the City's 2013 Annual Concurrency 
Report as well as the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan. The Annual Concurrency Report follows 
the conclusion of this report. 
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TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS: 

City staff has analyzed the traffic impact of increasing the maximum allowable densities and 
intensities along the Central Avenue corridor from their current levels in the City's zoning 
ordinance to 60 units per acre and a FAR of 2.5 from 19th Street to Pasadena A venue. The 
Central A venue corridor has a significant amount of spare capacity available for additional 
vehicular trips. 

First Avenues North and South are three-lane, one-way streets from 19th Street to Pasadena 
A venue. The City maintains the l st A venues. which are classified as minor arterial streets. One
way streets operate very efficiently in comparison to two-way streets that have twice the number 
of travel lanes due to the elimination of conflicting turning movements and a greater ability to 
synchronize traffic signals. Traffic volumes on the 1st A venues are relatively low in the study 
area, ranging from 10,255 vehicles per day on I st Avenue South east of 34th Street to 12,582 west 
of 34th Street (see attached table). According to the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning 
Organization's (MPO's) 2012 Level of Service (LOS) Report, peak hour volume-to-capacity 
ratios range from 32% on l st A venue South east of 341h Sb·eet to 38% on l st A venue South west 
of 34th Street. 

Central A venue is a four-lane undivided roadway from 19th Street to 34th Street. The City 
maintains this section of Central A venue, which is classified as a minor arterial. Central A venue 
is a four-lane, divided roadway from 34th Street to Pasadena A venue. Pinellas County maintains 
this section of Central A venue, which is classified as a minor arterial. Traffic volumes on 
Central A venue range from 8,911 vehicles per day east of 34th Street to 16,382 west of 58th 
Street, with the corresponding peak hour volume-to-capacity ratios for these segments equal to 
29%and5l%. 

In addition to having excess vehicular capacity, the Central Avenue corridor is very well served 
by public transportation, probably more so than any other corridor in Pinellas County. Two of 
the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority's (PSTA's) top routes, Route 18 and Route 52, operate 
on the I st A venues. Route 18 serves the l st A venues to 58th Street and Route 52 serves the 1st 
A venues to 49th Street. The Central A venue Trolley has been a very popular service and serves 
Central A venue through the length of the study area. The City is working the PSTA to 
implement a premium transit service along the l st A venues that would connect downtown St. 
Petersburg to St. Pete Beach. This service would provide l 0-minute head ways during peak 
hours and have long operating hours. 

When estimating the potential trips from higher levels of density and intensity, it is also 
important to realize that some of these trips will not need to be served by a personal vehicle or 
public transportation. Bicycle lanes along the 1st A venues provide an alternative mode of 
transportation. The 1st A venues and Central A venue also have sidewalks on both sides, which 
encourage pedestrian travel. The mixing of land uses that are allowed under the zoning 
ordinance would also enable people to live, work and shop in smaller geographic areas. 
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Roadway Capacity Available to Accommodate Increased Density and Intensity 

Average PM Peak PM Peak Volume to Spare PM 
PM Peak 

Roadway Segment From To Annual Hour Traffic Hour Road Capacity Peak Hour 
Hour LOS 

Daily Traffic Volume Capacity Ratio Capacity 

1st Avenue North 20th Street 34th Street 10,600 1,007 3,056 0.33 2,049 c 
1st Avenue North 34th Street 66th Street 12,227 1,162 3,175 0.37 2,013 B 

Central Avenue 22nd Street 34th Street 8,911 847 2,907 0.29 2,060 c 
Central Avenue 34th Street 58th Street 12,448 1,183 3,060 0.39 1,877 c 
Central Avenue 58th Street Park Street 16,382 1,556 3,060 0.51 1,504 c 

1st Avenue South Pasadena Avenue 34th Street 12,582 1,195 3,175 0.38 1,980 B 
1st Avenue South 34th Street 16th Street 10,255 974 3,056 0.32 2,082 c 

Notes: 

1. Source: Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization's {MPO's) 2012 Level of Service (LOS) Report 

2. The MPO's LOS data is for the peak travel direction in the PM peak hour. The traffic volumes and roadway capacity shown in their report 
for Central Avenue were converted to two-way volumes and capacity to ensure consistency with the traffic data for the 1st Avenues. 



PUBLIC HEARING PROCESS: 

These public hearings are expected to take place over the balance of the 2013 calendar year. The 
effective date of all ordinances is expected near the end of January 2014. 

I. The ordinances implementing the text amendments to the LDRs, ISSUE I, requires one 
(I) public hearing with the DRC (Development Review Commission) and two (2) public 
hearings at City Council. 

2. The ordinances implementing the text amendments to the LDRs, ISSUES 2 & 3, require 
one (I) public hearing with the DRC (Development Review Commission) and one (1) 
public hearing at City Council. 

3. The Future Land Use Map and Official Zoning Map amendments, ISSUES 4, 5 and 6, 
require one ( I) public hearing before PVC (Planning & Visioning Commission), two 
public hearings at City Council , and one public hearing each at the Pinellas Planning 
Council (PPC) and the Countywide Planning Authority (Board of County 
Commissioners). In addition, the future land use amendments are subject to regional 
(TBRPC) and state agency review. 

APPLICABLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OBJECTIVE AND POLICIES: 

The requested amendments are appropriate for the higher density development and multi-modal 
transportation network that is intended for the Central A venue corridor and is consistent with the 
following Comprehensive Plan objective and policies: 

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. 

LU2.2 The City shall concentrate growth in the designated Activity Centers and prioritize 
infrastructure improvements to service demand in those areas. 

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. 

LU2.4 The City may permit an increase in land use intensity or density outside of activity 
centers where available infrastructure exists and surrounding uses are compatible. 

LU3.l.E.3 Activity Center CAC) - Overlaying the future land use designations in those areas, 
not less than 50 acres in size, with concentrated commercial and mixed-use centers 
suited to a more intensive and integrated pattern of development. The maximum 
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LU3.17 

LU3.18 

LU3.3 

Tl.6 

Tl.7 

Tl.8 
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densities and intensities shall not exceed 2.5 times that permitted in the underlying 
land use plan category and zoning district except for the Downtown Center (DC) 
zoning districts which shall not exceed the maximum densities and intensities 
allowed therein. This category shall not be applied without development of, and 
CPA approval of a special area plan. 

Future expansion of commercial uses is encouraged when infilling into existing 
commercial areas and activity centers, or where a need can be clearly identified, and 
where otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

All retail and office activities shall be located, designed and regulated so as to 
benefit from the access afforded by major streets without impairing the efficiency 
of operation of these streets or lowering the LOS below adopted standards, and with 
proper facilities for pedestrian convenience and safety. 

Each land use plan category shall have a set of different zoning districts that may be 
permitted within that land use category, and zoning that is not consistent with the 
plan category shall not be approved. The Land Development Regulations establish 
the zoning districts which are permitted within each land use plan category, and 
designations which are not consistent with the table shall not be approved. 

The City shall support high-density mixed-use developments and redevelopments in 
and adjacent to Activity Centers, redevelopment areas and locations that are 
supported by mass transit to reduce the number and length of automobile trips and 
encourage transit usage, bicycling and walking. 

The City shall work with the Pinellas County MPO to prioritize roadway and transit 
projects that serve Activity Centers as identified in the City's Future Land Use 
Element. 

The City shall work with the Pinellas County MPO and PSTA to provide enhanced 
transit service to Activity Centers through a reduction in transit headways, 
implementation of passenger amenities and expansion of existing service. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

I . Staff recommends that the Development Review Commission, in its capacity as the Land 
Development Regulation Commission, recommend to City Council APPROVAL of the 
attached ordinance related to the LOR text amendments; and 
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2. Staff recommends that the Planning & Visioning Commission, in its capacity as the Local 
Planning Agency, recommend to City Council APPROVAL of the attached ordinances 
amending the Future Land Use Map, Official Zoning Map and text of the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

Attachment: Ordinance No. _-L, Ordinance No. _-Z, Ordinance No _-H, Map Series, 2013 
Annual Concurrency Report 

Page 17 of 17 



EAST FLU (19TH ST TO 31ST ST) 

CITY FILE D SUBJECT AREA 

~ ACTIVITY CENTER 

FROM: CRD TO: CRD (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
N W.E 
s 

LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 542' 



II II II 
l lllll 

~·f ~ r===l ~b,J r=;~l.._j 

CITY FILE 

r=r=r=;=;:!:;::;:--,..1 

IC8!1111 
Hlllllll 

EAST ZONING (19TH ST TO 31ST ST) 

LGCP-2013-01 D SUBJECT AREA 
FROM: CRT-2 

FROM: CCT-2 

TO: CRT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

TO: CCT-2 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
SCALE: 1" = 542' 

'R~ 

W.E 
s 



EAST AERIAL (19TH ST TO 31ST ST) 
CITY FILE 

D SUBJECT AREA W.E LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 542' s 



INS 

INS 

CITY FILE 

LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 1,041' 

GULFPORT 

CENTRAL FLU (34TH ST TO 58TH ST) 

D 
IZ3 

SUBJECT AREA . 

ACTIVITY CENTER 

FROM: PR-MU, PR-R TO: PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) W.E 
s 



CENTRAL ZONING (34TH ST TO 58TH ST) 
CITY FILE 

D SUBJECT AREA 
FROM: NT-2, CRT-1 TO: CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

FROM: CCS-1 TO: CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
W.E 

s 

LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 1,041' 



CENTRAL AERIAL (34TH ST TO 58TH ST) 
CITY FILE 

D SUBJECT AREA W.E LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 1,041' s 



INS 

WEST FLU (58TH ST TO PASADENA AVE) 

FROM: PR-MU TO: PR-MU (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
CITY FILE 

LGCP-2013-01 
D SUBJECT AREA 

E] DRAINAGE FEATURE SCALE: 1" = 700' 

w •• 
s 



CITY FILE 

LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 700' 

WEST ZONING (58TH ST TO PASADENA AVE) 

D SUBJECT AREA 
FROM: CRT-1 

FROM: CCS-1 

TO: CRT-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 

TO: CCS-1 (ACTIVITY CENTER) 
W.E 

s 



WEST AERIAL (58TH ST TO PASADENA AVE) 

CITY FILE 

D SUBJECT AREA W.E LGCP-2013-01 

SCALE: 1" = 700' s 



2013 ANNUAL CONCURRENCY 
MONITORING REPORT 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Planning & Economic Development Department 
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

March2013 

1 



Contents: 

Introduction .................. ................................................................... .... ......... 3 
Potable Water .................................................................................... .. ......... 3 
Sanitary Sewer ............................................................................................. 5 
Solid Waste .................................................................................................. ? 
Drainage ....................................................................................................... 8 
Transportation: Roadways ......................................................................... 1 0 
Transportation: Mass Transit ....................... ..... .............. ...... ........ .... ......... 14 
Recreation and Open Space ..................................................................... 18 

Tables: 

Potable Water Demand (through water year 2013) ..................................... 3 
2012 Sanitary Sewer Flow Rates, Per Capita Demand & LOS ................... 5 
2012 Sanitary Sewer Capacity Analysis ...................................................... 6 
2012 Major Roadways .............................................................................. . 1 0 
2012 Deficient Roadways ....................... ........................... .. ..................... 11 
2012 Useable Recreation and Open Space Acres ...................................... l8 

2 



2013 Annual Concurrency Monitoring Report 
City of St. Petersburg 

Introduction 

The City of St. Petersburg is required under its Concurrency Management Ordinance (Section 
16.03.070) and Comprehensive Plan to produce an Annual Concurrency Monitoring Report. 
This report includes a review of the level of service (LOS) and capacity for all public facilities 
with adopted LOS standards included in the City's Comprehensive Plan. The City has adopted 
LOS standards for the following public facilities and services: potable water, sanitary sewer, 
solid waste, drainage, roadways, mass transit, recreation and open space. The City is in the 
unique position of having significant excess capacity for all applicable facilities with the 
exception of portions of the drainage system and 1.2% of the major street segments. 

The following report concludes that during 2012, the City of St. Petersburg continued to 
maintain substantial excess capacity as defined by the adopted level of service standards for 
potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, mass transit, recreation and open space and 
most roadways. Continued improvements to the drainage system and select segments of the 
roadway network are required to address current and projected deficiencies. 

Potable Water 

The City's adopted LOS standard for potable water is 125 gallons per capita per day (GPCD) 
while the City's actual current usage equates to approximately 86 gallons per capita per day. 
Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region's local 
governments are required to project and submit to TBW, on or before February 1 of each year, 
the anticipated water demand for the following water year (October 1 through September 30). 
The following table shows the City's projected potable water needs from the 2007 water year to 
the present. 

Potable Water Demand 

Water Year Demand (mgd) Actual Usage (gpcpd) 

2006-07 (2007) 32.1 95 

2007-08 (2008) 30.4 90 

2008-09 (2009) 29.0 81 

2009-10 (20 10) 27.1 82 

2010-11 (2011) 27.5 88 

2011-12 (2012) 28.7 86 

2012-13 (2013) 29.0 N/A1 

Sources: Water Resources Dept., February 2013 
1 water usage for the current water year (2013) is not available until after 9/30/2013. 
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As reflected in the table above, the City's demand for potable water has decreased over the last 
five year period, largely due to ongoing conservation efforts, use of reclaimed water, increased 
cost of alternative water supplies from Tampa Bay Water, as well as mandated water use 
restrictions that at one time limited outdoor irrigation to reduced watering hours one time per 
week. The restrictions were placed on potable water use by the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District and the City. In addition, the population in the water service area has 
remained fairly stable during this time frame. 

The water system capacity for the City is 68.4 mgd. The water treatment plant, water 
transmission system, water repump facilities and water distribution system network were 
designed and built for this capacity. Only in isolated situations, in the water distribution system 
network, is a developer responsible to pay for a system capacity upgrade made necessary by a 
development project. The City's challenge is to maintain its aging water system assets. 

St. Petersburg, along with all the member governments of Tampa Bay Water, has a consistent 
message to water customers that conserving potable water is important to the City and the Tampa 
Bay region in that fresh water supplies are limited. Alternative water supplies are being 
regularly developed and brought on-line to ensure water supply sustainability, but the result is 
more expensive water. St. Petersburg continues to maintain and expand an extremely successful, 
long-term water conservation program, with several components that are designed and 
administered with the goal of effectively reducing the amount of potable water used for outdoor 
irrigation and encouraging customers to conserve water indoors thereby sustaining the level of 
potable water conservation already achieved. The City's conservation program includes the 
following components: 1) a conservation-oriented rate structure, instituted in 1985; 2) making 
water saving devices available to residents, including indoor plumbing retrofit kits and outdoor 
water saving kits; 3) toilet replacement and water audit programs for residential and commercial 
water customers; and 4) public education for water conservation. 

The City's successful reclaimed water program, initiated in 1977, has greatly reduced the amount 
of treated effluent disposed through deep wells, while at the same time reducing the 
community's reliance on potable water for irrigation purposes. Since 2000, the average annual 
daily demand for reclaimed water has been approximately 19 million gallons. Daily use in 2012 
was 17.5 million gallons reflecting above-average rainfall, thereby reducing the demand for 
reclaimed water. The average daily use of reclaimed water has also decreased because reclaimed 
water customers, like potable water customers, are encouraged to conserve this water resource 
since the supply is limited. If reclaimed water customers do not conserve by limiting irrigation 
usage, the demand can exceed the supply. Reclaimed water customers know that excessive 
irrigation promotes lawn and landscape problems such as dollar weed and fungus. The 
reclaimed water system serves approximately 10,952 (primarily residential) customers, up from 
10,350 customers in 2005. The 2012 Annual Reuse Report indicates that 10,273 single family 
residences are served. 

Finding: Although the region needs to expand potable water supply sources, the City 
continues to operate well within projected needs. 
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Sanitary Sewer 

The sanitary sewer level of service is based on the estimated per capita demand for capacity at 
the City's Water Reclamation Facilities (WRFs). The City owns and operates four WRFs 
(Northeast, Albert Whitted, Southwest and Northwest), each of which serves a distinct district 
that together comprise the St. Petersburg 201 Facilities Planning Area. Future plans include the 
closing of the Albert Whitted WRF with the wastewater flow transferred to the Southwest WRF. 

The adopted LOS for sanitary sewer is expressed in terms of gallons per capita per day (gpcd) 
demand for each of the four WRF service areas. The LOS standards shown in the following 
table were adopted by the City after completion of the 1996 Evaluation and Appraisal Report, 
conducted for the Comprehensive Plan. The LOS standards reflect the highest annual average 
daily flow at the WRFs from 1990 through 1995, divided by the WRF service area functional 
population (based on the 1990 census). The LOS standards shown in the table below remain 
unchanged. 

2012 s 't s am ary ewer Fl R t P C 't D ow a es, er ap1 a eman d&Ad t dLOS op1e 

Water 2010WRF 

Reclamation Functional 2012 Average Actual Adopted 

Facility Population Daily Flow 2012GPCD LOSGPCD 

Albert Whitted 45,804 6.04 mgd 132 166 

Northeast 82,308 8.56 mgd 104 173 

Northwest 82,846 9.95 mgd 120 170 

Southwest 105,669 10.33 mgd 98 161 

Total 316,627 34.88 mgd 110 avg. N/A 

Sources: Population from the Planning & Economic Development Department, April 2011 
and daily flow from the Water Resources Department, January 2013 

For calendar year 2012, the average gallons per capita per daily demand, as compared to the 
WRF service area functional population resulted in the gpcd demand shown in the table above. 
The functional population estimate for each service area, which includes the permanent and 
seasonal population, is based on the 2010 MPO transportation analysis zones (TAZ) total 
functional population figure for the entire land area covered by the WRF system. 

The data indicate that the City's 2012 gpcd was below the adopted LOS for all of the WRFs. In 
addition, the City continues to have excess capacity at the four WRFs. To calculate excess 
capacity within the City's sanitary sewer system, the average daily flow at the four WRFs for 
2012 was subtracted from the plant's actual capacity. The City is currently utilizing 
approximately 51% of its capacity. Excess WRF capacity is illustrated in the table below: 
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Finding: 

2012 Sanitary Sewer Capacity Analysis 

Capacity Average Flow in Excess 
Facility (mgd) 2012 (mgd) Capacity (mgd) 

Albert Whitted 
12.4 6.04 6.36 

601 8th Ave SE 

Northeast 
16.0 8.56 7.44 1160 3rd Ave SE 

Northwest 
20.0 9.95 10.05 

7500 26th Ave N 

Southwest 
20.0 10.33 9.67 

3800 54 AveS 

Totals 68.4 34.88 33.52 

Sources: Plannmg & Econonuc Development Department, March 2013 
and Water Resources Department, January 2013 

There are no identified needs for additional capacity at the WRFs. This 
conclusion is separate and distinct from the issue of rehabilitating the City's 
wastewater collection system. The adopted LOS is measured in terms of capacity 
vs. demand at the WRFs. 
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Solid Waste 

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City, while all solid waste disposal is the 
responsibility of Pinellas County. The City and the County have the same designated level of 
service (LOS) of 1.3 tons per year per person, while there is no generation rate for 
nonresidelltial uses. The County currently receives and disposes of municipal solid waste, 
construction and demolition debris that is generated throughout Pinellas County. All of the solid 
waste collected in the County is recycled, combusted or buried in a modern sanitary landfill, i.e., 
Bridgeway Acres. 

In calendar year 2011, the City's demand for solid waste service was approximately 1.07 tons 
per person per year, below the adopted LOS standard. This figure is calculated as follows: 
296,41 I tons of commercial and residential solid waste collected (including recyclables and 
material from the City's five brush sites) divided by the City's 2010 functional population of 
276,265 . Demand for solid waste service for all of Pinellas County in calendar year 2012, was 
approximately 0.84 tons per person per year, which is also below the adopted LOS standard. 
This figure is calculated as follows: 916,203 tons of solid waste collected in the County [resource 
recovery plant (786,106 tons) plus the landfill (130,097 tons)] divided by the County's 2012 
functional population of 1,087 ,870. 

The City and County's commitment to recycling and waste reduction programs, and the 
continued participation of residents and businesses in these programs, have assisted in keeping 
the actual demand for solid waste service below the adopted LOS standard. It is estimated that 
approximately 30.1 percent of the solid waste stream was recycled in Pinellas County in the 2012 
calendar year. 

The Pinellas County Waste-to-Energy Plant and the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary Landfill are the 
responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities, Department of Solid Waste Operations and are 
operated and maintained under contract by two private companies. The Waste-to-Energy Plant 
continues to operate below its design capacity of incinerating 985,500 tons of solid waste per 
year. In 2012, approximately 786,106 tons of solid waste was incinerated at the plant, well 
below the design capacity, while 130,097 tons were disposed of at the Bridgeway Acres Landfill. 
The continuation of successful recycling efforts and the efficient operation of the Waste-to
Energy Plant have helped to extend the life span of Bridgeway Acres. The landfill is expected to 
remain in use for at least 30 years, based on current design (grading) and disposal rate. 

Finding: There is no identified need for a change to the City's adopted level of service 
standard. 
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Drainage 

The Drainage LOS identifies a minimum criterion for existing and future conditions of drainage 
facilities. Drainage capacity can be expressed as a "design storm" which specifies the duration 
and return frequency of a storm with an identified rainfall amount. The level of service standard 
is implemented by the City through the review of drainage plans for new development and 
redevelopment. The adopted level of service consists of three parts that express the City's desire 
to upgrade drainage facilities through retrofit over time: 

1. Due to the back log of storm water improvement needs and the time to implement 
improvements to the municipal drainage system, existing conditions will be adopted as 
the level of service. 

2. Construction of new projects and improvements to existing surface water management 
systems requires permits from the Southwest Florida Water Management District 
(SWFWMD), except for projects specifically exempt. As a condition to municipal 
development approval, new development and redevelopment within the City which 
requires a SWFWMD permit shall meet SWFWMD water quantity and quality design 
standards. Development that is exempt from SWFWMD permitting requirements shall be 
required to obtain a letter of exemption. 

3. Construction of new surface water management systems and improvements to existing 
systems will be required to meet design standards outlined in the Drainage Ordinance, 
Section 16.40.030, St. Petersburg City Code, using a minimum design storm of 10 year 
return frequency, 1 hour duration, rainfall intensity curve Zone VI, Florida Department of 
Transportation. Improvements to the municipal drainage system will be designed to 
convey the run off from a 1 0-year, 1-hour storm event. 

The City's commitment to upgrading the capacity of storm water management systems is 
demonstrated by the continuing implementation of the Storm water Management Master Plan, the 
Storm Water Utility Fee, and capital improvement budgeting for needed improvements. The 
City's commitment to continuing to fund improvements to the system was further demonstrated 
when City Council approved an 11.1% increase in the Storm water Utility Fee in 2001. A total of 
$17.4 million is budgeted for storm water improvements from FY 13 through FY 17. Listed 
below are drainage projects that are in the construction phase during calendar year 2012: 

Drainage Improvement Project Name Cost (approx.) Status 

Shore Acres Stormwater Vaults Phase 2 $ 741,000 Complete 

Shore Acres Stormwater Vaults Phase 3 $1,083,000 Complete 

Jungle Lake Outfall storm drainage 
Improvements $2,980,000 Complete 
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Drainage Improvement Projects Name 
(continued) 

Jungle Lake Northeast Basin storm drainage 
Improvements 

Source: Engineeting Department, January 2013 

Cost (approx.) Status 

$2,555,000 Construction 

Finding: The City should continue to aggressively implement the improvements identified 
in the Stormwater Management Master Plan. 
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Transportation: Roadways 

The Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), which serves as the regional 
transportation planning organization for Pinellas County, adopts a Level of Service (LOS) 
Report each year. This report provides LOS determinations for major roads in Pinellas County, 
which assists local governments in their comprehensive planning and concurrency management 
activities. The City participates in the development and review of the MPO's report each spring, 
and will use the 2013 report after it is approved by the MPO later this year. The information 
provided in this concurrency annual monitoring report is largely from the MPO's 2012 report, 
which is based on traffic count data collected in 2011, along with roadway geometric data and 
signal control data from the year 2012. City staff determined the LOS on major roads in St. 
Petersburg not included in the MPO's 2012 report. 

The City's adopted LOS standard for major streets is "D." The City actively monitors the LOS 
on principal arterials, minor arterials, collectors and neighborhood collectors. The total number 
of miles of major roadways in St. Petersburg not including the Interstate system is 207.42, as 
shown in the table below: 

Miles of Major Roadways in St. Petersburg 

Classification Distance (Miles) 

Principal A1terial 18.61 

Minor Arterial 90.82 

Collector and Neighborhood Collector 97.99 

Total 207.42 

Source: Planning and Economic Development Department, August 2009 

The City continues to maintain the LOS standard for the vast majority of the road system 
according to the most recent LOS data. There are a total of four road segments in the City, not 
including the Interstate system, that are deficient (LOS "E" or "F"). The total length of these 
four segments is 2.46 miles. Consequently, 98.8% of the major roadway system not including 
the Interstate system is classified as LOS "D" or better and only 1.2% of the major roads not on 
the Interstate system are deficient. The excellent roadway levels of service in St. Petersburg are 
partially due to the street network's efficient grid pattern. 
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e ICien oa 2012 D ti . t R d S egmen m . e ers urg ts. St P t b 

Juris- Distance 
Roadway Section From To diction LOS (Miles) 

94111 Ave. N Dr. ML King Jr. St. Gandy Blvd. City E 0.30 

22m1 Ave. N 1-275 34111 St. N City F 1.16 

54111 Ave. S 34111 St. 31'1 St. City E 0.25 

Gandy Blvd. Brighton Bay Blvd. 4ch St. State F 0.75 

Total 2.46 

Sources: Pinellas County MPO's "2012 Level of Service Report," September 12, 2012; Transportation and 
Parking Management Depmtment, February 2013 

Senate Bill 360 (2009-96 Laws of Florida), adopted in the 2009 legislative session, added a 
definition in Section 163.3164 F.S. for Dense Urban Land Area (DULA). For a municipality to 
be a DULA it has to have an average of at least 1,000 persons per square mile of land area and a 
minimum total population of at least 5,000. The City meets the definition of a DULA. Pursuant 
to Senate Bill 360, each city that is a DULA is also a Transportation Concurrency Exception 
Area (TCEA). Therefore, the entire City qualified as a Transportation Concurrency Exception 
Area (TCEA) pursuant to Section 163.3180(5) F.S. Parcels in the TCEA are exempt from 
transportation concurrency requirements except in certain circumstances. In 2010, the City 
amended its Comprehensive Plan by modifying Map 30 to reflect the entire City as being in the 
TCEA. Prior to this action, only the area of the City located south of 77th and 78th A venues 
North (not including the land in Tierra Verde that was annexed in 2008) was designated as a 
TCEA. This area was designated as a TCEA in 2001 because it met the State's Rule 91-5 criteria 
for an urban infill area and contained several community redevelopment areas. 

House Bill 7207 (2011-139), adopted in the 2011 legislative session, made transportation 
concurrency optional and revised the requirements for local governments opting to retain 
transportation concurrency. The City has not rescinded transportation concurrency and has 
maintained the policy language in its Comprehensive Plan related to level of service standards 
and the TCEA. The City continues to monitor development within the TCEA. The City requires 
special exception approval for any proposed development that is projected to generate more than 
50 new p.m. peak hour trips and is located on a major street that is operating at a LOS level that 
is lower than the City's peak hour standard of LOS "D." The developer is given the option of 
reducing the scale of the project so that it generates less than 50 new p.m. peak hour trips or 
mitigating the project's traffic impact through a series of strategies, including road capacity 
improvements, transit improvements, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, transportation demand 
management and traditional design features. 
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The City has also required traffic studies for large developments located on a major street in the 
TCEA even with an acceptable LOS. Examples include the redevelopment of shopping centers 
and new "big box" retail stores where a concern existed about the potential impact on the 
surrounding road network and established single family neighborhoods. Other reasons for 
requiring a traffic study include concerns about site access and site circulation. 

Growth within the City's developments of regional impact, such as the Gateway Areawide DRI, 
is carefully controlled by development orders that coordinate development with any necessary 
road improvements in these areas. Also, the Intown Areawide DRI is required to mitigate any 
adverse and significant transportation impacts pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes. 

Scheduled/Completed Roadway Improvements 

Capital improvements have been completed or are scheduled for several traffic corridors that are 
near or over capacity. Many of the road improvements are in the Gateway area and include: 

• The Roosevelt Connector project is an expressway pr~ject that will connect 1-275 to both 
the Bayside Bridge and US 19 in the Gateway area and reduce traffic congestion along 
Roosevelt Boulevard, Ulmerton Road and I 18th A venue North. The first phase of the 
Roosevelt Connector project was constructed from 1-275 to 32"d Street. This project 
included ramps from eastbound County Road (CR) 296 (I 18th Avenue North) to both 
southbound and northbound 1-275, as well as a ramp from southbound 1-275 to 
westbound CR 296. 

• The second phase of the Roosevelt Connector, from 32"d Street to east of 40th Street at 
I 18th A venue opened to traffic on February 4, 2011. This project included the 
construction of a new ramp/bridge from northbound 1-275 to westbound CR 296 and a 
new bridge for westbound CR 296 over eastbound 118th A venue. Northbound 1-275 
motorists are now able to drive nonstop on the newly constructed roadways and bridges 
over Roosevelt Boulevard, 28th Street and eastbound 118th Avenue North and then merge 
with westbound CR 296. The eastbound section of the Roosevelt Connector from east of 
40th Street to west of 281h Street and a slip ramp connection from eastbound 118th A venue 
North to the Roosevelt Connector are scheduled for construction in FY 15116. 

• Future phases of the Roosevelt Connector include a northbound Roosevelt Boulevard to 
westbound Roosevelt Connector ramp, an eastbound Roosevelt Connector to southbound 
Roosevelt Boulevard ramp, and extensions of the Roosevelt Connector at 40th Street to 
the north so that it connects to the Bayside Bridge and to the west so that it connects to 
us 19. 

• Ulmerton Road is under construction from west of 38th Street to west of 1-275 and 
programmed to be widened from east of 49th Street to east of 28th Street in FY 14/15. 

• The City completed the widening of Gandy Boulevard from Dr. ML King, Jr. Street to 
28th Street extended in 2012. In February 2012, FDOT advanced approximately $120 
million in funding for the Gandy Boulevard improvement project from west of Dr. ML 
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King, Jr. Street to east of 4th Street. An elevated, controlled access facility will be 
constructed in FY 13114 with overpasses at 94th A venue North, Dr. ML King, Jr. Street 
and 4th Street/Roosevelt Boulevard. 

• The Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) installed Intelligent Transportation 
System field components as part of the Tampa Bay SunGuide Freeway Management 
System on 1-275 from 54th Avenue South to Kennedy Boulevard. This project included 
the installation of Dynamic Message Signs, Video Monitoring Cameras, Vehicle 
Detection Stations, Fiber Optic Communication Cable and related components. The 
SunGuide System provides the tools to help FOOT manage traffic. The sensors and 
cameras provide data to view traffic speed and volume, allowing SunGuide operators the 
ability to provide motorists and traffic reporters "real time" traffic information. It also 
enables quicker response to traffic incidents such as accidents, disabled vehicles and 
other roadway problems, which can enable traffic flow to be restored to normal 
conditions faster. The information is relayed to motorists using the 511 system and the 
Dynamic Message Signs mounted over the travel lanes. The FOOT is currently 
constructing the extension of the Tampa Bay SunGuide system from 54th Avenue South 
to the Manatee toll plaza. 

• Fewer road capacity additions have been needed in the older, more established areas of 
St. Petersburg, which has an efficient grid network with sufficient road capacity that has 
effectively accommodated the City's recent redevelopment activity. Many of the City's 
major arterials in this area have been rehabilitated or resurfaced in recent years. This has 
enabled the City and FOOT to bring these roads up to modern standards. Major roads 
that have been improved in recent years include Tyrone Boulevard, Pasadena 
A venue/66th Street, 3ru and 4th Streets in downtown St. Petersburg (US 92), 4th and 5th 
Avenues North from downtown St. Petersburg to western St. Petersburg (Alternate US 
19) and a large portion of I-275. 

• Thirty Fourth Street (US 19) is currently being resurfaced from 22"0 A venue North to St. 
Petersburg's northern city limit. Fourth Street (US 92/SR 687) will be resurfaced from 
5th Avenue North to north of Koger Boulevard in FY 2012/13. 

• The Pinellas County MPO completed a corridor study for 22"0 A venue North in 
November 2003. Many of the recommendations have been implemented. The City is 
working with the FDOT and MPO to install an additional eastbound to northbound left 
turn lane at 1-275, which is programmed for construction in FY 15/16. 

• The Pinellas County MPO completed a corridor study for 54th Avenue South in 2007. 
City staff is now working with the MPO staff and other providers of transportation 
facilities and services to implement the recommended strategies, which would help 
improve traffic flow. Funding to construct a new eastbound to southbound right turn lane 
and new mast arm signals is programmed for FY 13/14. 
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Finding: The City's roadway LOS is being met except for those segments idemified in the 
table on page 11. The City needs to continue to aggressively pursue and fund 
improvements to the Gateway area road network to support future development. 

Transportation: Mass Transit 

The Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA) became Pinellas County's public transportation 
provider in 1984. The adopted LOS for mass transit facilities is based on the contractual 
agreement between the City and PSTA that provides the following service minimums for the 
City: 

• approximately 2.5 million miles of fixed route service; 
• approximately 217,000 miles of DART service; 
• fixed route service within a 1/4 mile of approximately 90 percent of the service 

area; and 
• headways less than one hour. 

These minimum levels of service continue to be maintained. It should be noted that the City has 
experienced significant growth and redevelopment activity since these minimum service levels 
were established. The City's population has become younger over the last several decades and 
more people are using transit to commute to work. These trends are placing new demands on the 
transit system as a whole. 

Of PST A's 40 routes, 30 routes (75% of the total) directly serve St. Petersburg due to its high 
population density and major attractors. Three of PSTA's four major transit terminals are 
located in St. Petersburg, which include Williams Park, Grand Central Station and Tyrone 
Square Mall. All four of PST A's top routes in terms of ridership serve the City. These routes 
provide local service, and are among 32 local service routes operated by PSTA. The top four 
routes include Route 4 (4th Street), Route 18 (Alternate US 19), Route 19 (US 19 or 34th Street) 
and Route 52 (49th Street and Central Avenue). Route 4 (4th Street) has 15-minute service 
frequencies. Routes 18 and 19 have 20-minute service frequencies during peak hours. Route 52 
has a 30-minute service frequency during peak hours. 

Pinellas Alternatives Analysis 

In 2010, PSTA, Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), Tampa Bay Area 
Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA) and the Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT) began conducting a formal Federal Transit Administration Alternatives Analysis (AA) 
to identify options for implementing a premium transit service to connect major residential, 
employment and activity centers in Pinellas County to the Westshore areas and downtown 
Tampa in Hillsborough County. The study corridor extends from downtown St. Petersburg to 
the Gateway area and downtown Clearwater, with a connection to Hillsborough County via the 
Howard Frankland Bridge. The FOOT has initiated a Project Development and Environment 
(PD&E) study to address the design lifetime expectancy and possible replacement of the I-275 
northbound bridge span in conjunction with the Pinellas County AA. The goals of the AA are to 
maximize economic development opportunities, pursue transit improvements supported by the 
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public, encourage sustainabi lity through land use initiatives, provide local connections within 
Pinellas County and efficient regional connections, and attract new transit markets. 

The Project Advisory Committee for the Pinellas County AA approved a Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) at their January 30, 2012 meeting, based on their review of .technical studies 
and input from Pinellas County citizens, stakeholder groups and partner agencies along the study 
corridor. The LPA is a light rail transit system connecting St. Petersburg, Pinellas Park, the 
greater Gateway area, Largo and Clearwater with a regional connection across Tampa Bay to 
Hillsborough County. Additional countywide local transit service enhancements are 
recommended to support the LPA by connecting the light rail service to communities and 
neighborhoods throughout Pinellas County. In St. Petersburg, the light rail alignment travels 
from the downtown to the CSX freight corridor, enters 1-275 north of 13111 A venue North and 
follows 1-275, 62nd Avenue North, Haines Road, US 19/34111 Street, Gandy Boulevard before 
returning to 1-275, with an exit at Roosevelt Boulevard to reach the Gateway area. 

The proposed funding sources for the LPA are federal and state funds and a 1% local sales tax 
that would replace PSTA's existing ad valorem tax. The Pinellas Board of County 
Commissioners approved a motion to schedule a one-cent sale tax referendum on the November 
4, 2014 ballot to fund bus, trolley and enhanced bus services and planning for future rail service. 
The projected cost of the premium transit system is $1.5 to 1.7 billion over 30 years. It is 
anticipated that the system will attract 32,840 new riders in Pinellas County and 39,676 new 
riders in the Tampa Bay region, create 66,962 high wage jobs and increase gross domestic 
product by $4.237 billion over 30 years. 

Central A venue Corridor Bus Rapid Transit Project 

The City is in the process of implementing a three-tiered program of transit service 
improvements in downtown St. Petersburg and along the Central A venue corridor to areas 
located west of downtown. The first tier was implemented in 2005, when the City worked with 
the PSTA to improve the Downtown Looper Trolley by decreasing headways to 15 minutes and 
reducing the fare per trip to 25 cents. The second tier was implemented in 2009 when the City 
and PSTA initiated the Central A venue Trolley between the Grand Central Terminal and The 
Pier. 

The Central Avenue Trolley service was expanded in 2011 to provide residents and visitors a 
one-seat ride with 15 minute headways from the St. Petersburg Pier to Pass-a-Grille Beach. The 
service is a combination of routes previously served by the Pier Trolley, the Looper Group's 
Central Avenue Shuttle, PSTA's Route 35 and the Suncoast Beach Trolley. This improved 
service features extended hours of service. Central Avenue Trolley's extended hours of 
operation make it easy for riders to enjoy evening visits to the shops, attractions and restaurants 
in downtown St. Petersburg and along Central A venue and Gulf Boulevard. The Central A venue 
Trolley also features a new multi-zone fare system that offers free transport between the Pier and 
BayWalk, a 50-cent fare between BayWalk and PST A's Grand Central Station and regular PSTA 
fares between Grand Central Station and Pass-a-Grille. The City is in the process of improving 
pedestrian connections between 1st A venue North and South (one-way pairs) and the Central 
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A venue corridor in preparation for the third tier of the program - Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
service along I st A venues North and South. 

Since the early 2000s, the City, County and PSTA as well as other stakeholders in Pinellas 
County have been actively working to develop the area's first BRT project. The goals of the 
project are to develop and implement a successful BRT project along St. Petersburg's Central 
A venue corridor that supports local revitalization and economic development plans; improves 
long-term livability; enhances safety and access for pedestrians and bicyclists; attracts new 
ridership; supports the unique character of the area; and provides service in a cost-effective 
manner. An alternatives analysis was completed in 2007. The BRT project will connect 
downtown St. Petersburg to St. Pete Beach on the Gulf of Mexico and will provide service to 
major destinations in downtown St. Petersburg such the Central Business District, museums, 
Progress Energy Center for the Arts, AI Lang Stadium, University of South Florida St. 
Petersburg and the medical center district along 6th A venue South. 

Total project costs are expected to be in the $30 to 35 million range, but this budget will be 
further refined in the engineering analysis. The vision of the Central A venue BRT is to support 
local efforts to create a transit-friendly, pedestrian oriented development pattern by coordinating 
with other local initiatives such as the Comprehensive Plan, the Vision 2020 plan, and the 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. This transit enhancement will connect to an improving 
PSTA bus system as well as provide the opportunity for coordination with regional transit 
initiatives. During 2010, the City began identifying sites for BRT stops throughout the projected 
service area, in addition to Downtown. It is anticipated that a transit surtax referendum will be 
put on the ballot in Pinellas County in November 2013, which could provide a funding source for 
the operation of the BRT service. 

In preparation for the Central A venue BRT service, the City has applied for and been awarded 
$975,000 in Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grants to implement the Central Avenue BRT 
Corridor Enhancement Project. The City has also programmed $1 million in local funding as a 
match for the federal grants and the PST A is contributing $300,000 towards station development. 
The purpose of the federal and local funding is to implement capital projects that will make it 
easier for pedestrians to walk between the bus stations on 1st Avenues North and South and the 
commercial establishments on Central A venue. Potential capital projects include transit shelters, 
concrete flatwork for the shelters, new ADA accessible curb ramps and sidewalks, textured 
crosswalks and streetscaping. These improvements will provide an immediate benefit to transit 
patrons that utilize the PST A's existing local bus services and support the planned BRT service. 
The City's project will be constructed completely within right-of-way owned by the City of St. 
Petersburg, and will replace and improve similar, existing transportation facilities by bringing 
these facilities up to modern standards, and consequently making them safer and more attractive 
to transit patrons and the BRT corridor more livable. 

Downtown St. Petersburg Intermodal Facility Study 

The City is also planning to relocate its downtown PSTA transit hub at Williams Park to a new 
intermodal facility, and is investigating several locations. The City has determined that a new 
transfer operation at an attractive, safe and service oriented site with more amenities could 
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encourage new ridership amongsl residents and visitors and help the City reclaim the 
recreation/open space land use of Williams Park. A new downtown intermodal center would 
contribute significantly toward creating a transit system everyone can access throughout 
downtown, the City and region. 

During 2009, the City began identifying sites for the new downtown intermodal transit center, a 
portion of which was approved for funding with tax increment financing (TIF) as part of the 
2005 amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan (JRP). Consultant Parsons Brinkerhoff 
initially identified 20 sites, and after combining several adjacent sites, the list was reduced to 17 
sites. These sites were evaluated as to their potential to serve as l) a traditional transit terminal, 
2) a mixed-use joint development project that contains commercial and/or residential 
development and parking, 3) a multi-modal facility and 4) an on-street transit mall. Sites within 
the Intown Redevelopment Plan TIF district, which is the City's desired area for such a facility, 
were given special consideration. 

Based on the site selection process, six (6) sites were identified for further study and evaluation. 
Based on input from the Planning and Visioning Commission and the general public and 
communication between City staff and the property owners on the selected sites, two sites were 
removed from the list. The remaining four sites include: 

1. Site A- Pheil Hotel site (block between 4th and 5th Streets and between Central Avenue 
and 1st A venue South); 

2. Site B - 600 block of Central Avenue (block between 6th and 7th Streets and between 
Central A venue and 1st A venue South); 

3. Site C - ARC Group development site (blocks between 7th and 8th Streets and between 
Central A venue and 2nd A venue South); and 

4. Site D - American Stage/Echelon building site (block between 3rd and 4th Streets and 
between 2nd and 3rd A venues South). 

After a preferred site is chosen, one design option will be selected for the preferred site and the 
consultant will produce preliminary design plans. 

Finding: PSTA meets the City's adopted mass transit LOS standards that were established 
when PSTA came into existence in the early 1980's. The City should continue to work with PSTA 
to provide additional transit service to support the growth and redevelopment in the City. 
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Recreation & Open Space 

The City seeks to ensure that parks, open spaces and recreation facilities are efficiently and 
adequately provided and efficiently maintained for all segments and districts of the population 
consistent with the established level of service standards. The City has adopted and maintains 
the following Level of Service standard: nine acres of useable recreation and open space acres 
per 1,000 resident population. 

As of 2012, the City exceeded the level of service and had a substantial excess of useable 
recreation and open space, as shown in the following table: 

* 
# 

** 

2012 Useable Recreation and Open Space Acres 

2010 
Total Useable Recreation 

Total Useable Recreation and Open Space, including 
Functional and Open Space County Parks (acres/1,000 
Population (acres/1,000 persons)* persons)# 

permanent 22.9 29.7 
(244,769) 
Functional** 20.3 26.3 
(276,265) 

Total active and passive recreation/open space and preservation in the City is equal to 
approximately 5,611 acres. 
Total useable recreation/open space and preservation in the City is equal to 7,274 acres 
when I ,663 acres for County parks is added, which includes Ft. Desoto (900), Saw grass 
Lake (390), War Veterans Memorial (122), Gandy Causeway (126), and Skyway 
Causeway (125). 
Functional population includes seasonal and tourist populations. 

Source: Planning & Economic Development Department and Capital Improvements Department, February 2013 

In 2012, the City acquired 8.02 acres for recreation and open space through a 50-year lease 
agreement with the School Board of Pinellas County, Florida, for the development of a 
neighborhood park on the Rio Vista Elementary School property. 

Parks and recreation facility improvements that were completed in 2012 include the following: 

Blueway Trails FY09 kiosks at various Blueway launch sites; Pool Bathhouse and Entryway 
FY09 improvements at Walter Fuller, Lake Vista, and Fossil Pools; New Restrooms in Parks 
FYIO improvements at Williams Parks; Parks Security Lighting FYIO improvements at Booker 
Creek, North Straub, Dell Holmes, Lake Vista and Denver Parks; School Partner/Park Play FYIO 
improvements at Campbell, Lake Vista, and Walter Fuller Parks, and at Westminster and Toussie 
Terrace Community Playgrounds; Citywide Energy Enhancements FYll gym lighting 
conversion to induction lighting at Campbell Park, Childs Park, Frank Pierce, Gladden, J.W. 
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Cate, Lake Vista, Roberts, Shore Acres, Walter Fuller, Wildwood, and Willis S. Johns 
Recreation Centers; Outdoor Court Facility Improvements FYI I at Azalea Park; Park Restroom 
Renovations FYI I improvements at Williams Park; Parks Facility Improvements FYll at 
Pioneer, Northwest, Dell Holmes, Bay Vista, Roberts, Albert Whitted, Walter Fuller, Gladden, 
and Williams Parks; the Pier Approach; and the installation of mulch and benches at multiple 
park sites; Athletic Complex Restroom Concessions FY12 improvements at Azalea Park; 
Dugout Replacements FY12 at Azalea Park; Fitness zones at Azalea, Campbell, Gladden, and 
Lake Vista Parks; Parks Facility Improvements FY12 at Azalea Community Gardens, and 
Coquina Key, Bartlett, Leslee Lake, Puryear, South Straub, and Walter Fuller Parks; Parks 
Lighting Improvements FY12 at Booker Creek, Pioneer, Bartlett, and Leslee Lake Parks; Play 
Equipment Replacement FY 12 at Westminster Community Playground; Recreation Center 
Improvements FY12 at Sunshine Center and Walter Fuller; Pioneer Park Improvements; Childs 
Park Center Addition/Improvements; Kiwanis Park Improvements; Solar Parks Initiative (solar 
panels) improvements at seven (7) recreation centers, seven (7) park maintenance buildings, and 
four (4) park restroom buildings. 

Additional projects that are planned include improvements at Gladden Park Recreation Center, 
Lake Vista Recreation Center Renovations (design), Mirror Lake Complex, Clam Bayou 
Preserve, and Demens Landing Park. The annual recurring improvement projects include 
Recreation Centers, Swimming Pools, Athletic Field Lighting, Athletic Facilities, Dugout 
Replacements, Outdoor Court Facility, Park Restroom Renovations, Park Facilities, Parking Lot 
Repair, Parks Lighting, Play Equipment Replacement, and Restoration to Park Fountains/Statues. 

Findings: There are no identified needs for additional recreation and open space capacity 
as expressed by the adopted LOS standard. 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Planning and Economic Development Dept. JUL 1 6 2013 

Municipal Services Center PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

Eighth Floor 

One 4th Street North 

St. Petersburg, FL 33701 July 12, 2013 

RE: City File LGCP-2013-01 

Dear Folks, 

I'd like to know just what type of activity you're planning for this "Activity Center." 

Why didn't you state that in your letter? 

We just had HUGE and ugly power poles crammed down our throats. They're hideous. 

Ifyou•·re thinking about the annual Nascar race, I wish to register as an opponent. Please 

send the necessary paperwork. Also send any compensation plans you aim to offer. 

This neighborhood may be poor, but the City won't be walking all over us. 

April Brown 

5035 2nd Av. S. 

St. Petersburg, FL 33707 

P.S. Public hearings on Tuesday at 3:00p.m.? 9 o'clock Thursday morning? We are working 

p~:oplt:. You must know Lhat. 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19,2013 

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

FROM: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

DATE: December 17,2013 

SUBJECT: December 19,2013, City Council Meeting, Agenda Item J.lO, Revised Ordinance 
(83-H) 

Please find attached, revised Ordinance 83-H that amends the Land Development Regulations to 
implement recommendations from the Central A venue Revitalization Plan. The Ordinance was 
modified after meeting with members of the Central A venue Council and interested participants 
from the affected neighborhood associations along the proposed Central A venue Corridor 
Activity Center, generally located between 19th Street and 66tli Street, 1st Avenue North and 1st 
A venue South. 

The proposed modifications strengthen the building, site design and streetscape improvement 
standards consistent with elements of the Central A venue Revitalization Plan. 

Further, the previously submitted ordinance nos. for 82-H and 83-H have been re-assigned in 
accordance with the original numbering from the first reading and public hearing. The previously 
submitted ordinances 82-H and 83-H should be disregarded. 

CC: Mayor Bill Foster 
Tish Elston, City Administrator 
Rick Mussett, City Development Senior Administrator 
Dave Goodwin, Director, Planning and Economic Development Department 

Attachment: revised Ordinance 82-H 
revised Ordinance 83-H 



ORDINANCE NO. 82-H 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; AMENDING 
CHAPTER 3, FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT, PROVIDING 
FOR A NEW ACTIVITY CENTER; ADDING A NEW MAP 6A; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, consistent with the requirements of Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the City 
of St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish goals, objectives and policies to 
guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the City has provided for activity centers m accordance with the 
Countywide Plan Rules; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to add a new activity center to the Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning & Visioning Commission of the City has reviewed the 
proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing on August 13, 2013 and 
has recommended approval; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the 
Planning & Visioning Commission and the City Administration, and the comments received 
during the public hearing conducted on this matter, finds that the proposed amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan are appropriate; 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

Policies: 

LU2.1 To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the following activity 
centers as part of this Land Use Plan: 

1. Gateway 3. Tyrone 5. Central Avenue Corridor 
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza 

Section 2. Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, is 
hereby amended by adding a new Map 6A as shown on the attached exhibit. 

Section 3. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be 
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, 
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance. 



Section 4. Coding. Words in struck-through type shall be deleted. Underlined words 
constitute new language that shall be added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue 
in full force and effect. 

Section 5. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in 
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective 31 days after the state land planning 
agency notifies the City that the plan amendment package is complete, unless there is a timely 
administrative challenge in accordance with Section 163.3184(5), F.S., in which case the 
ordinance shall not become effective unless and until the state land planning agency or the 
Administration Commission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment(s) to be in 
compliance. Additionally, in the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance 
with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon approval by the Pinellas County Board of 
County Commissioners, acting in their capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority, and the 
Pinellas Planning Council, provided such approvals occur 31 days or more after adoption of this 
ordinance by City Council. If such approval by either the Pinellas County Board of County 
Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council occurs fewer than 31 days after adoption, this 
ordinance shall not become effective until 31 days after City Council adoption. If either the 
Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners or the Pinellas Planning Council fails to 
approve this ordinance at any point after City Council adoption, it shall not become effective. 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 as described above. 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED AS TO 
FORM AND CONTE 

Date 

' ---- (f-tr-IJ 
Planning & Economic Development Dept. Date 
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ORDINANCE NO. 83-H 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
AMENDING CHAPTER I6 OF THE CITY CODE; 
PROVIDING FOR REDUCED BUILDINGS SETBACKS, 
ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL DENSITY, INTENSITY 
(FLOOR-AREA-RATIO) AND BUILDING HEIGHT, AND 
SITE, BUILDING AND STREETSCAPE DESIGN 
STANDARDS FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN AN 
ACTIVITY CENTER AND DESIGNATED WITH CRT-I 
(CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL), CRT-2 
(CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL), CCT -I 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL TRADITIONAL), CCT-2 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL TRADITIONAL) OR CCS-I 
(CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN) ZONING; 
PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION OF THE CRT-I, CRT-2, 
CCT -I AND CCT -2 ACTIVITY CENTER 
DESIGNATIONS IN THE MATRIX: ZONING 
DISTRICTS AND COMPATIBLE FUTURE LAND USE 
CATEGORIES; PROVIDING FOR LIMITED 
ACCESSORY RETAIL AND CAFE USE WITHIN THE 
CRT-I ACTIVITY CENTER DESIGNATION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

Section One. The allowable uses for "Cafe, Neighborhood-Scale" in the following zoning 
district (the use designation in all other zoning districts remains unchanged) in Section I6.10.020.1 of the 
St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

CRT-1 FromGtoA 

Section Two. The definition for "Cafe, Neighborhood-Scale" in Section 16.10.020.1 of 
the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Establishments serving and selling food prepared on the premises, or beverages, which are 
generally intended for immediate on- or off-site consumption. This use shall be located within a 
completely enclosed building and limited to the first floor of an existing building which was 
originally constructed for a commercial use. If an existing building was not originally constructed 
for a commercial use or is a new building, the maximum gfa for each such use in the building shall 
be I ,200 sf in 'Traditional' districts and 2,400 sf in 'Suburban' and 'Downtown' districts, and the 
gfa of all such uses shall not exceed 25% of any building. When located within the Central 
Avenue Corridor Activity Center, this land-use type shall only be allowed as an accessory use not 
to cumulatively exceed 50% of the gross floor area for the first floor and 25% of the gross floor 
area for all buildings. Accessory outdoor dining is regulated within this Matrix as "Restaurant and 
Bar, Accessory Outdoor Area." 
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Section Three. The allowable uses for "Retail, Neighborhood-Scale" in the 
following zoning district (the use designation in all other zoning districts remains unchanged) in Section 
16.10.020.1 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

CRT-I FromGto A 

Section Four. The definition for "Retail, Neighborhood-Scale" in Section 16.10.020.1 of 
the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Establishments selling goods stored within completely enclosed buildings to the general public 
only on the first floor of an existing building which was originally constructed for a commercial 
use. If an existing building was not originally constructed for a commercial use or is a new 
building, the maximum gfa for each such use in the building shall be 1 ,200 sf in 'Traditional' 
districts and 2,400 sf in 'Suburban' and 'Downtown' districts, and the gfa of all such uses shall not 
exceed 25% of any building. When located within the Central A venue Corridor Activity Center, 
this land-use type shall only be allowed as an accessory use not to cumulatively exceed 50% of the 
gross floor area for the first floor and 25% of the gross floor area for all buildings. 

Section Five. Section 16.10.020.2, Matrix: Zoning Districts and Compatible Future Land 
Use Categories of the St. Petersburg Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Section 16.10.020.2 MATRIX: ZONING DISTRICTS AND COMPATIBLE FUTURE LAND USE CATEGORIES 

Max. Denslty[lntenslty Maximum FLUP Zoning District Permitted by Right, Compatible Land Use Category Density, per acre per acre 

NT-1 15/.50 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Residential (PR-R) 15/.50 FAR (2) 
NT-2 15/.50 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Residential (PR-R) . 15/.50 FAR{2J 
NT-3 7/.40 FAR Residential Urban (RU) 7.5/.40 FAR 
NT-4 15/.85 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR {2) 
NSE 2/.20 FAR Residential Low {RL) 5/.40 FAR 
NS-1 7.5/.35 FAR Residential Urban (RU) 7.5/.40 FAR 
NS-2 5/.30 FAR Residential Low (RL} 5/.40 FAR 
NSM-1 15/.50 FAR Residential Medium (RM) 15/.50 FAR 
NSM-2 24/.60 FAR Residential High (RH) 30/.60 FAR 
NMH 8/.30 FAR Residential Medium (RM) 15/.50 FAR 
NPUD-1 7.5/.30 FAR Residential Urban (RU) 7.5/.40 FAR 
NPUD-2 10/.30 FAR Residential Low Medium {RLM) 10/.50 FAR 
CRT-1 24/1.0 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use {PR-MU) 24/1 .25 FAR {2) 
CRT-1 (activity center) 60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelooment-Mixed Use (PR-MUJ 60/2.5 FAR_16) 
CRT-2 40/1.5 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD} Per Redevelopment Plan 

CRT -2_Lactivitv center) 60/2.5 FAR Communitv Redevelooment District ICRm £6\ Per Redevelooment Plan 

CRS-1 15/.50 FAR Residential/Office General (R/OG) 15/.50 FAR 
CRS-2 24/.65 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1 .25 FAR (2) 
CRS-2 (activity center) 30/.70 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 30/.70 FAR (2) 
CCT-1 24/1.0 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2) 
CCT-1 lactivitv center) 60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelooment-Mixed Use IPR-MU) 60/2.5 FAR (6) 
CCT-2 40/1.5 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD) Per Redevelopment Plan 

CCT-2 (activitY center) 60/2.5 FAR Community Rede_velooment DisJrict (CRD) (6l Per Redevelopment Plan 

CCS-1 15/.55 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 24/1.25 FAR (2) 



83-H 
Page 3 

CCS-1 (activity center) 
CCS-2 
CCS-2 (activity center) 
CCS-3 
IS 
IT 
DC-Core 
DC-1 
DC-2 
DC-3 
DC-P 
IC (I) 
IC (RIOG) 
IC (CRD, activity center) 
IC (T/U) 
EC 
RC-1 
RC-1 (activity center) 
RC-2 
RC-2 (activity center) 
PRES 

60/2.5 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use (PR-MU) 
40/.75 FAR Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (PR-C) 
60/1.12FAR Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (PR-C) 
24/0.55 FAR Commercial General (CG) 
None/.65 FAR Industrial Limited (IL) 
None/.75 FAR Industrial General (IG) 

Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 
Central Business District (CBD) 

12.5/.55 FAR Institutional (I) 
15/.50 FAR Residential/Office General (RIOG) 
24/1.35 FAR Community Redevelopment District (CRD) 
None/.60 FAR Transportation/Utility (T/U) 
75/1.37 FAR P! Industrial Limited (IL) 
30/.75 FAR Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-C) 
45/1.12 FAR Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-C) 
55/1.0 FAR Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-C) 
82/1.5 FAR Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-C) 
(4) Preservation 

1. Residential density pertains only to the property formerly known as the Sod Farm 
2. Per Vision 2020 Special Area Plan 
3. Per Areawide Development of Regional Impact (ADRI) and Redevelopment Plan 
4. TOR, E shall equal1.0 unit per acre/.05 FAR 

22/.82 FAR (2) 
55/1.25 FAR (2) 
60/1.12 FAR (2) 
24/.55 FAR 
None/.65 FAR 
None/.75 FAR 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
See footnote (3) 
12.5/.55 FAR 
15/.50 FAR 
Per Redevelopment Plan 

None/.60 FAR 
75/1.5 FAR (1) 
55/1.25 F AR{2) 
45/1.12 FAR (2) 
55/1.25 FAR (2) 
82/1.5 FAR (2) 
0.10 FAR 

5. Federal, State and local government buildings and grounds, and cemeteries, hospitals, houses of worship and schools in any zoning district 
are also compatible with the Institutional (I) land use category. 

6. Per the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan 
This Matrix is a reference only. In any conflict between this and another reQulation, the other reQulation shall control. 

Section Six. 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CRT-1 

Minimum lot area (square ft.) 4,500 

Residential density 24 
Maximum 

Residential density 
residential density 

within activity center 
3660 

(units per acre) 
Workforce housing 
density bonus 

6 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity H2.5 
(floor area ratio) 

within activity center 
Workforce housing 
intensity bonus 

0.2 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.75 

CRT-2 

4,500 

40 

4G60 

6 

1.5 

H2.5 

0.2 

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 oflot dimensions, calculation of maximum residential density, 
nonresidential floor area and impervious surface. 

Section Seven. Section 16.20.060.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

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

Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

Building Height 
Top of roof peak 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

PFimaey All buildin~ 36ft. 48ft. 

PFimaiJo· All buildin~ within activity center 48ft. 48ft. 

Pfimaey All buildings within Central A venue Corridor 
72ft.* 72ft.* 

Activitv Center 
Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments. 
*The allowable height encroachment identified in Section 16.20.060 and referred to a<> "Building in a mixed-use or 
nonresidential zoning district (with 50 J;!ercent or more of the first floor of the yrinciJ;!al structure devoted to yarking syaces)" 
shall be prohibited within the Central Avenue Corridor Activitv Center. 
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Building Setbacks 

Stoop 

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CRT-1 CRT-2 

7ft. 
................................................. ............................................................... 0 ft. from the nroneny line or 

Front yard Open porch 10ft. 10 ft. from the curb, 
.................................................... -- -.... -.. -.... ---- ...... .. .. -.. -................. -.... -- ......... whichever is greater 
Building 15ft. 

Interior side yard 5 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the nroneny line or 
Street side yard 10ft. 10 ft. from the curb, 

whichever is greater 

With alley 5 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear yard 

No alley 7.5 ft. 7.5 ft. 

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 Within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center 

CRT-1 and CRT-2 

Buildin& Setbacks Within t•t Avenues North and South Central A venue 
Central A venue Corridor 

Activin: Center Buildin& hei&ht in Buildin& hei&bt in B!l!!d!D& hei&ht in Buildin& hei&ht in 
setback UJ2 to setback setback un to setback 

42ft.* 42 ft.* to 72 ft. 42ft.* 42 ft.* to 72 ft. 
0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 

nronerty line or nronerty line or nronerty line or nronerty line or 
Front Yard 10 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 

curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever 
is greater is greater is greater is greater 

Interior 
CRT-1 5 ft. 15ft. 5 ft. 15ft. 

------------ ------ ------·----------------- - ---------------- -------- ------------·----------- ------ ........ -- .. ------- -...... 
Side yard 

CRT-2 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 

0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 
nronerty line or nronerty line or nronerty line or nroner!Y line or 

Street Side Yard 10 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 
curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever 

is greater is greater is greater is greater 
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Rear Yard 
With alley 

No alley 

0 ft. 

10ft. 

10ft. 0 ft. 

10ft. 10ft. 

Additional criteria max affect setback reguirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 
Refer to technical standards for xard t~es, and setback encroachments. 
Enclosing QOrches in the front xard setback is regulated bx the general develoQment standards. 

10ft. 

10ft. 

* Where a single develoQment Qroject includes at least 135 feet of linear frontage along the Qrim!!IX street, building setbacks will 
be assessed above 48 feet in lieu of the standard 42 feet. 

Image for reference only: 

Right - of- Way 

Minimum Building Setbacks for SE Uses 

Building Setbacks SE Uses CRT-1 CRT-2 

All yards 35ft. 35ft. 

Refer to technical standards for yard types. 

Section Eight. Section 16.20.060.7 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

Building and Parking Layout and Orientation 

1. New multi building development shall relate to the development of the surrounding properties. 
This means there shall be no internally oriented buildings which cause rear yards and rear facades 
to face toward abutting properties. 

2. Buildings shall create a presence on the street. This means that a minimum of 60 percent of the 
principal structure's linear frontage, per street face, shall be built on the building setback line. 

a. For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, ground floor 
residential dwelling units may be setback up to an additional six (6) feet from the building 
setback line in fulfillment of the 60 percent requirement. 
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3. All service areas and loading docks shall be located behind the front facade line of the principal 
structure. 

4. The principal structure shall be oriented toward the primary street. A principal structure on a 
comer property may be oriented to the secondary street so long as all street facades are articulated 
as primary facades. Buildings at the comer of two intersecting streets are encouraged to highlight 
and articulate the comer of the building. 

5. All mechanical equipment and utility functions (e.g. electrical conduits, meters, HV AC 
equipment) shall be located behind the front fa9ade line of the principal structure. Mechanical 
equipment that is visible from the primary street shall be screened with a material that is 
compatible with the architecture of the principal structure. 

6. Parking, detention and retention ponds, drainage ditches and accessory structures shall be located 
behind the principal building to the rear of the property. Detention and retention ponds and 
drainage ditches shall comply with the design standards set forth in the Drainage and Surface 
Water Management Section. 

7. Parldag struetHres s:hall be iatema-1 to t:he site ami iael1:1de arehiteetHral featllres related to t:he 
priaeipa-1 struetHre. Pa:rkiag struetHres t:hat ab1:1t a street, s:hall eoffiaiH retail, offiee or resideatial 
1:1ses aloag t:he street sides of t:he struetHre. 

* * * * * * * 
Building form. 

1. Buildings should create a width to height ratio of no more than 1: 1. Buildings that exceed the 
width to height ratio of 1: 1 shall feature architectural fenestration creating a bay system that 
divides the building design into a maximum ratio of 1:1. This may be done through pilasters, 
arcades, building line and roof line off-sets, materials and other appropriate architectural features . 

Streetwoll. 

Articulating different uses at lower building levels will aid in creating a sense of human scale in mid-rise 
buildings. Addressing human scale may be achieved through architectural detailing and by variation in the 
three-dimensional character of the building mass as it rises skyward. 

1. Buildings shall use expression lines within the first two (2) floors to delineate the divisions 
between the base and middle or top of the building. Expression lines may include a horizontal 
band. projecting material. shift in vertical plane. change in building material. or other treatment. 
Where existing, adjacent buildings have an established expression line, minor variations to this 
standard will be considered. 

* * * * * * * 
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Parking Structures and Surface Parking Lots. 

1. Parking structures shall utilize a recognized architectural style. 

2. Parking structures which are part of an overall project shall utilize the same architectural style, 
fenestration and detailing as the principal structure. 

3. Sloping interior floors shall not be visible or expressed on the exterior face of the building. 

4. Parking structures may be located at grade, provided that the perimeter along each street is devoted to 
active uses in accordance with the use regulations of this section. Parking structures located above the 
ground floor are encouraged to either encase the parking level with active uses or an architecturally 
compatible design that creates an attractive facade to screen the structure from the street (not alley). 

5. Surface parking lots that are visible from the street (not alleys) shall provide a solid knee wall not less 
than 36 inches high. 

Building Materials. 

Building material standards protect neighboring properties by holding the building's value longer thereby 
creating a greater resale value and stabilizing the value of neighboring properties. 

1. Building materials shall be appropriate to the selected architectural style and shall be consistent 
throughout the project. 

2. The base of buildings, where the building meets the sidewalk and entryway, shall be constructed 
of high-quality, hardened materials. The use of high-quality materials will protect against damage 
caused by pedestrian traffic and thereby benefit the lifetime maintenance costs of the building. 

Use Regulations. 

For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, non-vehicular, pedestrian
oriented uses shall be incorporated into no less than 60 percent of the linear building frontage along 
Central and 1st Avenues North and South. 

1. Non-vehicular, pedestrian-oriented uses shall have a minimum average depth of 25 feet; 

2. Non-residential, pedestrian-oriented uses including office, personal service, and neighborhood 
scale retail and cafe, are encouraged; 

3. Credit toward fulfillment of the 60 percent requirement shall also be granted for those portions of 
the building including limited residential support activities (e.g., lobbies, fitness centers) and 
where each ground floor, multi-family dwelling unit has a primary entrance along the street. The 
primary entrance shall include a decorative door surround, porch, portico or stoop, or a 
combination thereof. 
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Streetscape Improvements. 

For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, the abutting public sidewalk 
shall be generally improved consistent with the "Promenade: Level Two" streetscape treatment plan 
identified in the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines, except as may be prohibited by the relevant permitting 
authority. 

Section Nine. 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 

Residential density 24 40 

Maximum 
Residential density 

36 4960 
within activity center 

residential density 
Workforce housing 

(units per acre) 
density bonus 6 6 

Hotel density 
45 N/A 

(rooms per acre) 

Nonresidential intensity 1.0 1.5 
Maximum 

Nonresidential intensity 
nonresidential intensity 1.5 H2.5 

within activity center 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing 
intensity bonus 

0.2 0.2 

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 Ten. Section 16.20.080.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 
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16.20.080.6. - Building envelope: Maximum height and minimum setbacks. 

Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

Building Height CCT-1 

Primary buildings 42ft. 

Small lot 
48ft. 

( < one acre in size) 

Primary building within 
Medium lot 
(between one and two 60ft. 

activity center 
acres in size) 
Large lot 

84ft. 
{> two acres in size) 

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

CCT-2 

60ft. 

~72ft.* 

~72ft.* 

~72ft.* 

*The allowable height encroachment identified in Section 16.20.060 and referred to as "Building in a mixed-use or non-
residential zoning district (with 50 uercent or more of the first floor of the urinciual structure devoted to uarking SQaces)" shall 
be orohibited within the Central Avenue Corridor Activitv Center. 

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CCT-1 CCT-2 

Building Setbacks 
Building height in Building height in Building height 

in setback setback up to 42 ft. setback up to 42 ft.* 42ft.* to 72ft. 
0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 

Front yard 
property line or 10 property line or 10 property line or W 
ft. from the curb, ft. from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

Interior side yard 0 ft. 0 ft. 15 ft. 

0 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 

Street side yard 
property line or 5 ft. property line or 5 ft. property line or W 
from the curb, from the curb, 20 ft. from the curb, 
whichever is greater whichever is greater whichever is greater 

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

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 

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. 
* Where a single develoument QrQj!,;ct includes at least 135 feet of linear frontage along the uri mar~ street, building setbacks 
will be assessed above 48 feet in lieu of the standard 42 feet. 
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Section Eleven. Section 16.20.080.7 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

Building and Parking Layout and Orientation 

1. New multi building development shall relate to the development of the surrounding properties. 
This means there shall be no internally oriented buildings which cause rear yards and rear facades 
to face toward abutting properties. 

2. Buildings shall create a presence on the street. This means that a minimum of 60 percent of the 
principal structure's linear frontage, per street face, shall be built on the building setback line. 

3. All service areas and loading docks shall be located behind the front facade line of the principal 
structure. 

4. The principal structure shall be oriented toward the primary street. A prineipal stmetare building 
on a comer property may be oriented to the secondary street so long as all street facades are 
articulated as primary facades. Buildings at the comer of two intersecting streets are encouraged to 
highlight and articulate the comer of the building. 

5. All mechanical equipment and utility functions (e.g. electrical conduits, meters, HV AC 
equipment) shall be located behind the front fas;ade line of the principal structure. Mechanical 
equipment that is visible from the primary street shall be screened with a material that is 
compatible with the architecture of the principal structure. 

6. Parking, detention and retention ponds, drainage ditches and accessory structures shall be located 
behind the principal building to the rear of the property. Detention and retention ponds and 
drainage ditches shall comply with the design standards set forth in the Drainage and Surface 
Water Management Section. 

7. Parking stmetares shall be internal to the site and inelede arehiteetaral feateres related to the 
prineipal stmemre. Parking stmemres that abet a street, shall eontam retail, offiee or residential 
eses along the street sides of the stmetare. 

* * * * * * * 
Building form. 

1. Buildings should create a width to height ratio of no more than 1: 1. Buildings that exceed the 
width to height ratio of 1: 1 shall feature architectural fenestration creating a bay system that 
divides the building design into a maximum ratio of 1: 1. This may be done through pilasters, 
arcades, building line and roof line off-sets, materials and other appropriate architectural features. 

2. The first floor of each multi-story building shall be at least thafl-.12 feet in height as measured to 
the bottom of the second floor. 
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Streetwa/L 

Articulating different uses at lower building levels will aid in creating a sense of human scale in mid-rise 
buildings. Addressing human scale may be achieved through architectural detailing and by variation in the 
three-dimensional character of the building mass as it rises skyward. 

1. Buildings shall use expression lines within the first two (2) floors to delineate the divisions 
between the base and middle or top of the building. Expression lines may include a horizontal 
band, projecting material, shift in vertical plane, change in building material, or other treatment. 
Where existing, adjacent buildings have an established expression line, minor variations to this 
standard will be considered. 

* * * * * * * 

Parking Structures and Surface Parking Lots. 

1. Parking structures shall utilize a recognized architectural style. 

2. Parking structures which are part of an overall project shall utilize the same architectural style, 
fenestration and detailing as the principal structure. 

3. Sloping interior floors shall not be visible or expressed on the exterior face of the building. 

4. Parking structures may be located at grade, provided that the perimeter along each street is devoted to 
active uses in accordance with the use regulations of this section. Parking structures located above the 
ground floor are encouraged to either encase the parking level with active uses or an architecturally 
compatible design that creates an attractive facade to screen the structure from the street (not alley). 

5. Surface parking lots that are visible from the street (not alleys) shall provide a solid knee wall not less 
than 36 inches high. 

Building Materials. 

Building material standards protect neighboring properties by holding the building's value longer thereby 
creating a greater resale value and stabilizing the value of neighboring properties. 

1. Building materials shall be appropriate to the selected architectural style and shall be consistent 
throughout the project. 

2. The base of buildings, where the building meets the sidewalk and entryway, shall be constructed 
of high-quality, hardened materials. The use of high-quality materials will protect against damage 
caused by pedestrian traffic and thereby benefit the lifetime maintenance costs of the building. 
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Use Regulations. 

For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center, non-vehicular, pedestrian
oriented uses shall be incmporated into no less than 60 percent of the linear building frontage along 
Central and 1st A venues North and South. 

1. Non-vehicular, pedestrian-oriented uses shall have a minimum average depth of 25 feet; 

2. Non-residential, pedestrian-oriented uses including office. personal service. and neighborhood 
scale retail and cafe. are encouraged; 

3. Credit toward fulfillment of the 60 percent requirement shall also be granted for those portions of 
the building including limited residential support activities (e.g., lobbies, fitness centers) and 
where each ground floor. multi-family dwelling unit has a primary entrance along the street. The 
primary entrance shall include a decorative door surround, porch, portico or stoop, or a 
combination thereof. 

Streetscape Improvements. 

For properties located within the Central A venue Corridor Activity Center, the abutting public sidewalk 
shall be generally improved consistent with the "Promenade: Level Two" streetscape treatment plan 
identified in the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines, except as may be prohibited by the relevant permitting 
authority. 

Section Twelve. Section 16.20.090.5 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. 
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Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity 

CCS-1 CCS-2 

Small lot 100ft. 100ft. 
(less than 1.0 acre~) 

Minimum lot width 
Medium lot 

200ft. 200ft. 
(between 1.0- 2.0 acres}_ 
Large lot 

300ft. 300ft. 
(greater than 2.0 acres) 

Minimum lot area 
4,500 4,500 

(square ft.) 

Residential density 15 40 

Residential density within 
~60 60 

activity center 

Maximum 
Workforce housing density 

6 6 
residential density 

bonus 
Workforce housing intensity 

(units per acre) 
bonus within activity center 

6 10 

Hotel density 
45 55 

(rooms per acr~ 

TDR density bonus 9 0 

Nonresidential intensity 0.55 0.75 

Nonresidential intensity 
~2.5 1.12 

within activity center 
Maximum 

Workforce housing intensity 
nonresidential intensity 0.2 0.2 

bonus 
(floor area ratio) 

Workforce housing intensity 
bonus within activity center 

0.2 0.5 

TDR intensity bonus 0.2 0 

Maximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.85 0.9 

CCS-3 

100ft. 

200ft. 

300ft. 

4,500 

24 

N/A 

6 

N/A 

40 

0 

NIA 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

0.11 

0.9 

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 im_pervious surface. 

Section Thirteen. Section 16.20.090.6 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 
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16.20.080.6.- Building envelope: Maximum height and minimum setbacks. 

Maximum Building Height (All Districts) 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Height SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT 
(Less than (Between 1.0 - 2.0 
1.0 acre) acres) 

All Buildings 36' 36' 

Within Activity Center 48' 60' 

Within Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center 72' * 72' * 
Refer to Technical Standards regarding measurement of building height and height encroachments. 

LARGE LOT 
(Greater than 

2.0 acres) 

48' 

84' 

72' * 

*The allowable height encroachment identified in Section 16.20.060 and referred to as "Building in a mixed-use or nonresidential 
zoning district (with 50 J2S:rcent or more ofthe first floor of the QrinciQal structure devoted to Qarking SQaces)" shall be Qrohibited 
within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center. 

Minimum Building Setbacks 

CCS-1, CCS-2 and CCS-3 

Building Setbacks SMALL LOT MEDIUM LOT LARGE LOT 
(Less than 1.0 (Between 1.0- 2.0 (Greater than 2.0 

acre) acres) acres) 

Adjacent to street Non-residential use 10' 20' 20' 
(not alleys) 
Minimum Residential use including 20' Setback residential use liner 

0' 20' 

Adjacent to street 
(not alleys) 

Any use 30' 80' NA 
Maximum 
Setback 

Non-residential use abutting a 10' 10' 10' 
non-residential use 

Non residential use abutting a 25' 35' 50' Interior Side Yard residential use 
Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
residential use 
Non-residential use abutting a 20' 20' 20' 
non-residential use 

Rear Yard 
Non-residential use abutting a 25' 35' 50' 
residential use 
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Waterfront Yard 

Residential use (including 
residential use liner) abutting a 
residential use 

20' 20' 

20' 20' 

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and building or fire codes. 

Refer to Technical Standards for yard types and setback encroachments. 

20' 

20' 

Minimum Building Setbacks Within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center 

CCS-1 

Building Setbacks Within l't Avenues North and South Central A venue 
Central A venue Corridor 

ActiviD:: C~gter Building height in Building height in Building height in Building height in 
setback ug to setback setback ug to setback 

42ft. 42 ft. to 72ft. ~ft. 42ft. to 72ft. 
0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the 1 0 ft. from the 

QrOQerty line or QrOQerty line or QrOQerty line or QrOQerty line or 
Front Yard 1 0 ft. from the 30 ft. from the I 0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 

curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever 
is greater is greater is greater is greater 

Interior side yard 5 ft. 15ft. 5 ft. 15ft. 

0 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 0 ft. from the I 0 ft. from the 
QrOQerty line or QrOQerty line or QrOQerty line or QroQerty line or 

Street Side Yard 10 ft. from the 30 ft. from the 10 ft. from the 20 ft. from the 
curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever curb, whichever 

is greater is greater is greater is greater 

With alley 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft. 
Rear Yard 

No alley 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 10ft. 

Additional criteria may affect setback regyirements ins;luding d!<!:!i!m stand11rds and Qyilding or fir!< codes. 
Refer to technical standards for yard t:t.I!es, and setback encro!ls;hments. 
Enclosinl!: norches in the front vard setback is rel!:ulated bv the l!:eneral develonment standards. 
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Image for reference only: 

Right - of - Way 

Section Fourteen. Section 16.20.090. 7 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended 
creating a new subheading at the end of the section, which shall read as follows: 

Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center. 

For properties located within the Central Avenue Corridor Activity Center. any proposed site, building 
and streetscape design shall conform to the design criteria in Subsection 16.20.060.7. St. Petersburg City 
Code. 

Section Fifteen. Words which are underlined shall be added and words which are sffttek 
thi'ough shall be deleted from the existing City Code. 

Section Sixteen. 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 Seventeen. 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. 

D APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

-/{j -13> 
p Date 

l.~;,s)tJ 
Date 
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Attached documents for item Citywide Street Milling and Resurfacing FY 2014 Project:  [MOVED 

to Reports as F-5] 
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Attached documents for item Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to All American Concrete, 

Inc. for SAN (Sanitary) Sewer Repair & Replacement FY 2014, for the Water Resources 

Department at an estimated annual cost of $1,650,000 for FY 2014. 



,, 

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to All American Concrete, Inc. for SAN (Sanitary) Sewer 
Repair & Replacement FY 2014, for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of 
$1 ,650,000 for FY 2014. 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received three bids for the SAN Sewer Repair & Replacement FY 
2014 (see below) Capital Improvement Project 

The work consists of repair and replacement of gravity and pressurized wastewater collection system piping, 
manholes, and associated appurtenances. The Water Resources Department's strategy for the 
renewal/rehabilitation of the wastewater collection system utilizes open-cut and trenchless methods under 
annual contracts to supplement the Water Resources Department's maintenance staff. 

Bids were opened November 14, and are tabulated as follows: 

Bidder 
All American Concrete, Inc. (Largo, FL) 
Rowland, Inc. (Pinellas Park, FL) 
Dallas 1 Corp. (Pinellas Park, FL) 

Base Bid 
$1,645,550.64 
$2,113,968.00 
$3,410,790.00 

All American Concrete, Inc, the low bidder, has met the specifications, terms and conditions of Bid No. 7 483A 
dated October 16, 2013. They have satisfactorily performed these services for the city in the past Principals of 
the firm are Jeffery J. Nasse, President and Anthony P. Nasse, Jr., Secretary. A blanket purchase agreement 
will be issued to the vendor and will be binding only for actual services rendered . This agreement will be 
effective through December 31, 2015 with four one-year renewal options by mutual agreement. 

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this contract to All American Concrete, Inc. in the 
amount of $1,650,000, as budgeted by the Water Resources Department for FY 2014. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds are available in the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund 
(4003) SAN Pipe Repair & Replacement FY14 Project (14247) . 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND 
APPROVING THE AWARD OF A TWO-YEAR 
AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) 
WITH FOUR ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS 
TO ALL AMERICAN CONCRETE, INC FOR 
COMPLETION OF SANITARY SEWER REPAIR 
& REPLACEMENT FY 2014 CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT FOR THE WATER 
RESOURCES DEPARTMENT AT AN 
ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO 
EXCEED $1 ,650,000 FOR FY 2014; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received three 
bids for Sanitary Sewer Repair & Replacement FY 2014 Capital Improvement Project pursuant 
to Bid No. 7483A dated October 16, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, All American Concrete, Inc has met the specifications, terms and 
\...,. conditions of Bid No. 7483A; and 

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends approval of this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of a two-year agreement (Blanket 
Agreement) with four one-year renewal options to All American Concrete, Inc for Sanitary 
Sewer Repair & Replacement FY 2014 Capital Improvement Project for the Water Resources 
Department at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $1,650,000 for FY 2014 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: 

~ 
City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Water and Wastewater Chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks 

and Recreation Departments: 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Amend Resolution Number 2012-519 to modify the amount with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. 
and to ratify and approve renewals for calendar year 2013 with Allied Universal Corp. and Carmeuse 
Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and 
Recreation departments. 

Explanation: Odyssey Manufacturing Co. ("Odyssey") provides liquid sodium hypochlorite which is used 
to disinfect wastewater at the City's four water reclamation facilities and is also used to chlorinate North 
Shore Pool. Allied Universal Corp. ("Allied") provides sodium hydroxide which is used in combination with 
quicklime to stabilize the chloramines and safeguard potable water, as well as to protect the iron piping in 
the water distribution system and is also used with sodium hypochlorite to maintain odor control at the 
Southwest Water Reclamation Facility. Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. ("Carmeuse") provides quicklime for 
the Cosme Water Treatment Plant to soften and adjust ph levels of potable water and reduce pipe 
corrosion within the potable water distribution system. 

On October 7, 2010, December 9, 2010 and December 1, 2011 City Council approved annual 
cooperative blanket purchase agreements with Odyssey for sodium hypochlorite, Carmeuse for calcium 
oxide (quicklime) and Allied for sodium hydroxide (caustic soda), respectively. These purchases were 
made from a joint bid with Tampa Bay Water. On December 1, 2011 City Council approved the first 
renewal with Odyssey and Carmeuse. 

On November 19, 2012 Council approved a resolution for renewal with Odyssey, one of three intended 
vendors, for water and wastewater chemicals. Renewals for Allied and Carmeuse were inadvertently left 
out of that resolution and the amount authorized for Odyssey was therefore incorrect. However, the City 
continued to purchase from these two vendors under their renewal options. Under the renewal of 
contract clause, the city reserves the right to extend the contracts for an additional one-year period if 
mutually agreeable. 

The Legal Department, in cooperation with the Procurement, Water Resources and Parks and Recreation 
departments, recommends that Council amend Resolution Number 2012-519 to modify the amount with 
Odyssey Manufacturing Co. and to ratify and approve renewals for calendar year 2013 with Allied 
Universal Corp. and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater chemicals for the Water 
Resources and Parks and Recreation Departments as follows: 

Wastewater Chemicals ............................................................ $1 ,285,980 

Odyssey Manufacturing Co 1,885,460 gal @ $1,063,400 
$0.564/gal 

Allied Universal Corp 257 tons@ 121,950 
$474.50/ton 

Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc 480 tons@ 100,630 
$209.64/ton 

All vendors have agreed to uphold the prices firm under the terms and conditions of Tampa Bay Water 
Bid Contract No. 2011-026, dated August 17, 2010; Contract No. 2012-021 dated November 15, 2011; 
and Contract No. 2011-024 dated October 26, 2010 respectively. This renewal will be effective through 
December 30, 2013 and will be binding only for actual quantities ordered. 

Continued on Page 2 
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Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Water 
Resources Operating Fund (4001) [$1,265,980], Water Resources Department Albert Whitted Water 
Reclamation Facility (WRF) (4202169), Northeast WRF (4202173), Northwest WRF (4202177), 
Southwest WRF (4202181) and Cosme W.T.P. Operations (4202077) and in the General Fund (0001) 
[$20,000], Parks & Recreation Department, North Shore Pool (1901677). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 



A RESOLUTION AMENDING CITY COUNCIL 
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-519 TO MODIFY, 
RATIFY AND APPROVE RENEWAL 
AGREEMENTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2013 
WITH ODYSSEY MANUFACTURING CO., 
ALLIED UNIVERSAL CORP. AND CARMEUSE 
LIME & STONE, INC. FOR WATER AND 
WASTEWATER CHEMICALS FOR THE 
WATER RESOURCES AND PARKS AND 
RECREATION DEPARTMENTS; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, on October 7, 2010, December 9, 2010 and December 1, 2011 City 
Council approved annual cooperative blanket purchase agreements with Odyssey Manufacturing 
Co. ("Odyssey") for sodium hypochlorite, Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. ("Carmeuse") for 
calcium oxide (quicklime) and Allied Universal Corp. ("Allied") for sodium hydroxide (caustic 
soda), respectively utilizing a joint bid with Tampa Bay Water; and 

WHEREAS, on December 1, 2011 City Council approved the first renewal with 
Odyssey and Carmeuse; and 

WHEREAS, on November 19, 2012 Council passed Resolution 2012-519 which 
approved a one-year renewal with Odyssey, one of three intended vendors, for water and 
wastewater chemicals; and 

WHEREAS, renewals for Allied and Carmeuse were inadvertently left out of that 
resolution and therefore the amount authorized for Odyssey was incorrect; and 

WHEREAS, the City continued to purchase from. the two vendors under their 
renewal options that were inadvertently left out of Resolution 20 12-519; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation Departments, recommends that Council 
amend Resolution Number 2012-519 to modify the amount with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. 
and to ratify and approve renewals for calendar year 2013 with Allied Universal Corp. and 
Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater chemicals for the Water Resources and 
Parks and Recreation Departments. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the amount of the first renewal option to the Agreement (Blanket 
Agreement) with Allied Universal Corp in the amount of $121,950 for water and wastewater 
chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation Departments is hereby ratified and 
approved; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the second renewal options to the Agreement 
with Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. in the amount of $100,630 is hereby ratified and approved; 
and 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that amount of the second renewal option to the 
Agreement with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. is hereby amended to $1 ,063 ,400; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the total amount of the Agreement for water 
and wastewater chemical is $1,285,980 and the Mayor or Mayor's Designee is authorized to 
execute all documents necessary to effectuate these transactions. 

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (dlsig.nee) 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Odyssey Manufacturing Co; Allied Universal Corp; 
and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for water and wastewater chemicals for the Water Resources and 
Parks and Recreation departments at an estimated annual cost of $1,433,355. 

Explanation: On October 7, 2010, December 9, 2010 and December 1, 2011 City Council approved 
annual cooperative blanket purchase agreements with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. for sodium 
hypochlorite, Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for calcium oxide (quicklime) and Allied Universal Corp. for 
sodium hydroxide (caustic soda) respectively. These purchases were made from a joint bid with Tampa 
Bay Water. On December 1, 2011 City Council approved the first renewal for sodium hypochlorite and 
quicklime. On November 19, 2012 City Council approved the second renewal for sodium hypochlorite and 
quicklime and the first renewal for caustic soda. Under the renewal of contract clause, the city reserves 
the right to extend the contracts for an additional one-year period if mutually agreeable. 

Odyssey Manufacturing Co. provides liquid sodium hypochlorite which is used to disinfect wastewater at 
the City's four water reclamation facilities and is also used to chlorinate North Shore Pool. Allied Universal 
Corp. provides caustic soda which is used in combination with quicklime to stabilize the chloramines and 
safeguard potable water, as well as to protect the iron piping in the water distribution system and is also 
used with sodium hypochlorite to maintain odor control at the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility. 
Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. provides quicklime for the Cosme Water Treatment Plant to soften and 
adjust pH levels of potable water and reduce pipe corrosion within the potable water distribution system. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation 
departments, recommends for renewal: 

Wastewater Chemicals ............................................................ $1 ,433,355 

Odyssey Manufacturing Co 2,112,540 gal@ $1,077,395 
$0.51/gal 

Allied Universal Corp 220 tons@ 104,391 
$474.50/ton 

Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc 1,200 tons@ 251,569 
$209.64/ton 

Allied and Carmeuse have agreed to hold pricing under the terms and conditions of Tampa Bay Water 
Bid Contract No. 2011-026, dated August 17, 2010; Contract No. 2012-021 dated November 15, 2011; 
and Contract No. 2011-024 dated October 26, 2010 respectively. Odyssey Manufacturing lowered their 
pricing by $0.054/gallon for an estimated annual savings of $112,460. Administration recommends 
renewal of the agreements based upon the vendors' past satisfactory performance, demonstrated ability 
to comply with the terms and conditions of the contract, and no requested price increases. These 
renewals will be effective through December 30, 2014 and will be binding only for actual quantities 
ordered. Amounts paid to vendors pursuant to the agreements shall not exceed a combined total of 
$1,433,355. 

Continued on Page 2 



Water & Waste Water Chemicals 
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Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Water 
Resources Operating Fund (4001) [$1,062,092), Water Resources Department Albert Whitted Water 
Reclamation Facility (WRF) (4202169), Northeast WRF (4202173), Northwest WRF (4202177), 
Southwest WRF (4202181) and Cosme W.T.P. Operations (4202077) and in the General Fund (0001) 
[$20,000], Parks & Recreation Department, North Shore Pool (1901677). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE THIRD AND FINAL ONE
YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS TO THE AGREEMENTS 
(BLANKET AGREEMENTS) WITH ODYSSEY 
MANUFACTURING CO. AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL 
COST NOT TO EXCEED $1 ,077,395 AND CARMEUSE LIME 
& STONE, INC. AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT 
TO EXCEED $251 ,569; APPROVING THE SECOND ONE
YEAR RENEWAL OPTION TO THE AGREEMENT WITH 
ALLIED UNIVERSAL CORP. AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL 
COST NOT TO EXCEED $104,391, FOR A TOTAL 
ESTIMATED COST NOT TO EXCEED $1,433,355 FOR THE 
PURCHASE OF WATER AND WASTEWATER CHEMICALS 
FOR THE WATER RESOURCES AND PARKS AND 
RECREATION DEPARTMENTS; AUTHORIZING THE 
MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THESE 
TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, On October 7, 2010, City Council approved the award of one-year 
agreements (Blanket Agreements) with three one-year renewal options to Odyssey 
Manufacturing Co. ("Odyssey"), and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. ("Carmeuse") for the 
purchase of water and wastewater chemicals for the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation 
Departments utilizing Tampa Bay Water Contract No. 2011-026 dated August 17, 2010; and 

WHEREAS, on December 1, 2011 City Council approved the first one-year 
renewal options to the Agreements with Odyssey and Carmeuse; and 

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2011, City Council approved the award of a one
year agreement (Blanket Agreement) with three one-year renewal options to Allied Universal 
Corp. ("Allied") for water and wastewater chemicals utilizing Tampa Bay Water Contract No. 
2011-026 dated August 17, 201 0; and 

WHEREAS, on November 19, 2012, City Council, by adoption of Resolution No. 
2012-519, approved the second one-year renewal option to the Agreements with Odyssey; and 

WHEREAS on December 19, 2013, City Council approved a resolution amending 
Resolution No. 2012-519 to modify the amount authorized for Odyssey and to ratify and approve 
the second renewal options for Carmeuse and the first renewal option for Allied; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the third and final one-year renewal 
options to the Agreements with Odyssey and Carmeuse and the second one-year renewal option 
to the Agreement with Allied; and 

WHEREAS, Carmeuse and Allied have agreed to uphold pricing under the terms 
and conditions of Tampa Bay Water Contract No. 2011-026 and Odyssey Manufacturing Co. has 
lowered its pricing; and 



WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the Water Resources and Parks and Recreation Departments, recommends approval of the 
renewal options of the Agreements. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the third and final one-year renewal options to the Agreements 
(Blanket Agreements) with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. at an estimated annual cost not to 
exceed $1,077,395 and Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. at an estimated annual cost not to exceed 
$251,569 and the second one-year renewal option to the Agreement with Allied Universal Corp 
at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $104,391 for a total estimated cost not to exceed 
$1,433,355 for the purchase of water and wastewater chemicals for the Water Resources and 
Parks and Recreation Departments are hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor's Designee is 
authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate these transactions; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this renewal will be effective through 
December 30, 2014. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

~ 
'-" City Attornty (designee) 
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Attached documents for item Renewing annual license and maintenance agreements from Oracle 

America, Inc., a sole-source provider, for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset 

Management (WAM) applications, Oracle Spatial, and other Oracle technology products at a cost of 

$5 



,/ 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

. Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Renewing annual license and maintenance agreements from Oracle America, Inc., a 
sole-source provider, for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management 
(WAM) applications, Oracle Spatial, and other Oracle technology products at a cost of 
$552,225.06. 

Explanation: The city received a proposal for renewal of the annual license and maintenance 
agreements for Oracle software. The vendor provides 24/7 telephone support, access to its 
support database (My Oracle Support), application and technology upgrades, program fixes and 
issue escalation management for all Oracle products. The service agreement renewal will be 
effective from January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014. 

The city utilizes Oracle software to manage a number of processes including the Oracle 
eBusiness Suite used for human resources, finance, payroll, budget, projects, grants, property 
management, housing loans, billing and collections, purchasing, and inventory. The Water 
Resources Department uses the Work and Asset Management (WAM) application to manage 
operations; and the Engineering Department is the primary user of the Spatiai/GIS system. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the ICS Department, recommends for 
renewal: 

Oracle America, lnc ................... ..................................................... $552,225.06 

This purchase will be made in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the Sole Source 
Procurement of the City Code which authorizes City Council to approve the purchase of a 
supply or service over $100,000 without competitive bidding if it has been determined that the 
supply or service is available from only one source. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been appropriated in the ICS Operating 
Fund (5011) Oracle eBusiness Solutions Division (850-2559). 

Attachments: Sole Source 
Resolution 

Approvals: 

f2X ~) L;Jj( /( r az·-u~ 
Budget 



City of St. Petersburg 

Sole Source Request 
Procurement & Supply Management 

Department: ICS Requisition No. --------------------
Check One: X Sole Source Proprietary Specifications 

Proposed Vendor: Oracle American, Inc. 

Estimated Total Cost: $552,225.06 

Description of Items (or Services) to be purchased: 

Annual Maintenance and Support agreements for Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work 
and Asset Management (WAM), Oracle Spatial, and other Oracle and Solaris technology 
products 

Purpose of Function of items: 

Annual Maintenance and Support agreements 

Justification for Sole Source of Proprietary specification: 

Oracle is a sole source provider of maintenance and support of Oracle products. 

I hereby certify that in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the City of St. Petersburg 
Procurement Code, I have conducted a good faith review of available sources and have 
determined that there is only one potential source for the required items per the above 
justification. I also understand that under Florida Statute 838.22(2) it is a second degree felony 
to circumvent a competitive bidding process by using a sole-source contract for commodities or 
services. 

Department Director Date 

A~ Date 

Louis Moore, Director 
Procurement & Supply Management 

Rev(1/11) 



APPROVING RENEWAL OF ANNUAL LICENSE AND 
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENTS WITH ORACLE AMERICA 
INC., A SOLE SOURCE PROVIDER, FOR THE ORACLE E
BUSINESS SUITE, ORACLE WORK AND ASSET 
MANAGEMENT APPLICATIONS, ORACLE SPACIAL AND 
OTHER ORACLE TECHNOLOGY PRODUCTS AT A COST 
OF $552,225.06; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY 
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City utilizes the Oracle eBusiness Suite for human resources, finance, 
payroll, budget, projects, grants, housing loans, purchasing, inventory, billing & collections 
applications and the Work and Asset Management and Spacial/GIS Systems; and 

WHEREAS, the City wishes to renew the annual license and maintenance agreements 
with Oracle through December 31, 2014 at a cost of $552,225.06; and 

WHEREAS, this purchase is being made in accordance with Section 2-241(d) ofthe City 
Code (Sole Source Procurement); and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department, in cooperation with the ICS Department, 
recommends renewing the annual license and maintenance agreements with Oracle. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida that renewal of the annual license and maintenance agreements with Oracle 
America, Inc. for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management applications, 
Oracle Spacial and other Oracle technology products at a cost of $552,225.06 is hereby 
approved. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that 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. 
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Attached documents for item Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Motorola Solutions, Inc. for 

non-public safety radios and accessories for the ICS Department at an estimated annual cost of 

$681,480.80. 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Motorola Solutions, Inc. for non-public 
safety radios and accessories for the ICS Department at an estimated annual cost of 
$681,480.80. 

Explanation: This purchase is being made from Florida State Contract No. 725-500-12-1. The 
vendor will furnish and deliver mobile and portable radios which will be used with the 
City/County 800 MHz P25 Motorola trunking radio communication system. In compliance with 
Homeland Security requirements, Pinellas County is converting the analog trunking radio 
system to an APCO Project 25 (P25) interoperable digital system. The County has requested 
that all City radios be compliant with this system by the end of 2014. To that end, Pinellas 
County will complete upgrades of all City Police and Fire and Rescue radios over the next 
twelve months at no cost. Non-public safety radios used by Water Resources, Parks & 
Recreation, Fleet Management, Billing & Collections and Sanitation must also be upgraded or 
replaced in order to operate on the P25 digital system. It is estimated that of the 977 radios 
used by these departments, 495 will require replacement. The old radios, which are more than 
eight years old, will be sold at public auction. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the ICS Department, recommends for award 
utilizing Florida State Contract No. 725-500-12-1 : 

Motorola Solutions, Inc .................................................. $681 ,480.80 
XTL 1500 Mobile Radio, 115 @ $1 ,995.20 EA 
XTS 1500 Portable Radio, 380 @ $1,189.56 EA 

Motorola Solutions, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and conditions of Florida State ITB 
No. 09-725-500-A dated January 12, 2011. This purchase 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. 
A blanket purchase agreement will be issued and will be binding only for actual quantities 
purchased. The agreement will be effective from date of award through June 29, 2014. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been appropriated in the Technology 
and Infrastructure Fund (5019} Communications account (850-2573). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

~~ dfllinistrative 

By..') ~k /)- Y-G 
Budget 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE A WARD OF 
AN AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) 
TO MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS, . INC. FOR NON
PUBLIC SAFETY RADIOS AND ACCESSORIES 
FOR THE ICS DEPARTMENT AT AN 
ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO 
EXCEED $681,480.80 UTILIZING FLORIDA 
STATE CONTRACT NO. 725-500-12-1; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Pinellas County has requested that all City radios used with the 
City/County 800 MHz P25 Motorola trunking radio communication system be compliant with 
APCO Project 25 interoperable digital system in compliance with Homeland Security 
requirements by the end of2014; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-243(e) of the City Code, the City is permitted 
to purchase supplies from a competitively bid proposal or contract secured by state, county or 
municipal government; and 

WHEREAS, Motorola Solutions, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and 
conditions of Florida State ITB No. 09-725-500-A dated January 12, 2011; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the ICS Department, recommends approval ofthis award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the award of an agreement (Blanket Agreement) to Motorola 
Solutions, Inc. for non-public safety radios and accessories for the ICS Department at an 
estimated annual cost not to exceed $681,480.80 utilizing Florida State Contract No. 725-500-
12-1 ; hereby approved and the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute all documents 
necessary to effectuate this transaction; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through 
June 29,2015. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Accepting a proposal from Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. for 

parking facilities management services at an estimated three year cost of $4,276,915. 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Accepting a proposal from Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. for parking facilities 
management services at an estimated three year cost of $4,276,915. 

Explanation: The vendor will manage and operate six parking facilities at the following locations: 
Municipal Services Center, South Core Garage, Mid Core Garage, AI Lang Field, 3rd Ave. S. event lot and 
the BOO 1st Ave. S. lot. The vendor manages the facilities for a not to exceed (NTE) management fee with 
75% portion of the fee at risk based upon performance criteria and is reimbursed for actual operating 
expenses within budget limits. The management fee includes the cost of hiring and supervising 
employees including background checks, liability insurance, establishing work schedules, executing 
operating policies and procedures, and executive-level oversight from the local and corporate offices. The 
city reimburses the contractor for operating expenses such as salaries and benefits of on-site staff, 
worker's compensation insurance, security, utilities, repair and maintenance, telephones and equipment 
replacement. 

Responsive proposals were received from ABM Parking Services, Inc., Lanier Parking Meter Services, 
LLC d/b/a Lanier Parking Solutions, LAZ Florida Parking, LLC, Park One of Florida, LLC, Republic 
Parking System, Inc., and Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. Proposals were evaluated by 
representatives from City Development Administration, Development Review Services and, and a South 
Core private floor owner representative. Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. met all requirements and 
offered the lowest management fees. Additionally, the vendor brings the advantages of industry-specific 
expertise and a broad labor pool to assist with special events and assignments. 

The Procurement Department in cooperation with the Transportation & Parking Management Department 
recommends for award: 

Central Parking System of Florida, Inc ............................................. $4,276,915 

Year 1 Year 2 Year3 
Reimbursable Expenses, NTE $1,342,543 $1,288,626 $1,326,570 
Management Fee, Fixed 27,391 28,213 29,059 
At Risk Fee, NTE 78,171 78,171 78,171 
Total, NTE $1,448 105 $1,395,010 $1,433,800 

Central Parking System of Florida, Inc. has met the requirements of dated RFP No. 7480 dated June 24, 
2013. Central Parking currently provides these services to the City and has performed satisfactorily. A 
blanket purchase agreement will be issued to the vendor and will be binding only for actual services 
rendered. This agreement will be effective through January 31, 2017 and has two one-year renewal 
options. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Parking 
Revenue Fund (1021), Transportation & Parking Management Department account numbers (2812873), 
(2812877), (2812885), (2812893), (2812895) and (2812897). 

Attachment: Resolution 

Approvals: 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL 
AND APPROVING THE A WARD OF A THREE 
YEAR AGREEMENT, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR 
RENEWAL OPTIONS, TO CENTRAL PARKING 
SYSTEM OF FLORIDA, INC. FOR PARKING 
FACILITIES MANAGEMENT SERVICES AT A 
THREE YEAR COST NOT TO EXCEED 
$4,276,915; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT 
AND ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO 
EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement and Supply Management Department ("Procurement 
Department") received seven proposals pursuant Request for Proposals No. 7480 dated June 24, 
2013, for parking facilities management ("RFP"); and 

WHEREAS, Central Parking System ofFlorida, Inc. ("Central Parking"), has met the 
terms and conditions ofthe RFP; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Department of 
Transportation and Parking, has reviewed the proposals and recommends this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the proposal and award of a three year agreement, with two one-year 
renewal options, to Central Parking System of Florida, Inc., for parking facilities management 
services at a three year cost not to exceed $4,276,915 is hereby approved. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to 
execute the agreement and all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

;prove? Form and Substance: 

Ci~om y (Designee) 
final 



483 

 

 

Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative 

Funding Agreement (“Agreement”) between the City of St. Petersburg and the Southwest Florida 

Water Management District that provides $1,650,000 in funding for the design and construction of 

Sn 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative 
Funding Agreement ("Agreement") between the City of St. Petersburg and the Southwest 
Florida Water Management District that provides $1,650,000 in funding for the design and 
construction of Snell Isle Boulevard N.E., Rafael Boulevard and Vicinity Storm Drainage 
Improvements, (Engineering Project No. 13009-110, Oracle No. 13729); and all other 
documents necessary to effectuate the Agreement and providing an effective date. 

EXPLANATION: A Cooperative Funding Agreement ("Agreement") has been prepared 
between the Board of the Southwest Florida Water Management District ("SWFWMD") and the 
City for share equal funding in the amount of $1,650,000 each toward the implementation of 
stormwater drainage improvements on Rafael Boulevard N.E., between Snell Isle Boulevard 
and Brightwaters Boulevard. 

The agreement provides for reimbursement of 50% of eligible consultant costs as well as 50% 
of the actual construction cost, but not exceeding a total aggregate amount of $1,650,000. 

The total project design and construction cost is estimated to be $4,200,000. The design has 
begun and is expected to be completed in May 2014. Construction is expected to commence in 
October, 2014 and be completed December, 2015. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution 
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative Funding Agreement between 
the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida Water Management District that provides 
$1 ,650,000 in funding for the design and construction of Snell Isle Boulevard N.E., Rafael 
Boulevard and Vicinity Storm Drainage Improvements, (Engineering Project No. 13009-110, 
Oracle No. 13729) and all other documents necessary to effectuate the Agreement and 
providing an effective date. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funds will be available in the Stormwater 
Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013) and the Neighborhood and Citywide Infrastructure 
Capital Improvement Fund (3027), Snell Isle Boulevard and Rafael Project (13729). 

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution and Maps 

APPROVALS: 1B5 ~h4d;-ld) 
Legal: 00185111 .doc v. 2 

v Bucihe 

1 



-----------------------

Resolution No. ___ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR 
HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A COOPERATIVE 
FUNDING AGREEMENT ("AGREEMENT") 
BElWEEN THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AND 
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT 
DISTRICT THAT PROVIDES $1,650,000 IN 
FUNDING FOR THE DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION OF SNELL ISLE BOULEVARD 
N.E., RAFAEL BOULEVARD AND VICINITY 
STORM DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, 
(ENGINEERING PROJECT NO. 13009-110, 
ORACLE NO. 13729); AND ALL OTHER 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 
THE AGREEMENT; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

-------------------

WHEREAS, a Cooperative Funding Agreement ("Agreement") has been prepared 
between the Pinellas-Anclote River Basin Board of the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District and the City for shared equal funding in the amount of $1,650,000 toward the 
implementation of stormwater drainage improvements on Rafael Boulevard N.E., between Snell 
Isle Boulevard and Brightwaters Boulevard; and 

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides for reimbursement of fifty percent (50%) of 
consulting engineering services related to surveying, geotechnical report, permitting, plans, 
bidding documents, and other services not exceeding a total aggregate amount of $1,650,000, 
with the total project design and construction cost estimated to be $4,200,000; and 

WHEREAS, design has begun and is expected to be completed in May, 2014. 
Construction is expected to commence in October, 2014 and be completed by December, 2015. 

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 a Cooperative 
Funding Agreement ("Agreement") between the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida 
Water Management District that provides $1,650,000 in funding for the design and construction 
of Snell Isle Boulevard N.E., Rafael Boulevard and Vicinity Storm Drainage Improvements, 
(Engineering Project No. 13009-110, Oracle No. 13729); and all other documents necessary to 
effectuate the Agreement. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved by: 

~ Legal Departmrlt 
By: (City Attorney or Designee) 

Legal: 00185182.doc V. I 

Approved by: 

~8.~ 
Thomas B. Gibson, P.E. 
Engineering Director 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative 

Funding Agreement (“Agreement”) between the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida Water 

Management District that provides $679,000 in funding for the design and construction of Tinney C 



; 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a 
Cooperative Funding Agreement ("Agreement") between the City of St. Petersburg and 
Southwest Florida Water Management District that provides $679,000 in funding for the 
design and construction of Tinney Creek At 94th Avenue North Storm Drainage 
Improvements, (Engineering Project No. 14018-110, Oracle No. 14118); and all other 
documents necessary to effectuate the Agreement; approving - a supplemental 
appropriation in the amount of $679,000 from the increase in the unappropriated 
balance of the Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013), resulting from these 
additional revenues, to the 94th A/N At Tinney Creek Project (14118); and providing an 
effective date 

EXPLANATION: A Cooperative Funding Agreement ("Agreement") has been prepared 
between the Board of the Southwest Florida Water Management District ("SWFWMD") 
and the City for share equal funding in the amount of $679,000 each toward the 
implementation of stormwater drainage improvements on Tinney Creek at 94th Avenue 

\..... North. 

The agreement provides for reimbursement of 50% of eligible consultant costs as well 
as 50% of the actual construction cost, but not exceeding a total aggregate amount of 
$679,000. 

The total project design and construction cost is estimated to be $1,700,000. The 
design has begun and is expected to be completed in August 2014. Construction is 
expected to commence in March, 2015 and be completed December, 2015. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution 
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Cooperative Funding Agreement 
("Agreement") between the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida Water 
Management District that provides $679,000 in funding for the design and construction 
of Tinney Creek At 94th Avenue North Storm Drainage Improvements, (Engineering 
Project No. 14018-110, Oracle No. 14118); and all other documents necessary to 
effectuate the Agreement; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of 
$679,000 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the Stormwater Drainage 
Capital Projects Fund (4013), resulting from these additional revenues, to the 94th A/N 
At Tinney Creek Project (14118); and providing an effective date 

1 



.• 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funds will be available in the 
Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (14118, 80960, 3027) after approval of a 

'-" supplemental appropriation in the amount of $679,000 from the increase in the 
unappropriated balance of the Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013), 
resulting from these additional revenues. 

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution and Map 

APPROVALS: 
Ad 

Legal: 00185105 doc V. 2 1&(, 
dget 

2 
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Resolution No. 2013 - ___ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A COOPERATIVE FUNDING 
AGREEMENT ("AGREEMENT") BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST. 
PETERSBURG AND SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER 
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT THAT PROVIDES $679,000 IN 
FUNDING FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF 
TINNEY CREEK AT 94TH AVENUE NORTH STORM DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS, (ENGINEERING PROJECT NO. 14018-110, 
ORACLE NO. 14118); AND ALL OTHER DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THE AGREEMENT; 
APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $679,000 FROM THE INCREASE IN THE 
UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE STORMWATER 
DRAINAGE CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (4013}, RESULTING 
FROM THESE ADDITIONAL REVENUES, TO THE 94TH A/NAT 
TINNEY CREEK PROJECT (14118); AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE date 

WHEREAS, a Cooperative Funding Agreement ("Agreement") has been prepared 
between the Pinellas-Anclote River Basin Board of the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District and the City for shared equal funding in the amount of $679,000 toward the 
implementation of stormwater drainage improvements on Tinney creek at 94th Avenue North 
("Project"); and 

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides for reimbursement of fifty percent (50%) of 
consulting engineering services related to surveying, geotechnical report, permitting, plans, 
bidding documents, and other services not exceeding a total aggregate amount of $679,000, 
with the total project design and construction cost estimated to be $1,700, 000; and 

WHEREAS, design has begun and is expected to be completed in August 2014. 
Construction is expected to commence in March 2015 and be completed by December 2015; 
and 

WHEREAS, a supplemental appropriation of $679,000 is required. 

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 a Cooperative 
Funding Agreement ("Agreement") between the City of St. Petersburg and Southwest Florida 
Water Management District that provides $679,000 in funding for the design and construction of 
Tinney Creek at 94th Avenue North Storm Drainage Improvements, (Engineering Project No. 
14018-110, Oracle No. 14118); and all other documents necessary to effectuate the Agreement; 
and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that there is hereby approved from the increase in the 
unappropriated balance of the Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013), resulting 
from these additional funds, the following supplemental appropriation for FY14: 

Stormwater Drainage Capital Projects Fund (4013) 
941h A/Nat Tinney Creek Project (14118) $679,000 



This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved by: 

116 
Legal Department 
By: (City Attorney or Designee) 

Tom Greene 
Budget Director 

Legal: 00185210.doc V. 2 

e 

Approved by: L 
~,g. ,a~ 

Thomas B. Gibson, P.E. 
Engineering Director 
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Attached documents for item Renewing an agreement with Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for 

calcium oxide for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $395,000. 



r 

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Renewing an agreement with Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for calcium oxide for the 
Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $395,000. 

Explanation: On October 4, 2012 City Council approved an annual contract for calcium oxide 
effective through December 31, 2013. Under the renewal of contract clause, the city reserves the 
right to extend the agreement for three additional one-year periods if mutually agreeable. This is the 
first renewal. 

The vendor furnishes and delivers calcium oxide (quicklime) for the Southwest Water Reclamation 
Facility. Quicklime is used in conjunction with the facility's biosolids lime stabilization process to 
stabilize waste activated sludge to make the biosolids a Class AA product. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Water Resources Department, recommends 
for renewal: 

Carmeuse Lime & Stone, lnc ......................................... ................... $395,000 
1,629 tons @ $242.42/ton 

Carmeuse has agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and conditions of IFB No. 7402 dated 
October 31, 2012. Administration recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the vendor's 
past satisfactory performance, demonstrated ability to comply with the terms and conditions of the 
contract, and no requested increase in prices. The renewal will be effective through December 31, 
2014. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Water 
Resources Operating Fund (4001 ), Water Resources Southwest WRF (4202181 ). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

' ~ \JJ . ~ J '-...:t ' _ ' 

\ . 'b:\ \\ 
~ SJ.Idget 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST 
ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTION OF AN 
AGREEMENT WITH CARMEUSE LIME & 
STONE, INC. FOR CALCIUM OXIDE FOR THE 
WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT AT AN 
ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO 
EXCEED $395,000; AUTHORIZING THE 
MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO 
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO 
EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, on December 20, 2012 City Council approved the award of a one
year agreement with three one-year renewal options to Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. for calcium 
oxide for the Water Resources Department pursuant to IFB No. 7402 dated October 31, 2012; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the first one-year renewal option to the 
Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, Carmeuse Lime & Stone, Inc. has agreed to uphold the terms and 
conditions ofiFB No. 7402; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the Water Resources Department, recommends approval of this renewal. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the first one-year renewal option to the Agreement with Carmeuse 
Lime & Stone, Inc. for calcium oxide for the Water Resources Department at an estimated 
annual cost not to exceed $395,000 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 renewal will be effective through 
December 31, 2014. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Accepting a bid from Riley Electric Company, Inc., for lighting at 

Lakewood and Woodlawn athletic fields for the Parks & Recreation Department at a total cost of 

$305,625. 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Accepting a bid from Riley Electric Company, Inc., for lighting at Lakewood and Woodlawn 
athletic fields for the Parks & Recreation Department at a total cost of $305,625; and providing an 
effective date. 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received four responsive bids for athletic field lighting at 
the Lakewood Sports Complex, Woodlawn Field #4 and at the Woodlawn Football Field. The bid was 
sheltered for certified SBEs. At the Lakewood Soccer Fields and Woodlawn Field #4 the contractor will 
provide new recreational level light fixtures, automated lighting control, and remote ballast for two soccer 
fields and one baseball field. The lighting will be installed on the existing poles, electric service branch 
circuit wiring and controls. At the Woodlawn Football Field the contractor will provide new poles, 
crossarms, recreational level light fixtures, automated lighting control, remote ballasts, panel, lighting 
contactors, wireway, enclosures, timeclocks, conduit, branch circuit wiring, and controls. 

The contractor will begin work in approximately ten calendar days from written Notice to Proceed and is 
scheduled to complete the work within 90 consecutive calendar days thereafter. The Bids were opened 
on October 31, 2013 and are tabulated as follows: 

Riley Electric Company, Inc. (Largo, FL) 
Himes Electrical Service, Inc. (Lutz, FL) 
P&L Electric, Inc (Clearwater, FL) 
A&G Electrical Technologies, Inc. (San Antonio, FL) 

Base Bid Plus 
Alternates 
$305,625.00 
$317,860.00 
$345,254.00 
$392,100.00 

Riley Electric Company, Inc. the lowest responsive, responsible bidder and certified SBE, has met the 
specifications, terms and conditions of Bid No. 7543 dated October 8, 2013. They have satisfactorily 
completed similar work for the city and for the City of Clearwater, City of Sarasota, and Pinellas County 
School Board. The principal of the firm is Michael C. Riley, President. 

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this contract to Riley Electric Company, Inc. in 
the amount of $305,625.00. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds are available in the Recreation and Culture Capital 
Improvements Fund (3029), Athletic Field Lighting Improvements FY12 (13258) and 
Athletic Field Lighting Improvements FY13 (13751 ). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

Budget a 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND 
APPROVING THE A WARD OF AN 
AGREEMENT TO RILEY ELECTRIC CO., INC. 
FOR LIGHTING AT LAKEWOOD AND 
WOODLAWN ATHLETIC FIELDS FOR THE 
PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT AT A 
TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $305,625; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received four 
bids for lighting at Lakewood and Woodlawn athletic fields for the Parks and Recreation 
Department pursuant to Bid No. 7543 dated October 8, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, Riley Electric Co., Inc. has met the specifications, terms and 
conditions of Bid No. 7543; and 

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends approval of this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of an agreement to Riley Electric 
Co., Inc. for lighting at Lakewood and Woodlawn athletic fields for the Parks and Recreation 
Department at a total cost not to exceed $305,625 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: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Greenfield Environmental, 

Inc. a certified SBE, for asbestos, lead, and environmental site assessment consulting services at an 

estimated annual cost of $265,000. 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Greenfield Environmental, Inc. a certified SSE, 
for asbestos, lead, and environmental site assessment consulting services at an estimated annual 
cost of $265,000. 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received six bids for asbestos and lead testing, 
environmental site assessment and indoor air quality consulting services. The vendor will provide 
services such as sample collection and analysis , air monitoring, site visits , hazardous material 
inspection, pre-demolition surveys, and workplan development. The services are required to support 
city operations involving neighborhood stabilization projects; as well as the purchase, renovation, 
and demolition of structures, vacant land and existing facilities. The primary users of this agreement 
are Codes Compliance Assistance, Neighborhood Services, Engineering & Capital Improvements, 
and Real Estate and Property Management departments. 

The Procurement Department recommends for award: 

Greenfield Environmental, Inc . .. . ...................................... .................. $265,000 

Greenfield Environmental, Inc. has met the requirements of the solicitation dated October 24, 2013. 
Greenfield has provided these services for the city and has performed satisfactorily. A blanket 
purchase agreement will be issued to the vendor and will be binding only for actual services 
rendered. This agreement will be effective from date of approval through December 31, 2016 and 
has two one-year renewal options. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the 
Sanitation Operating Fund (4021) [$80,000], Neighborhood Services Code Compliance Demolition 
account (11 01129); the Neighborhood Stabilization Program Fund (1114) [$30,000], Housing and 
Community Development Account (0821 089) and in various capital projects in the General Capital 
Improvement Fund (3001) [$80,000] . 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

:tfv.. K LA1MPit 17-- '5'-13 
Administrative 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND 
APPROVING THE AWARD OF A ONE-YEAR 
AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) 
WITH TWO ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS 
TO GREENFIELD ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. 
FOR ASBESTOS, LEAD, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
CONSULTING SERVICES AT AN ESTIMATED 
ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $265,000; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received six 
bids for asbestos and lead testing, environmental site assessment consulting services pursuant to 
Bid No. 7569 dated October 24, 2013 ; and 

WHEREAS, Greenfield Environmental, Inc. has met the requirements of the 
solicitation dated specifications, terms and conditions of Bid No.7569; and 

'-"' WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends 
approval ofthis award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of a one-year agreement (Blanket 
Agreement) with two one-year renewal options to Greenfield Environmental , Inc. for asbestos 
and lead testing, environmental site assessment consulting service at an estimated annual cost not 
to exceed $265,000 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: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Riley Electric, Co., Inc. 

for installation and maintenance of street lighting for the Public Works Administration at an 

estimated annual cost of $200,000. 
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Riley Electric, Co., Inc. for installation and 
maintenance of street lighting for the Public Works Administration at an estimated annual cost of 
$200,000. 

Explanation: On January 20, 2011 City Council approved a three-year agreement with Riley Electric Co., 
Inc. for installation and maintenance of city owned street lighting. Under the renewal of contract clause, 
the City reserves the right to extend the contract for two one-year periods if mutually agreeable. This is 
the first renewal. 

The vendor provides all labor, materials, and equipment necessary for installation and maintenance of 
street lights, poles and pedestrian bollards. New installations are performed according to project 
schedules developed by the Public Works Administration, Capital Improvements and Neighborhood 
Partnership in support of the Mayor's street and pedestrian lighting initiatives and other neighborhood and 
downtown street lighting initiatives. The vendor also provides installation of new pedestrian and roadway 
street lighting with LED or induction lighting which provides 50 percent energy savings and lasts two to 
four times as long as the current lighting. Repairs and maintenance will be performed on an as-needed 
basis. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Public Works Administration, recommends for 
renewal: 

Riley Electric, Co., Inc. (SBE) ......... .. ...... .. ...... ... ........ .. ........ .. ...... .. .. ...... $200,000 

The vendor has agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and conditions of IFB No. 7077 dated October 
28, 2010. Administration recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the vendor's past 
satisfactory performance, demonstrated ability to comply with the terms and conditions of the contract, 
and no requested increase in labor rates. The vendor is also a certified SSE. The renewal will be effective 
from date of approval through January 31, 2015. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds are available in various capital projects in the General 
Capital Improvements Fund (3001 ), Neighborhood & Citywide Infrastructure Capital Improvement Fund 
(3027), and Recreation & Culture Capital Improvement Fund (3029). Maintenance costs will come from 
the General Fund (0001 ), Public Works Administration, Street Lighting & Support (0401 027) [$136,000). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST 
ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTION OF AN 
AGREEMENT WITH RILEY ELECTRIC CO., 
INC. FOR INSTALLATION AND 
MAINTENANCE OF STREET LIGHTING FOR 
THE PUBLIC WORKS ADMINISTRATION AT 
AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO 
EXCEED $200,000; AUTHORIZING THE 
MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO 
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY 
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, on January 20, 2011 City Council approved the award of a three
year agreement with two one-year renewal options to Riley Electric Co., Inc. for installation and 
maintenance of street lighting for the Public Works Administration pursuant to IFP No. 7077 
dated October 28, 2010; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the first one-year renewal option to the 
Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the Public Works Administration, recommends approval ofthis renewal. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the first one-year renewal option of the Agreement with Riley 
Electric, Co., Inc. for installation and maintenance of street lighting for the Public Works 
Administration at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $200,000 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 renewal will be effective through 
January 31, 2015. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Accepting a proposal from Bright House Networks LLC for a two-year 

contract for Internet services for the ICS Department in an amount not to exceed $165,070. 
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Accepting a proposal from Bright House Networks LLC for a two-year contract for 
Internet services for the ICS Department in an amount not to exceed $165,070. 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received three proposals for Internet services. The 
vendor will provide Internet service and related support for both local city complexes and remote 
city office locations. The City operates a private wide-area data network that requires high
speed Internet connectivity to the Police Department, City Hall, Water Resources, Sanitation, 
Fleet Management, Traffic Engineering, Fire Headquarters, and City Services complexes. In 
addition, the City operates a number of smaller remote office locations throughout the City and 
Tampa Bay area that are connected over leased cable links that require Internet connectivity. All 
of the remote locations use standards-based Virtual Private Network ("VPN") technology to 
secure the City's data. 

Proposals were received from Bright House Networks LLC, WideOpenWest Finance LLC and 
Cogent Communications, Inc. The proposals were evaluated by a team from ICS, Fire 
Department and Parks & Recreation based on qualifications, experience, proposal, cost and 
financial stability. The recommended proposal is based on the contractor that met all 
requirements and offered the lowest prices after the best and final offer. Additionally, as the 
recommended proposal was submitted by the current Internet-service provider, the city will not 
require ICS resources to replace cable-modems, reconfigure City perimeter routers, and 
configure new IP addresses at all remote city facilities. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the ICS Department, recommends: 

Bright House Networks LLC ..... ... ..... .... ................ $165,070 
(Two Years @ $82, 535 annually) 

The contractor has met the requirements of RFP No. 7580 dated June 18, 2013. Bright House 
Networks LLC is a Limited Liability Company formed in Delaware on July 9, 2002. They are 
located in Riverview, Florida and would be servicing the contract from the St. Petersburg office. 
They have 7,800 employees nationwide and over 2,400 employees located in the Tampa Bay 
area. Bright House Networks LLC has satisfactorily performed these services for the city in the 
past. The award will be effective from January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2015. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the 
Information & Communication Services Fund (5011) Network Support (8502565). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

Budget 



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL 
AND APPROVING THE A WARD OF A TWO
YEAR AGREEMENT TO BRIGHT HOUSE 
NETWORKS, LLC FOR INTERNET SERVICES 
FOR THE ICS DEPARTMENT IN AN AMOUNT 
NOT TO EXCEED $165,070; AUTHORIZING 
THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO 
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY 
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received three 
proposals for internet services pursuant to RFP No. 7580 dated June 18, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, Bright House Networks, LLC has met the requirements of the RFP 
No. 7580; and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the proposal is accepted and the award of a two-year agreement to 
Bright House Networks, LLC for Internet services for the ICS Department in an amount not to 
exceed $165,070 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor's Designee is authorized to execute 
all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective from 
January 1, 2014 through December 31,2015. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Approving a cooperative purchase agreement for gasoline and diesel 

fuel from J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. at an estimated annual cost of $156,670. 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Approving a cooperative purchase agreement for gasoline and diesel fuel from J.H. 
Williams Oil Company, Inc. at an estimated annual cost of $156,670. 

Explanation: This purchase is being made from Pinellas County Bid No. 123-0359-B. The 
vendor will furnish and deliver 87 octane unleaded gasoline and ultra low sulfur diesel No. 2 fuel 
in tankwagon loads (4,200 gallons or less). The fuel is used for on-site storage vessels to fuel 
generators and off-road equipment as well as for vehicles. The primary users are Water 
Resources, Golf Courses, Police and Fleet Management. 

The city participated in a joint bid with Pinellas County and 14 other local entities to purchase 
gasoline and diesel fuel in tankwagon deliveries. The price per gallon is based on the day of 
order placement plus a fixed fee for delivery and applicable taxes per Oil Price Information 
Service, United Publications (OPIS) Real-Time Rack, Port of Tampa, Florida, Calendar-Day 
Terminal Average (11:59 PM) published daily. The average cost is based on 2014 projections 
from the U. S. Energy Information Administration (EIA). The number of gallons for each fuel type 
is provided by each department based on past usage. 

The Procurement Department recommends for award utilizing Pinellas County Bid No. 123-
0359-B: 

J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc ........................ .... .... .. ................................ $156,670 

Gasoline, 87 Octane, tankwagon 6,200 GA @ 3.805 23,591 
Average Cost 3.3900 
Fixed fee 0.075 
Taxes 0.340 

Diesel, No. 2, tankwagon 4,800 GA @ 4.144 19,891 

Average Cost 3.7300 
Fixed fee 0.075 
Taxes 0.339 

Diesel, No. 2, off-road use, 29,330 GA @ 3.859 113,184 
tankwagon 

Average Cost 3.7300 
Fixed fee 0.075 
Taxes 0.054 

J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and conditions of Pinellas 
County Bid No. 123-0359-B dated September 26, 2013. This purchase is made in accordance 
with Section 2-243 (e) of the City Code which authorizes the Mayor or his designee to 
participate in a cooperative bid process with other governmental entities. A blanket purchase 
agreement will be issued to the vendor and will be binding only for actual quantities purchased. 

Continued on page 2 



Fuel, Gasoline and Diesel 
December 19,2013 
Page 2 

This agreement will be effective through December 14, 2015 and has one 24 month renewal 
option. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Golf 
Course Operating Fund (4061) [$44,816], Mangrove Bay Maintenance (6302509) and Twin 
Brooks Maintenance (6302513), Water Resources Operating Fund (4001) [$52,480] various 
divisions; and Fleet Management Fund (5001) [$17,405], Fleet Mechanical Costs (8002527). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 
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vehicles; and 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE A WARD OF 
A ONE-YEAR AGREEMENT (BLANKET 
AGREEMENT) TO J.H. WILLIAMS OIL 
COMPANY, INC. FOR GASOLINE AND 
DIESEL FUED AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL 
COST NOT TO EXCEED $156,670 UTILIZING 
PINELLAS COUNTY BID NO. 123-0359-B; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City has a need for gasoline and diesel fuel for its various 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-243(e) of the City Code, the City is permitted 
to purchase supplies from a competitively bid proposal or contract secured by state, county or 
municipal government; and 

WHEREAS, J. H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. has met the specifications, terms 
and conditions of Pinellas County Bid No. 123-0359-B dated September 26, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends 
approval of this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the award of a one-year agreement (Blanket Agreement) with one 24 
month renewal option to J. H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. at an estimated annual cost not to 
exceed $156,670 for the purchase of gasoline and diesel fuel is hereby approved and the Mayor 
or his designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; 
and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through 
December 14, 2015. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to SMS Systems 

Maintenance Services for computer hardware maintenance for the all City departments in an amount 

not to exceed $120,000. 



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to SMS Systems Maintenance 
Services for computer hardware maintenance for the all City departments in an amount not to 
exceed $120,000. 

Explanation: The Procurement Department received six proposals for computer hardware 
maintenance services. The vendor will provide maintenance services for server equipment in 
the City's primary and secondary data centers at the Water Resources department, Municipal 
Services Center and Police Headquarters. The equipment is used for file and print services, e
mail services, web site hosting, application access to systems such as Oracle a-Business Suite, 
SunGard Public Sector Land Based Applications, the Police lntergraph CAD/RMS system and 
other shared applications. The vendor will track end of life status for existing equipment and will 
install replacement parts in equipment as required. The monthly amounts for maintenance will 
vary as equipment is retired from the contract and/or new equipment is added to the contract 
during the term of the agreement. 

Proposals were received from American Wordata, Inc.; Custom Hardware Engineering & 
Consulting, Inc. dba CHE Consulting; EvolvTech a dba of BLM Technologies of Florida LLC; 
NETRAID; SMS Systems Maintenance Services and TERiX Computer Services. The proposals 
were evaluated by a team from ICS, Water Resources and Police departments based on 
qualifications, experience, proposal, cost and financial stability. SMS Systems Maintenance 
Services' proposal met all requirements and offered the second lowest pricing. Additionally, 
SMS uses OEM (Original Equipment Manufacturer) parts for all services and technical 
personnel are highly trained and certified on the City's data systems. 

The Procurement Department, in conjunction with the ICS department, recommends award: 

SMS Systems Maintenance Services ................................. $120,000 
3 Years at $40,000 Annually 

The contractor has met the requirements of RFP No. 7520 dated September 18, 2013. SMS 
Systems Maintenance Services has satisfactorily performed similar services for the City in the 
past. They were incorporated in the state of Massachusetts in January 1983. They are 
headquartered in Charlotte, North Carolina and would service the contract from the Tampa 
office. They have 565 employees nationwide and 6 employees located in the Tampa office. The 
award will be effective from January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2016. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the 
Information and Communication Services Fund (5011) [$36,000], Information and 
Communication Services Computer Operations (8502561 ), and the Water Resources Operating 
Fund (4001}, various Water Resources Department accounts. 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL 
AND APPROVING THE A WARD OF A THREE
YEAR AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) 
TO SMS SYSTEMS MAINTENANCE SERVICES, 
INC. FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE 
MAINTENANCE FOR THE ICS, WATER 
RESOURCES AND POLICE DEPARTMENTS IN 
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $120,000; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received six 
proposals for computer hardware maintenance services pursuant to RFP No. 7520 dated 
September 18, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, SMS Systems Maintenance Services has met the requirements of 
RFP 7520; and 

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends 
approval of this award. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the proposal is accepted and the award of a three-year agreement 
(Blanket Agreement) to SMS Systems Maintenance Services, Inc. for computer hardware 
maintenance for the ICS, Water Resources and Police Departments in an amount not to exceed 
$120,000 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 from 
January 1, 2014 through December 31,2016. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Renewing an agreement with Allied Universal Corp. for liquefied 

chlorine for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $100,100. 
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

Subject: Renewing an agreement with Allied Universal Corp. for liquefied chlorine for the Water 
Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $100,100. 

Explanation: On November 19, 2012 City Council approved an annual contract for liquefied 
chlorine effective through December 31, 2013. Under the renewal of contract clause, the city 
reserves the right to extend the agreement for two additional one-year periods if mutually 
agreeable. This is the final renewal. 

The vendor furnishes and delivers liquefied chlorine in one-ton cylinders that is used for 
disinfecting potable water. 

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Water Resources Department, 
recommends: 

Allied Universal Corp ................. .. .. .. .. .. . .... ................... . ... ..... $1 00,100 
($388.00/1 ton cylinder) 

'-" Allied Universal Corp. has agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and conditions of IFB No. 
7218. Administration recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the vendor's past 
satisfactory performance, demonstrated ability to comply with the terms and conditions of the 
contract, and no requested increase in prices. The renewal will be effective through December 
31' 2014. 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the 
Water Resources Operating Fund (4001), Water Resources Department, Cosme W.T.P. 
Operations (4202077). 

Attachments: Resolution 

Approvals: 

udget 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SECOND 
AND FINAL ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTION 
OF AN AGREEMENT WITH ALLIED 
UNIVERSAL CORP. FOR LIQUEFIED 
CHLORINE FOR THE WATER RESOURCES 
DEPARTMENT AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL 
COST NOT TO EXCEED $100,100; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, On December 15, 2011 City Council approved the award of a one
year agreement with two one-year renewal options to Allied Universal Corp. for liquefied 
chlorine pursuant to IFB No. 7218 dated October 31, 2011; and 

WHEREAS, on October 14, 2012 City Council approved the first one-year 
renewal option to the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the second and final one-year renewal 
option of the Agreement; and 

~ WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation 
with the Water Resources Department, recommends approval of this renewal. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the second and final one-year renewal option of the Agreement with 
Allied Universal Corp. for liquefied chlorine for the Water Resources Department at an 
estimated annual cost not to exceed $100,100 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 renewal will be effective through 
December 31, 2014. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney '(Designee) 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a five (5) year 

License Agreement with Robert A. Diaz, for an annual use fee of $50.00, to fence a portion of a 

City-owned property located in Safety Harbor for the City’s 36-Inch Water Transmission Main.  



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year 
License Agreement with Robert A. Diaz, for an annual use fee of $50.00, to fence a portion of a City
owned property located in Safety Harbor for the City's 36-Inch Water Transmission Main; and to 
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. 

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management has developed a standard License 
Agreement for the use of City-owned Water Transmission Main properties at the request of the 
Water Resources Department. Many property owners have previously been granted permission to 
use the properties through a letter from the Water Resources Department. This standard license 
agreement replaced the authorization by letter. 

The property owner, Robert A. Diaz ("Licensee"), did not have a letter of permission from the 
Water Resources Department to fence and maintain the property, but was informed by his new 
neighbors of their License Agreement and contacted the City to request a License Agreement for 
City-owned Water Transmission Main property adjacent to his property ("City Property"). The 
Licensee proposes to fence the City Property with black vinyl chain link fence and install a gate for 
City access for inspection and maintenance of the pipe as required by the City, upon approval of 
this License. 

The City Property is legally described as follows: 

All of Lot 7, and the West 1h of the North 16 Feet of Lot 8, along with the East Y2 of 
Lots 8 & 17, Block 3, HARBOR HIGHLANDS, as recorded in Plat Book 15, Page 19, 
of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida 
Pinellas County Parcel I. D. Ncs.: 04/29/16/35964/003/0070 & 

04/29/16/35964/003/0160 
Approximate Street Address: 1730 Main Street, Safety Harbor 

It should be noted that the adjacent property owner has a similar license agreement with the City 
for the remaining portion of the same City-owned parcels. 

The Licensee has executed a License Agreement(" Agreement'') for a term of five (5) years, subject 
to City Council approval. The Agreement provides that the Licensee shall be responsible for all 
applicable costs associated with the Licensee's use of the Property. The Licensee shall pay a use fee 
of $50.00 per year, including applicable taxes, in a lump sum of $250.00 to the City for the entire 
term. Additionally, the Licensee shall maintain a $500,000 Premises Liability policy, protecting the 
CM 131219-3 RE Diaz License Agreement 36-Inch TM 00185293.doc 1 



City against all claims which may arise or be claimed on account of the Licensee's use of the 
Property. The Licensee shall maintain the Property at its own cost and expense, remove the fence 
and deliver up the Property in good condition upon expiration of this Agreement. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached 
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year License Agreement with 
Robert A. Diaz, for an annual use fee of $50.00, to fence a portion of a City-owned property located 
in Safety Harbor for the City's 36-Inch Water Transmission Main; and to execute all documents 
necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: illustration and Resolution 

APPROVALS: Administration: 

Budget: 

Legal: 

N/A 

(As to consistency w/attached legal documents) 
Legal: 00185293.doc V. 
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ILLUSTRATION- 2 

MAIN 

LOT 9 

LOT 15 LOT 16 LOT 18 

SECOND STREET SOUTH 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR LICENSED AREA 
! ALL OF LOT 7, AND THE WEST 1/2 OF THE OF' THE NORTH 16FEET OF LOT 8, 
: ALONG WITH THE EAST 1/2 OF LOTS 8 & 17, BLOCK 3, HARBOR HIGHLANDS, 

I RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 15, PAGE 19, OF THE OFFICIAL RECORDS OF PINELLAS 
1 COUNTY, FLORIDA. 
I 

THIS IS NOT A SURVEY, SKETCH WAS PROVIDED TO ACCOMPANY THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION. 

ENGINEERING ~ CAPITAL IMPRCVEME~TS DEPARTMENT 
CITY llF" ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING SURVEY DIVISI!JN 
1744 NJNTJ4 AVENUE NORTH 

ST. PETERsBURG, F'LDRIDA 33713 
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PROJECT NO. 10942-19.3 
10/31/2013 
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Resolution No. 2013- __ _ 

A RESOLUTION AU1HORIZING THE MAYOR, OR 
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A FIVE (5) YEAR 
LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH ROBERT A. DIAZ, 
FOR AN ANNUAL USE FEE OF $50.00, TO FENCE 
A PORTION OF A CITY-OWNED PROPERTY 
LOCATED IN SAFETY HARBOR FOR THE CITY'S 
36-INCH WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN; AND TO 
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO 
EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, Real Estate and Property Management has developed a standard 
License Agreement for the use of City-owned Water Transmission Main properties at the request of 
the Water Resources Department; and 

WHEREAS, many property owners have previously been granted permission to use 
the properties through a letter from the Water Resources Department; and 

WHEREAS, this standard license agreement replaced the authorization by letter; and 

WHEREAS, the property owner, Robert A. Diaz ("Licensee"), did not have a letter of 
permission from the Water Resources Department to fence and maintain the property, but was 
informed by his new neighbors of their License Agreement and contacted the City to request a 
License Agreement for City-owned Water Transmission Main property adjacent to his property 
("City Property"); and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee proposes to fence the City Property with black vinyl chain 
link fence and install a gate for City access for inspection and maintenance of the pipe, as required 
by the City , upon approval of this License; and 

WHEREAS, the City Property is legally described as follows: 

All of Lot 7, and the West 1h of the North 16 Feet of Lot 8, along with the 
East ~ of Lots 8 & 17, Block 3, HARBOR HIGHLANDS, as recorded in 
Plat Book 15, Page 19, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida 
Pinellas County Parcell. D. No.: 04/29/16/35964/003/0070 & 

04/29/16/35964/003/0160; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee has executed a License Agreement(" Agreement'') wherein 
the Licensee is responsible for all applicable costs associated with the Licensee's use of the Property, 
subject to City Council approval; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall pay a use fee of $50.00 per year, including applicable 
taxes, in a lump sum of $250.00 to the City for the entire term; and 
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WHEREAS, the Licensee shall maintain a $500,000 Premises Liability policy, 
p rotecting the City against all claims which may arise or be claimed on account of the Licensee's use 
of the Property; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall maintain the Property at its own cost and expense, 
remove the fence and deliver up the Property in good condition upon expiration of this Agreement. 

NOW, 1HEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor, or his Designee, is authorized to execute a five (5) year License 
Agreement with Robert A. Diaz, for an annual use fee of $50.00, to fence a portion of a City-owned 
property located in Safety Harbor for the City's 36-Inch Water Transmission Main, as legally 
described above, and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

LEGAL: 

, 
City Attorney (Designee) 
Legal: 00185293.doc V. 2 

APPROVED BY: 

Steven Leavitt, Director 
Water Resources Department 

APPROVED BY: 

Real Estate and Property Management 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Second 

Amendment to Lease Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida 

non-profit corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, w 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Second 
Amendment to Lease Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida 
non-profit corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth A venue S.E., St. Petersburg, 
within Albert Whitted Airport for a second extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a 
period of one (1) year at a rental rate of $928.54 per month, with the right to request extensions for 
two (2) additional one (1) year terms, subject to approval by City Council; and to execute all 
documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. (Requires affinnative vote 
of at least six (6) members of City Council.) 

EXPLANATION: Real Estate & Property Management received a request from Ms. Terri Griner, 
President of Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc. ("Lessee"), asking the City to extend 
its Lease for an additional one (1) year term providing for use of the building and storage space 
("Premises") within the Albert Whitted Airport(" Airport") located at 451 Eighth A venue S.E., St. 
Petersburg. Through the adoption of Resolution No. 2012-47, on January 19, 2012 City Council 
approved a one-year Lease Agreement ("Lease"), with extensions for up to four ( 4) successive one 
(1) year terms, that provided the Lessee use of the Premises for the primary purpose of serving as 
the Lessee's business operations headquarters and an aviation museum. In addition, the Lessee will 
continue to facilitate Airport related activities, such as Airport tours, air-shows, aviation youth 
programs; and provide Airport community meeting space and a site for fundraising events, subject 
to approval by City Council. 

The current Lease provides for a $400 monthly offset against rent over the initial term and any 
renewal terms until the approved costs of the leasehold improvements have been exhausted or 
there is an early termination of the Lease. The total approved costs allowed for the offset was 
originally $24,000 with a balance of $14,400 remaining at the commencement of the second 
extension of the Lease Term. If the Lease is not renewed, or is terminated for any reason, and a 
balance remains on the offset, Lessee would forfeit the balance. The Lessee has also agreed that the 
City will not consider or approve any additional leasehold improvements to be applied as rent 
credits for this Lease. 

Under the existing Lease, the Lessee pays the City rent at a rate of $917.53 per month offset by the 
above described rent credit of $400 per month, plus applicable sales tax, and a refuse fee of $12 per 
month. The Lessee has executed a Second Amendment to the Lease, subject to approval by City 
Council Effective January 1, 2014, rent will be increased by 1.2% in accordance with the Consumer 
Price Index, to $928.54 per month offset by the rent credit of $400 per month, plus applicable sales 
tax, and the Lessee will pay the City a refuse fee at a rate of $15 per month. The Lessee has agreed 
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to lease the Premises in "as is" condition and will be responsible for all interior repairs to the 
Premises. The City will be responsible for any exterior and/or structural repairs to the Premise;. 

The Lessee will maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy in an amount of at least 
$1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate, protecting the City against all claims or 
demands that may arise or be claimed on account of the Lessee's use of the Premises. 

This Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02( c)( 4)1., of the City Charter, which permits the leasing 
of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed twenty-five (25) years, with an 
affirmative vote of at least six ( 6) members of City Council. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached 
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Second Amendment to Lease 
Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, 
for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted 
Airport for a second extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a period of one (1) year at a 
rental rate of $928.54 per month, with the right to request extensions for two (2) additional one (1) 
year terms, subject to approval by City Council; and to execute all documents necessary to 
effectuate same; and providing an effective date 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: illustration & Resolution 

APPROVALS: Administration: 

Budget: N/A 

Legal: 
I 

(As to consiStency w/attached legal documents) 
Legal:.00185387doc V. 1 
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Resolution No. 2013 -__ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR 
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A SECOND 
AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT WITH 
ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT PRESERVATION 
SOCIETY, INC., A FLORIDA NON-PROFIT 
CORPORATION, FOR THE USE OF FACILITIES 
LOCATED AT 451 EIGH1H A VENUE S.E., ST. 
PETERSBURG, WTIHIN ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT 
FOR A SECOND EXTENSION OF THE TERM OF THE 
LEASE AGREEMENT FOR A PERIOD OF ONE (1) 
YEAR AT A RENTAL RATE OF $928.54 PER MONTH, 
WITH THE RIGHT TO REQUEST EXTENSIONS FOR 
TWO (2) ADDffiONAL ONE (1) YEAR TERMS, 
SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY CITY COUNCIL; AND 
TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO 
EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, through the adoption of Resolution No. 2012-47, on January 19, 2012 City 
Council approved a one-year Lease Agreement with Lessee ("Lease"), with extensions for up to four 
( 4) successive one (1) year terms, that provided the Lessee use of the building and storage space for the 
primary purpose of serving as the Lessee's business operations headquarters and an aviation museum; 
and 

WHEREAS, Real Estate & Property Management received a request from Ms. Terri 
Griner, President of Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc. ("Lessee"), asking the City to 
extend its Lease for an additional one (1) year term providing for use of the building and storage space 
("Premises") within the Albert Whitted Airport ("Airport") located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. 
Petersburg; and 

WHEREAS, the Lessee will continue to facilitate Airport related activities, such as 
Airport tours, air-shows, aviation youth programs; and provide Airport community meeting space and 
a site for fundraising events, subject to approval by City Council; and 

WHEREAS, the current Lease provides for a $400 monthly offset against rent over the 
initial term and any renewal terms until the approved costs of the leasehold improvements have been 
exhausted or there is an early termination of the Lease; and 

WHEREAS, the total approved costs allowed for the offset was originally $24,000 with a 
balance of $14,400 remaining at the commencement of the second extension of the Lease Term; and 

WHEREAS, if the Lease is not renewed, or is terminated for any reason, and a balance 
remains on the offset, Lessee will forfeit the balance; and 
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WHEREAS, the Lessee has also agreed that the City will not consider or approve any 
additional leasehold improvements to be applied as rent credits for this Lease; and 

WHEREAS, the Lessee has executed the Second Amendment to the Lease, subject to 
approval by City Council; and 

WHEREAS, effective January 1, 2014, rent will be increased by 1.2% in accordance with 
the Consumer Price Index, to $928.54 per month offset by the rent credit of $400 per month, plus 
applicable sales tax, and the Lessee will pay the City a refuse fee at a rate of $15 per month; and 

WHEREAS, the Lessee has agreed to lease the Premises in "as is" condition and will be 
responsible for all interior repairs to the Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the City will be responsible for any exterior and/or structural repairs to the 
Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the Lessee will maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy in 
an amount of at least $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate, protecting the City against 
all claims or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of the Lessee's use of the Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)1., of the City Charter, 
which permits the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed twenty-five 
(25) years, with an affirmative vote of at least six ( 6) members of City Council 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida that the Mayor, or his Designee, is hereby authorized to execute a Second Amendment to Lease 
Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for 
the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth A venue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted Airport for 
a second extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a period of one (1) year at a rental rate of 
$928.54 per month, with the right to request extensions for two (2) additional one (1) year terms, 
subject to approval by City Council; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

LEGAL: 

~ 
City Attorney (Designee) 
Legal: 00185387doc V. 1 

APPROVED BY: 

David M. Metz, Director 
Downtown Enterprise Facilities 

APPROVED BY: 

~ 
Real Estate & Property Management 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Subordination 

Agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) to subordinate the City of St. 

Petersburg’s interest in a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and State Road 52 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Subordination 
Agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") to subordinate the City of St. 
Petersburg's interest in a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and State Road 52 in 
Pasco County associated with FDOT' s Roadway Improvement Project No. 258736-2-52-01; and to 
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. 

EXPLANATION: The Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") has requested the City 
of St. Petersburg ("City") to subordinate a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and 
State Road 52 in Pasco County associated with FDOT' s Roadway Improvement Project No. 258736-
2-52-01 ("Project"). 

The Project does not require the City to remove or relocate any utilities, but does involve 
construction activity within the City's easement. The portion of the easement to be subordinated 
contains ±1,630 square feet. 

The Subordination Agreement was developed with the City's Legal Department and FDOT to 
maintain essential City easement rights. The Subordination Agreement also provides that in the 
event the City's facilities need to be relocated at a future time, the cost associated with such 
relocation will be at FDOT' s expense. 

RECOMMENDATION: Ad~inistration recommends that City Council adopt the attached 
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Subordination Agreement with the 
Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") to subordinate the City of St. Petersburg's interest 
in a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and State Road 52 in Pasco County associated 
with FDOT' s Roadway Improvement Project No. 258736-2-52-01; and to execute all documents 
necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: lllustration, Subordination Agreement and Resolution 

APPROVALS: Administration: J?,biiuA 1 RZ(; /Z-2-/3 

Budget: N/A 

Legal: y/d-ud':.. ~~ 
~IlSistency w/attached legal documentsd 
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This instrument prepared by: 

Amy J. McGarr, SR/WA, Coordinator 
Real Estate & Property Management 
City of St. Petersburg 
P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731-2842 

PARCEL 
WPI/SEG 
S.R.NO. 
COUNTY 
SECTION 

:802.02 
:2587362 
: 93 (1-75) & 52 
:PASCO 
: 14140-XXXX 

MANAGING DISTRICT: SEVEN 

Legal Description Approved: 
Date: __ By: __ _ 

UTLSTP 
AGREEMENT FOR SUBORDINATING CITY UTILITY INTERESTS 

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this _ day of 200---.J by and between the STATE OF 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, hereinafter called the FDOT, and the CITY OF ST. 
PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, a municipal corporation, hereinafter called City. 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the City presently has an interest in certain lands that have been determined necessary 
for a transportation facility; and 

WHEREAS, as used herein the term "City" shall include the City's successors and assigns; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed use of the real property for a transportation facility requires 
subordination of the City's interest to the FDOT; and 

WHEREAS, the FDOT is willing to pay to have the City's facilities relocated if necessary to prevent 
conflict between the facilities so that the benefits of each may be retained. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises of the parties hereto, 
City and FDOT agree as follows: 

City hereby subordinates to the interest of FDOT, its successors, or assigns, any and all interest the 
City has in the real property described as folbws: 

A portion of Lot "J" of GASQUE'S SUB-DIVISION as recorded in Plat Book 2, Page 19 of the Public Records 
of Pasco County, Florida, lying in the Southeast 1/4 of Section 7, Township 25 South, Range 20 East, Pasco 
County, Florida, lying south of State Road 52, and being more particularly described as follows: 
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Commence at the southeast corner of the Southeast V4 of Section 7, Township 25 South, Range 20 East, Pasco 
County, Florida; thence along the east line of the Southeast 1/4 of said Section 7, N 02°04'17" E, 2610.38 feet 
to a point on an extension of the existing south Right of Way line of State Road 52 according to Official 
Record Book 4116, Page 1952, Public Records of Pasco County, Florida; thence along said south Right of 
Way line and extension thereof, S 89°20' 40" W, 58.06 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence S 00°39'30" 
E, 26.33 feet; thence S 89°20' 40" W, 63.73 feet to the west Right of Way line of Old Pasco Road per Official 
Record Book 6271, Page, 1280, Public Records of Pasco County, Florida; thence along said west Right of 
Way line, N 07°14'55" E, 26.58 feet to a point on said existing south Right of Way line of State Road 52; 
thence along said south Right of Way line, N 89°20' 40" E, 60.07 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Containing 1630 square feet, more or less. 

Together with all rights of ingress, egress, light, air and view between the grantor's remaining property and 
any facility constructed on the above described property. 

The interests of the City being subordinated hereby includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the interests 
created by the following documents: 

INSTRUMENT DATE FROM TO O.R. 
BOOK/PAGE 

EASEMENT 05/11/77 SEABOARD COAST LINE CITY OF ST. 900/1594 
RAILROAD COMPANY PETERSBURG 

1. The City shall continue to have all rights under the City's real property interest documents 
identified above including, but not limited to, the right to construct, operate, maintain, repair, 
improve, add to, upgrade, remove, and relocate facilities on, within, and upon the lands described 
herein. The City shall do so in accordance with the FOOT's standards as set forth in the FOOT's 
then current Utility Accommodation Manua~ and subject to the following provisions: 

a. The FOOT may require, for any present or future transportation facility project, that any 
facilities of the City be located, protected, adjusted, or removed as the FOOT determines is 
necessary (including the timing of any of such activities) to accommodate the transportation facility 
project. In the event that any of the above situations occur, the FOOT hereby agrees to pay the City 
the quantifiable costs of such location, protection, adjustment or removal of any part of the City 
facilities, including, but not limited to, all costs, including attorney fees and other condemnation 
costs, if necessary, of acquiring easement comparable to the easement being subordinated herein. 
Payment of the above shall not include any betterment to the City. (Betterment is defined as any 
upgrading of facilities being relocated that is not attributable to the highway construction and is 
made solely for the benefit of and at the election of the City.) 

b. Any new construction or relocation of City facilities within the lands will be subject to prior 
approval by the FOOT. Approval granted to the City through a utility permit shall not be 

PARCEL 802.02 PAGE2 



unreasonably withheld. Should the FOOT fail to approve any new construction or relocation of 
facilities by the City or require the City to alter, adjust, or relocate its facilities located within said 
lands, the FOOT hereby agrees to pay the actual cost of such alteration, adjustment, or relocation, 
including, but not limited to, all costs including attorney fees and other condemnation costs, if 
necessary, of acquiring easements comparable to the easements being subordinated herein. 
Payment of said costs shall not include any betterment to the City. 

c. The FOOT acknowledges that in accordance with the easements referenced herein, the 
Utility Accommodation Manual, and in accordance with FOOT policies, the City is entitled to 
review notice of the proposed construction of any other utilities within the lands described herein 
and that such utilities are required to obtain an FOOT permit which states that the new utility may 
not interfere with any existing utilities or with the City's rights set forth in the above referenced 
easements. If FOOT permits the location of another utility's facility in the lands described, and the 
City is precluded from locating facilities therein, FOOT agrees to pay the City all actual and 
reasonable costs including but not limited to attorney fees and condemnation cost, of acquiring 
easements comparable to the easement being subordinated herein for the City to locate such 
facilities. Payment of said costs shall not include any betterment to the City. 

2. The terms of this Subordination Agreement shall supersede any contrary provisions within any 
utility permit issued to the City within the area of the lands described 

3. The City shall have a reasonable right to enter upon the lands described herein for the purposes 
outlined in Paragraph 1 above, including the right to trim such trees, brush, and growth which 
might endanger or interfere with the City's facilities, provided that such rights do not interfere with 
the operation and safety of the FOOT's facilities. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the FOOT has executed this agreement on the day and year first above written. 

Signed sealed and delivered in 
the presence of: 

WITNESS 
PRINT NAME. ______ _ 

WITNESS 
PRINT NAME. ______ _ 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF HILLSBOROUGH 

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

By: ____________________ _ 

Director of Transportation Development 

PRINT NAME DEBBIE HUNT 
ADDRESS: 11201 N. Malcolm McKinley Dr. 

Tampa, Florida 33612 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this __ day of 2013, by DEBBIE 
HUNT, DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORATION DEVELOPMENT, who is personally know to me or has 
produced as identification. 

PARCEL 802.02 

PRINT NAME. ________ _ 

Notary Public in and for the County and State 
last aforesaid. 
My Commission Expires:'----------
Serial No., if any: __________ _ 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City hereto has executed this agreement on the day and year first above 
written. 

Signed sealed and delivered in 
the presence of: 

WITNESS 
PRINT NAME. ______ _ 

WITNESS 
PRINT NAME. ______ _ 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF PINELLAS 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, 
a municipal corporation 

By: ___________ _ 

DAVID W. "BILL" FOSTER, AS ITS MAYOR 

ATTEST: ________ _ 

EVA ANDUJAR, CITY CLERK 

ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 2842 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33731 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this_ day of 2013, by DAVID 
W. "BILL" FOSTER. MAYOR OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG. FLORIDA AND EVA ANDUJAR, CITY 
CLERK FOR THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG. who are personally known to me or who have produced 
_____ as identification. 

APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
By: ___________ _ 

Assistant City Attorney 

PARCEL 802.02 

PRINT NAME'----------
Notary Public in and for the County and State 
last aforesaid. 

My Commission Expires:'--------
Serial No., if any:. ______ _ 

PAGES 



Resolution No. 2013 -__ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR 
IDS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A SUBORDINATION 
AGREEMENT WITH THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTATION ("FDOT") TO 
SUBORDINATE THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG'S 
INTEREST IN A PORTION OF A WATER MAIN 
EASEMENT AT INTERSTATE 75 AND STATE 
ROAD 52 IN PASCO COUNTY ASSOCIATED WITH 
FOOT'S ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT NO. 
258736-2-52-01; AND TO EXECUTE ALL 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 
SAME; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") has requested the 
City of St. Petersburg ("City") to subordinate a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 
and State Road 52 in Pasco County associated with FDOT' s Roadway Improvement Project No. 
258736-2-52-01 ("Project"); and 

WHEREAS, the Project does not require the City to remove or relocate any utilities, 
but does involve construction activitywithin the City's easement; and 

WHEREAS, the portion of the easement to be subordinated contains ±1,630 square 
feet; and 

WHEREAS, the Subordination Agreement was developed with the City's Legal 
Department and FDOT to maintain essential City easement rights; and 

WHEREAS, the Subordination Agreement also provides that in the event the City's 
facilities need to be relocated at a future time, the cost associated with such relocation will be at 
FDOT' s expense. 

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 a Subordination 
Agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") to subordinate the City of St. 
Petersburg's interest in a portion of a water main easement at Interstate 75 and State Road 52 in 
Pasco County associated with FDOT' s Roadway Improvement Project No. 258736-2-52-01; and to 
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same. 
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This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

LEGAL: 

~~~ 
6t}TAttorney {Designee) 

APPROVED BY: 

Thomas B. Gibson, Director 
Engineering & Capital Improvements 

APPROVED BY: 

Real Estate and Property Management 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a License Agreement 

with St. Petersburg Saturday Morning Market, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit corporation, for a three 

(3) year term for nominal consideration, for operation of a Solar Vermiconverter in c 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a License 
Agreement with St. Petersburg Saturday Morning Market, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit 
corporation, for a three (3) year term for nominal consideration, for operation of a Solar 
Vermiconverter in conjunction with the Saturday Morning Market; and to execute all 
documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. (Requires affirmative 
vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.) 

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management received a request from City 
Development Administration to enter into a license agreement with the St. Petersburg Saturday 
Morning Market, Inc. ("Licensee") for the use of a portion of City-owned green space at the 
edge of the parking lot north of AI Lang Field for the installation, operation, and maintenance of 
Solar Vermiconverter ("Equipment"). Under a separate agreement, the Licensee is authorized 
to use a portion of the same parking lot east of the 1st Street Southeast and 2nd Avenue Southeast 
intersection, as a market place. The Equipment will be utilized as a sustainability 
demonstration project for urban agriculture in connection with the Saturday Morning Market 
event with the use of composting worms to transform organic matter into a nutrient rich 
fertilizer for gardening. The Licensee will place the Equipment within a ±56 square foot portion 
of green space on the northeast comer of 1st Street Southeast and 2nd Avenue Southeast on the 
westerly edge of the parking lot ("Premises"). In addition, the Licensee will provide 
composting containers for the vendors and customers to deposit food waste for the worm 
composting. . 

The Term of the proposed License Agreement will run concurrently with the term of the 
Licensee's previously approved license agreement for use of the westerly two-third (2/3) 
portion of the same parking lot for the Saturday Morning Market event as follows: December 
21, 2013 thru May 31, 2014 (First Year); October 1, 2014 thru May 31, 2015 (Second Year); and 
October 1, 2015 thru May 31, 2016 (Third Year). A separate license agreement is necessary since 
the Premises to be used for the Equipment is in addition to the Saturday Morning Market 
premises and there are different uses for each agreement. 

A License Agreement ("Agreement") has been executed by Licensee allowing for use of the 
Premises for a portion of three (3) consecutive years, subject to City Council approval. The 
Agreement provides that the Licensee shall be responsible for all applicable costs (including 
installation, deposits, and usage) for utilities and services associated with the Licensee's use of 
the Premises. The Licensee shall pay a nominal use fee in the amount of $36.00 to the City for 
the Term and shall obtain any and all permits necessary to operate the Equipment within the 
Premises. Additionally, the Licensee shall maintain a commercial general liability insurance 
policy in the amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate. 
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There are provisions to exclude the Licensee's use during conflicts with the Grand Prix Race 
Event and the Tampa Bay Row dies through its agreement with the St. Petersburg Baseball 
Commission ("SPBC") for conducting soccer game events including, but not limited to, regular 
and home playoff games at Al Lang Stadium. The City will cooperatively work with the 
Licensee to identify alternative locations to hold the Saturday market during these exclusion 
periods to the Premises. The Licensee will relocate the Equipment from the Premises to a 
location remote from AI Lang Stadium during the period June 1 through September 30 
throughout the Term. 

The Licensee is aware that the City has entered into an agreement for operation and 
maintenance of AI Lang Stadium with the SPBC. The Licensee shall maintain the Premises at its 
own cost and expense, use all reasonable precautions to keep the materials contained and the 
equipment secured, remove all goods and effects for operation of the Equipment, repair any 
damage caused by such removal, and deliver up the Premises in good condition clean and clear 
of trash and other debris during the entire Term of this Agreement. This License may be 
terminated or suspended withou t cause by either party by providing the other party with 
written notice no less than thirty (30) days prior to the scheduled date of termination or 
suspension. 

Section 1.02 (c)(2) of the City Charter, Park and Waterfront Property, permits City Council 
approval of leases for Park and Waterfront property for five (5) years or less on commercially
zoned property with approval by an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council. 
The subject property is zoned Downtown Center-Park (DC-P). 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached 
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a License Agreement with St. 
Petersburg Saturday Morning Market, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit corporation, for a three (3) 
year term for nominal consideration, for operation of a Solar Vermiconverter in conjunction 
with the Saturday Morning Market; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; 
and providing an effective date. 

COST/FUNDING/ ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/ A 

ATTACHMENTS: Illustrations and Resolution 

APPROVALS: Administration: ~ J,_.-£· , 
Budget: N/A 

Legal: 
(As to consistency w/attached legal documents) 

Legal: 00185573.doc V. 3 
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ILLUSTRATION -1 
(Premises) 
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ILLUSTRATION -2 
(Vermiconverter Unit) 
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Resolution No. 2013 - __ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, 
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A LICENSE 
AGREEMENT WITH ST. PETERSBURG 
SATURDAY MORNING MARKET, INC., A 
FLORIDA NOT-FOR-PROFIT CORPORATION, 
FOR A THREE (3) YEAR TERM FOR NOMINAL 
CONSIDERATION, FOR OPERATION OF A 
SOLAR VERMICONVERTER IN CONJUNCTION 
WITH THE SATURDAY MORNING MARKET; 
AND TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE SAME; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, Real Estate and Property Management received a request from City 
Development Administration to enter into a license agreement with the St. Petersburg Saturday 
Morning Market, Inc. ("Licensee") for the use of a portion of City-owned green space at the 
edge of the parking lot north of AI Lang Field for the installation, operation, and maintenance of 
Solar Vermiconverter ("Equipment"); and 

WHEREAS, under a separate agreement, the Licensee is authorized to use a 
portion of the same parking lot east of the 1st Street Southeast and 2nd A venue Southeast 
intersection, as a market place; and 

WHEREAS, the Equipment will be utilized as a sustainability demonstration 
project for urban agriculture in connection with the Saturday Morning Market event with the 
use of composting worms to transform organic matter into a nutrient rich fertilizer for 
gardening; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee will place the Equipment within a ±56 square foot 
portion of green space on the northeast comer of 1st Street Southeast and 2 nd A venue Southeast 
on the westerly edge of the parking lot ("Premises"); and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee will provide composting containers for the vendors and 
customers to deposit food waste for the worm composting; and 

WHEREAS, the Term of the proposed License Agreement will run concurrent 
periods during the term of the Licensee's previously approved license agreement for use of the 
westerly two-third (2/3) portion of the parking lot for the Saturday Morning Market event as 
follows: December 21, 2013 thru May 31, 2014 (First Year); October 1, 2014 thru May 31, 2015 
(Second Year); and October 1, 2015 thru May 31,2016 (Third Year); and 
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WHEREAS, A License Agreement ("Agreement") has been executed by Licensee 
allowing for use of the Premises for a portion of three (3) consecutive years, subject to City 
Council approval; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall be responsible for all applicable costs (including 
installation, deposits, and usage) for utilities and services associated with the Licensee's use of 
the Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall pay a nominal use fee of $36.00 to the City for the 
Term and shall obtain any and all permits necessary to operate the Equipment within the 
Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall maintain a commercial general liability insurance 
policy in the amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate; and 

WHEREAS, there are provisions to exclude the Licensee's use during conflicts 
with the Grand Prix Race Event and the Tampa Bay Rowdies through its agreement with the St. 
Petersburg Baseball Commission ("SPBC") for conducting soccer game events including, but 
not limited to, regular and home playoff games at Al Lang Stadium; and 

WHEREAS, the City will cooperatively work with the Licensee to identify 
alternative locations to hold the Saturday market during these exclusion periods to the 
Premises; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee will relocate the Equipment from the Premises to a 
location remote from AI Lang Stadium during the period June 1 through September 30 
throughout the Term; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee is aware that the City has entered into an agreement for 
operation and maintenance of AI Lang Stadium with the SPBC; and 

WHEREAS, the Licensee shall maintain the Premises at its own cost and expense, 
use all reasonable precautions to keep the materials contained and the equipment secured, 
remove all goods and effects for operation of the Equipment, repair any damage caused by such 
removal, and deliver up the Premises in good condition clean and clear of trash and other 
debris during the entire Term of this Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, this License may be terminated or suspended without cause by 
either party by providing the other party with written notice no less than thirty (30) days prior 
to the scheduled date of termination or suspension; and 

WHEREAS, Section 1.02 ( c)(2) of the City Charter, Park and Waterfront Property, 
permits City Council approval of leases for Park and Waterfront property for five (5) years or 
less on commercially-zoned property with approval by an affirmative vote of at least six (6) 
members of City Council; and 

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned Downtown Center Park (DC-P). 
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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 a License 
Agreement with St. Petersburg Saturday Morning Market, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit 
corporation, for a three (3) year term for nominal consideration, for operation of a Solar 
Vermiconverter in conjunction with the Saturday Morning Market; and to execute all 
documents necessary to effectuate same. 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

LEGAL: 

City Attorney (beSigllee) 
Legal: 00185573.doc V. 3 

APPROVED BY: 

JosepWft~zeoH, M(fuaging Director 
Administration & Finance 
City Development Administration 

APPROVED BY: 

B~Dq 
Real Estate & Property Management 

CM 131219 - 4 RE Saturday Morning Market-Solar Vermiconverter (L-8310) 00185573 .doc 3 



550 

 

 

Attached documents for item Approving the plat of Galleria 222, generally located at 222 – 22nd 

Street South. (City File 13-20000011) 



TO: 

~..

-~ ~'\WII _. . ._ 
st. petersburg 
www.stpete.org 

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

THE HONORABLE KARL NURSE, CHAIR, AND 
MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

SUBJECT: Resolution approving the plat of GALLERIA 222, generally 
located at 222 22"d Street South (Our File: 13-20000011 ). 

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends APPROVAL. 

DISCUSSION: 
The applicant is requesting approval of a replat of approximately 2.5 acres, including the 
east-west alley being proposed for vacation through a separate process. The property 
is zoned Industrial Traditional (IT). The northern portion of the property is currently 
being renovated for the Three Daughters Brewery. On December 19, 2013, City 
Council is scheduled to hold a public hearing on the property owner's request to vacate 
the existing east-west alley on the property. Approval of the subject plat is contingent 
on approval of the alley vacation. The purpose of the vacation and replat is to assemble 
the property so it can be assembled and operated as one contiguous site. 

Attachments: Map, Aerial, Resolution 

APPROVALS: 

Administrat~ 
Budget: 

NA 
Legal: 



RESOLUTION NO. __ 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLAT OF GALLERIA 
222, GENERALLY LOCATED AT 222 22N° STREET 
SOUTH; PROVIDING A CONDITION OF APPROVAL; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that 
the plat of GALLERIA 222, generally located at 222 22"d Street South, is hereby 
approved, in accordance with the following condition: 

1. Prior to releasing the final plat for recording, the applicant shall obtain final 
approval of the associated alley vacation from the City. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption . 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

P~nomic Deve~ent Dept. 
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Date 
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GALLERIA 222 
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WAY, IN THE SOliTHWEST 1/4 OF SECllON 24, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTl-1, RANGE 16 EAST, CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, PINELLAS COUNTY, R.ORIDA 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an Agreement with 

the School Board of Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of lighted recreation fields and 

other related improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood Hig 



TO: 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19, 2013 

The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair and Members of City Council 

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement with 
the School Board of Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of lighted recreation fields and 
other related improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood High School 
site for an initial period of five (5) years; to execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement under 
the same basic terms and conditions; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and 
providing an effective date. 

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management received a request from the School 
Board of Pinellas County ("School Board") to renew the Agreement for the joint use of open green 
space at the Lakewood High School ("Lakewood") site that has been utilized by the City since 
February 2000 as a lighted recreation area, and improvements thereon constructed by the City 
including, but not limited to lighting, landscaping, fencing, a relocatable restroom/concessions 
building, scoreboards and a parking lot("Recreation Area"). 

The proposed Agreement with the School Board is for an initial term of five (5) years. This 
Agreement may be renewed for additional periods of five (5) years each, upon approval by the 
Superintendent of Schools and the Mayor, unless either party terminates this Agreement by 
providing (180) days written notice to the other party of termination. The City is responsible for 
maintenance within the Recreation Area including, but not limited to, irrigating, mowing, and 
fertilizing the grounds, the light poles and associated lighting fixtures and payment for all 
associated utility costs. 

Upon expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement, the City is responsible for the costs 
associated with removal of improvements associated with the Recreation Area and restoration of 
any affected portions of the school site to at least as good a condition as existed prior to removal of 
said improvements. 

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached 
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement with the School Board 
of Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of lighted recreation fields and other related 
improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood High School site for an 
initial period of five (5) years; to execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement under the same 
basic terms and conditions; to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an 
effective date. 
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COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration and Resolution 

APPROVALS: Administration: 

Budget: N/A 

Legal: 
(As to consistency w/attached legal documents) 

Legal: 00185772.doc V. 1 
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Resolution No. 2013 -__ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR 
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT 
WITH THE SCHOOL BOARD OF PINELLAS 
COUNTY TO CONTINUE TO ALLOW JOINT USE 
OF LIGHTED RECREATION FIELDS AND OTHER 
RELATED IMPROVEMENTS CONSTRUCTED BY 
THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AT THE 
LAKEWOOD HIGH SCHOOL SITE FOR AN 
INITIAL PERIOD OF FIVE (5) YEARS; AND TO 
EXECUTE SUBSEQUENT RENEWALS OF THIS 
AGREEMENT UNDER THE SAME BASIC TERMS 
AND CONDITIONS; AND TO EXECUTE ALL 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 
SAME; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg ("City") desires to renew the Agreement with 
the School Board of Pinellas County ("School Board") for the joint use of open green space at the 
Lakewood High School ("Lakewood") site that has been utilized by the City since February 2000 as 
a lighted recreation area, and improvements thereon constructed by the City including, but not 
limited to lighting, landscaping, fencing, a relocatable restroom/concessions building, scoreboards 
and a parking lot ("Recreation Area"); and 

WHEREAS, the proposed Agreement with the School Board is for an initial term of 
five (5) years with renewals for additional periods of five (5) years each, upon approval by the 
Superintendent of Schools and the Mayor, unless either party terminates this Agreement by 
providing (180) days written notice to the other party of termination; and 

WHEREAS, the City is responsible for maintenance within the Recreation Area 
including, but not limited to, irrigating, mowing, and fertilizing the grounds, the light poles and 
associated lighting fixtures and payment for all associated utility cost~ and 

WHEREAS, upon expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement, the City is 
responsible for the costs associated with removal of improvements associated with the Recreation 
Area and restoration of any affected portions of the school site to at least as good a condition as 
existed prior to removal of said improvements 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor, or his Designee, is hereby authorized to execute an Agreement 
with the School Board of Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of lighted recreation fields 
and other related improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood High 
School site for an initial period of five (5) years; to execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement 
under the same basic terms and conditions; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate 
same. 
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adoption. 

LEGAL: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
Legal: 00185772.doc V. 1 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its 

APPROVED BY: 

Claren e Scott, III, Admm1strator 
Leisure & Community Services 

APPROVED BY: 

mes, Director 
eal Estate and Property Management 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment #1 to 

Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") SMOA #01-06: Streetscape for Bayway 

Apartments; Amendment #2 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for Bayway Apartments; a Parkway 

Maintenance Agreemen 
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-~ ~ .... ~ 
st. petersburg 
www.stpete.org 

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Meeting of December 19,2013 

TO: THE HONORABLE KARL NURSE, CHAIR, AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment# 1 To 
Florida Department of Transportation ("FOOT") SMOA #01-06: Streetscape For Bayway 
Apartments; Amendment# 2 To FOOT MOA #23-06: Landscape For Bayway Apartments; a 
Parkway Maintenance Agreement with Bayway Apartments LLC, A Delaware limited liability 
company and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and providing an 
effective date. 

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends APPROVAL. 

DISCUSSION: 
The Administration is requesting approval of a resolution to amend SMOA #01-06: and MOA 
#23. FOOT is requiring that City Council approve a resolution allowing the Mayor or his 
designee to sign these amendments. The amendments are required before FOOT will issue 
permits to the City to perform work in the FOOT right-of-way. The improvements in the right-of
way include: a 1 0-foot wide sidewalk, shade trees, shrubs and street lights. The improvements 
in the right-of-way are required by City Code and the Plaza Parkway Design Guidelines as part 
of the development project known as Bayway Apartments. The City and the developer of 
Bayway Apartments. LLC ("Bayway'') have signed a Parkway Maintenance Agreement that 
requires the installation and cost of these improvements and future maintenance of these 
improvements be at the sole expense of the Bayway. 

Attachments: Resolution, Drawing 

APPROVALS: 

Administration: -'Lh~:...._1_·~~:;:__q';_~....;_:;~~:....__--------\J_. ~_/\_ 
Budget: NA 7JU7 
Legal: -----+f?~-------------------

Legal: 00185654.doc V. 3 



Resolution No. 2013 - __ _ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS 
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AMENDMENT # 1 TO FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. ("FOOT') SMOA #01-
06: STREETSCAPE FOR BAYWAY APARTMENTS; 
AMENDMENT # 2 TO FOOT MOA #23-06: LANDSCAPE FOR 
BAYWAY APARTMENTS; A PARKWAY MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT WITH BAYWAY APARTMENTS LLC, A 
DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY AND ALL OTHER 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS 
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) owns State Road 687 
right-of-way (3rd and 4th Streets), between 5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South; within the 
city limits of St. Petersburg in Pinellas County, Florida) consisting of road improvements and 
sidewalk areas abutting thereon ("Project Highway''); and 

WHEREAS, the City and FOOT previously entered into a District Seven Highway 
Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement ("SMOA #1-06") on August 18, 2006, 
whereby the City agreed to install and maintain streetscape improvements within the Project 
Highway: and 

WHEREAS, The City and FOOT previously entered into a District Seven Highway 
Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement ("MOA #23-06") on October 10, 2006, 
whereby the City agreed to install and maintain landscape improvements within the Project 
Highway, which agreement has been previously amended; and 

WHEREAS, the City and FOOT have agreed that the City may install all or some of 
those landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements ("Improvements") on the Project 
Highway as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepared by Dix-Lathrop 
and Associates, Inc.; and 

WHEREAS, the City shall have the option as to the location and extent of the 
Improvements installed; and 

WHEREAS, upon completion of the installation of any Improvements, the City will be 
responsible for maintaining the installed Improvements, subject to appropriation; and 

WHEREAS, the City and Bayway Apartments, LLC ("Bayway'') have agreed, subject to 
City Council approval, for Bayway's maintenance of certain Improvements; and 

WHEREAS, in order to proceed, the City must approve a resolution that authorizes the 
execution to Amendment # 1 to FOOT SMOA #01-06: Streetscape for Bayway Apartments: 
execution of Amendment # 2 to FOOT MOA #23-06: landscaping for Bayway Apartments and 
execution of a Parkway Maintenance Agreement between the City and Bayway; and 

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends that City Council authorize the execution of 
the two amendments and the Parkway Maintenance Agreement 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council and the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute Amendment# 1 to 
Florida Department of Transportation ("FOOT") SMOA #01-06: Streetscape For Bayway 
Apartments; Amendment # 2 to FOOT MOA #23-06: Landscape For Bayway Apartments; a 
Parkway Maintenance Agreement with Bayway Apartments LLC, A Delaware limited liability 
company, and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approvals: 

Legal: __ ---.~-ffb~;....._ ____ _ 

Budget: __ ____.t..t~J+J,.,..!:...A..:....__ _ __ _ 

Legal: 00185588.doc V. 3 
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THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the lOlltday of a,..~ 
2006, by and between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, a 
component agency of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "Department" and 
the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, existing under the 
Laws of Florida, hereinafter called the "City". 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the Department owns State Road 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) right-of·way 
consisting of road improvements· and grassed areas abutting thereon located between 
5th A venue North and 5th A venue South in Pinellas County, Florida (the "Project Highway"); and 

WHEREAS, the Department _has responsibility for operation and maintenance of the State 
Highway System; and 

WHEREAS, the Project Highway is beautified by improvements which enhance its aesthetic 
quality; and 

WHEREAS, the City has agreed to install and maintain those improvements in accordance 
with the provisions below; and 

WHEREAS, the Department is authorized pursuant to Section 335.055, Florida Statutes to 
enter into contracts with counties and municipalities to perform routine maintenance work on the 
State Highway System within the appropriate boundaries; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto recognize the n~ed for entering into an agreement designating 
and setting forth the responsibilities of each party in maintaining the improvements~ and 

WHEREAS, the City has authorized its officers to execute this Agreement on its behalf, 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits that flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

1. The City shall install and maintain those improvements to the Project Highway as 
specified in the Construction Plans and Specifications attached hereto as Exhibit "A", and the 
Maintenance Plan attached hereto as Exhibit "B", all of which are hereby incorporated herein and 
made a pru:t hereof by this reference and all of the work in connection therewith being hereinafter 
referred to as the "Project". Except as permitted in this agreement, the City shall not modify the 
Project without prior written approval of the Department. 

2. In the event that any portion of the Project is at any time determined by the 
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Department to not be in conformance with all applicable laws, rules, procedures and guidelines of 
the Department, or is determined to be interfering with the safe and efficient operation of any 
transportation facility, or is otherwise determined to present a danger to public health, safety, or 
welfare, said portion shall be immediately brought into departmental compliance at the sole cost and 
expense of the City. 

3. The Department recognizes that the City must comply with Section 166.241 , Florida Statutes, 
Article VII of the Florida Constitution and Section 2-132 of the City Code. This Agreement shall not 
be construed to modify, in any way, the City's obligations under the statute, constitution and 
ordinance. 

4. Maintenance of the Project shall be subject to periodic inspections by the Department. In the 
event that any of the aforementioned responsibilities are not carried out or are otherwise determined 
by the Department not to be in conformance with the applicable Project standards, the Department 
may terminate the agreement in accordance with paragraph 1 O(a). 

5. The Department's Area Maintenance Office shall be notified forty-eight hours in advance of 
commencing any scheduled construction or maintenance activities. Emergency repairs shall be 
performed without delay and the Area Maintenance Office notified immediately. The Area 
Maintenance Engineer with responsibility for the roadway within this Project is Mr. Brian Bennett, 
P.E., located at 5211 Ulmerton Rd., Clearwater, Florida, telephone number (727) 570-5101. 

6. Prior to any major Project construction or reconstruction activity, the City shall submit plans 
of the proposed work to all utilities with facilities within the limits of work for their review and 
comment. The City shall r~solve any conflicts and/or concerns raised by the utilities prior to 
commencement of such activities. Prior to commencing any field activity on this project, the City 
shall notify all the utilities of their work schedule enabling facilities to be field located and marked to 
avoid damage. 

7. If the City desires to position vehicles, equipment, or personnel, or to perform maintenance 
activities closer than fifteen feet to the edge of pavement, or to close a traffic lane, Maintenance of 
Traffic shall be in accordance with the Project plans and all Departmental Maintenance of Traffic 
Regulations. The permittee shall have Maintenance of Traffic certified personnel supervise the set 
up and operation of such Maintenance of Traffic devices at the site of the construction or 
maintenance activity. 

8. The Department will require the City to cease operations and remove all personnel and 
equipment from the Department's right-of-way if any actions on the part of the City or 
representatives of the City violate the conditions or intent of this agreement as determined by the 
Department. 

9. It is understood between the parties hereto that any or all of the Project may be removed, 
relocated or adjusted at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the Department in 
order that the adjacent state road be widened, altered or otherwise changed to meet with the future 
criteria or planning of the Department. The Department shall give the City notice regarding such 
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removal, relocation or adjustment and the City shall be allowed sixty calendar days to remove all or 
part of the Project at its own cost. The City will own that part of the Project it removes. After the 
sixty calendar days removal period, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it 
deems best. Wherever the City removes improvements pursuant to this agreement, the City shall 
restore the surface of the affected portion of the project premises to the same safe and trafficable 
condition as existed prior to installation of such improvements. 

10. This Agreement may be terminated under any one of the following conditions: 

(a) By the Department if the City, following fifteen working days written notice, fails to 
perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement. 

(b) By the City following sixty calendar day's written notice. 
(c) By the Department following sixty calendar day's notice. 

11. Within 60 days following a notice to terminate pursuant to 1 O(a) or IO(b), if the Department 
requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the same safe 
condition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request such 
restoration or terminates this Agreement pursuant to 1 0( c), the Department may remove, relocate or 
adjust the Project as it deems best. 

12. To the extent provided by law, the City shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the 
Department and all of its officers, agents and employees from any claim, loss, damages, cost, charge, 
or expense arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the City, its agents, or 
employees, during the performance of the Agreement, except that neither the City, its agents, or its 
employees will be liable under this paragraph for any claim, loss, damage, cost, charge or expense 
arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the Department or any of its officers, 
agents, or employees during the performance of the Agreement. 

When either party receives notice of a claim for damages that may have been caused by the 
other party in the performance of services required under this Agreement, that party will immediately 
forward the claim to the other party. Each party will evaluate the claim, and report its findings to 
each other within fourteen working days and jointly discuss options in defending the claim. A party's 
failure to promptly notify the other of a claim will not act as a waiver of any right herein. 

13. The Department's District Secretary shall decide all questions, difficulties, and disputes of 
any nature whatsoever that may arise under or by reason of this Agreement, the prosecution, or 
fulfillment of the service hereunder and the character, quality, amount, and value thereof; and his 
decision upon all claims, questions, and disputes shall be final and conclusive upon the parties 
hereto. 

14. This Agreement embodies the entire agreement and understanding between the parties hereto 
and there are no other agreements or understandings, oral or written, with reference to the subject 
matter hereof that are not merged herein and superseded hereby. 

15. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the City, in whole or in part without 
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consent of the Department. 

16. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws ofthe State 
of Florida. 

17. All notices, demands, requests or other instruments shall be given by depositing the same in 
the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified with return receipt: 

(a) If to the Department, addr~ss to Florida Department ofTransportation, MS 7-1200, 
11201 N. McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida 33612-6456 or at such other address as 
the Department may from time to time designate by written notice to the City; and 

(2) If to the City address to Ms. Elizabeth A Hammond, RLA, City of St. Petersburg 
Capitol Improvement Department, 1400 19th Street North, Suite 1 07, St. Petersburg, 
Florida 33713 or at such other address as the City from time to time designates by 
written notice to the Department. 

All time limits provided hereunder shall run from the date of receipt of all such notices, 
demands, requests and other instruments. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed f 
the day and year first above written. 1 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
a municipal corporation of 
the State of Florida 

By:--=-~-· _&_~_ 
Rick Baker 
As its Mayor 

Operations, 

By: h-1'<- /J. . vi l'\..

Assistant City Attorney 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Executive Secretary 

(SEAL) 

Legal Review: 

~(({~ 
Office of the General Counsel, District 7 
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NO. 2006-407 

A RESOLUTION AUI'HORIZING THE MAYOR 
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A DISTRICT 
SEVEN HlGliWA Y BEAUTIFICATION 
MAINTBNANCE MEMORANDUM OF 
AGREEMENT (" AGREEMENT•) WITH TilE 

· FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION ("FDOT .. ) FOR THE 
INSTAllATION OF LANDSCAPE AND 
IRRIGATION lMPROVEMENTS ON 3RD AND 
4nr STREETS BETWEEN 5DI A VENUES 
NORTH AND SOUTH AND TilE 
SUBSEQUENT MAINTENANCE OF THE 
INSTAllED LANDSCAPE AND IRRIGATION 
IMPROVEMENTS BY THB CITY AT THE 
CITY'S EXPENSE, SUBJECT TO 
APPROPRIATION; AUTHORIZING THE 
MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE 
SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS REQUIRED 
BY FOOT, TBAT DO NOT SUBSTANTIVELY 
VARY -THE TERMS AND CONDmONS OF 
THE AGREEMENT, AND AlL OTHER 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFEC11JATE 
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVB DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") owns State 
Road 687 right-of-way consisting of road Improvement! and sidewalk areas abuttblg thereon 
located on 3rc1 and 4* Streea between 5111 AvcDUes Notth and South ('"Project Highway"); and 

WHEREAS, the City clesirea to beautify and improve the land$capiDg of the 
Project Hipway which will improve and ellhance its aesthetic and safety qualities; ~ 

WHEREAS, the City and FOOT have agreed that the City may install. all or 
some of those landscape and irrigation improvements ("Improvements"') on the Project 
Highway as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan. prepared by George F. 
Young, Inc.; and 

WHEREAS, the City sha.Jl have the option as to the location and extent of the 
Improvements iilstalled; and 

WHEREAS, upon completion of the installation of any Improvements, the City 
will be responsible for maintaining the installed Improvements, subject to appropriation; and 
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WHEREAS, in order to proceed, the City must approve a resolution that 
authorizes the execution of a District Seven Highway Beautification Maintenance 
Memorandum Of Agreement ("Agreement") for the installation of the Improvements and the 
subsequent maintenance of the installed Improvements by the City at the City's expense, 
sUbject to appropriation; and 

WHEREAS, FDOT wUl' require amendments to the Agreement setting forth the 
detailed construction plans, specifications and maintenance plans each time a portion of the 
Project Highway is improved; and 

WHEREAS, AdministJ:ation recoiDIIlCDds that City Council authorize the Mayor 
or the Mayor's designee to execute such 'amendments that do not substantively vary the terms 
and conditions of the origiDal Agreement; 

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 ~ecute a District Seven 
Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum Of Agreement ("Agreement") with The 
Florida Departmein: Of .Transportation ("PDOT•) for the iDstallatlon of landscape and 
irrigation improvements on 3n1 and 4th Streets between Sdl Avenues North and South aild the 
subsequent maintenance of tlie installoo landscape · and irrigation improvements by the City at 
the City's expense, subject to appropriation, subsequent amendments required by FDOT, that 
do not substantively vary the terms and conditions of the Agreement, and all other documents 
necessary to effectuate tbis transaction. 

This resolution sball beoomc effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Adopted at a regular s~JSion of the City CouncU held on the 18th day of July, 
2006. 

L(144;,/[Aj~~ 
Chair,.Councilmember 

Presiding Officer of the City Connell 

AITEST:, ~~ ~-h., ~~·~"""-
~LAr-a ' City Clerk 
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MOAOl-06 

EXHIBIT "B"- MAINTENANCE PLAN 
Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement 

Site Improvements 

The City shall at all times maintain the Project in a reasonable manner and with due care 
in accordance with Project standards. Specifically, the City agrees to: 

(a) Maintain all site improvements including but not limited to specialized 
paving, decorative plaques, bollards, benches, trash receptacles, signage, 
newspaper racks, bicycle racks, precast concrete planters, and pedestrian 
lighting fixtures. 

(b) remove graffiti from site improvement surfaces; 

(c) repair cosmetic or structural damage to any site improvement component; 

(d) relocate or replace any site improvement component requiring removal for 
implementation of local roadway or utility projects; 

(e) maintain a pavement surface free from residue accumulation, algae, uneven 
pavement, or other slip or trip hazards; and 

(f) perform other maintenance as required to maintain the Project in a 
reasonable manner and with due care in accordance with Department 
guidelines and standards. 
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DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION 
MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

5.#- t/. A # 0/- t:/6 
THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the I0"Riday of 6\)G~ST , 

2006, by and between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, a 
component agency of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the "Department" and 
the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, existing under 
the Laws of Florida, hereinafter called the "City". 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the Department owns State Road 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) right-of-way 
consisting of road improvements and grassed areas abutting thereon located between 
5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South in Pinellas County, Florida (the "Project Highway"); 
and 

WHEREAS, the Department has responsibility for operation and maintenance of the State 
Highway System; and 

WHEREAS, the Project Highway is beautified by improvements which enhance its 
aesthetic quality; and 

WHEREAS, the City has agreed to install and maintain those improvements in accordance 
with the provisions below; and 

WHEREAS, the Department is authorized pursuant to Section 335.055, Florida Statutes to 
enter into contracts with counties and municipalities to perform routine maintenance work on the 
State Highway System within the appropriate boundaries; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto recognize the need for entering into an agreement 
designating and setting forth the responsibilities of each party in maintaining the improvements; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City has authorized its officers to execute this Agreement on its behalf, 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits that flow each to the 
other, the parties covenant and agree as follows: 

1. The City shall, at its option, install all or some of those improvements to the Project 
Highway as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepared by George F. Young, 
Inc. attached hereto as Exhibit "A", and maintain the installed improvements in accordance with 
the Maintenance Plan attached hereto as Exhibit "B", all of which are hereby incorporated herein 
and made a part hereof by this reference and all of the work in connection therewith being 
hereinafter referred to as the "Project". Prior to installation or construction of any master plan 
element improvements, detailed construction plans, specifications, and maintenance plans will be 



submitted for review and approval by the Department and incorporated in this Agreement as 
amendment thereto. Except as permitted in this Agreement, the City shall not modify the Project 
without prior written approval of the Department. 

2. In the event that any portion of the Project is at any time determined by the Department to 
not be in conformance with all applicable laws, rules, procedures and guidelines of the 
Department, or is determined to be interfering with the safe and efficient operation of any 
transportation facility, or is otherwise determined to present a danger to public health, safety, or 
welfare, said portion shall be immediately brought into departmental compliance at the sole cost 
and expense of the City. 

3. The Department recognizes that the City must comply with Section 166.241, Florida 
Statutes, Article VII of the Florida Constitution and Section 2" 132 of the City Code. This 
Agreement shall not be construed to modify, in any way, the City's obligations under the statute, 
constitution and ordinance. 

4. Maintenance of the Project shall be subject to periodic inspections by the Department. In 
the event that any of the aforementioned responsibilities are not carried out or are otherwise 
determined by the Department not to be in confonnance with the applicable Project standards, the 
Department may terminate the agreement in accordance with paragraph 1 O(a). 

5. The Department's Area Maintenance Office shall be notified forty-eight hours in advance 
of commencing any scheduled construction or maintenance activities. Emergency repairs shall be 
performed without delay and the Area Maintenance Office notified immediately. The Area 
Maintenance Engineer with responsibility for the roadway within this Project is Mr. Brian 
Bennett, P.E., located at 5211 Ulmerton Rd., Clearwater, Florida, telephone number (727) 570-
5101. 

6. Prior to any major Project construction or reconstruction activity, the City shall submit 
plans of the proposed work to all utilities with facilities within the limits of work for their review 
and comment. The City shall resolve any conflicts and/or concems raised by the utilities prior to 
commencement of such activities. Prior to commencing any field activity on this project, the City 
shall notify all the utilities of their work schedule enabling facilities to be field located and 
marked to avoid damage. 

7. If the City desires to position vehicles, equipment, or personnel, or to perform maintenance 
activities closer than fifteen feet to the edge of pavement, or to close a traffic lane, Maintenance of 
Traffic shall be in accordance with the Project plans and all Departmental Maintenance of Traffic 
Regulations. The pe1mittee shall have Maintenance of Traffic certified personnel supervise the set 
up and operation of such Maintenance of Traffic devices at the site of the construction or 
maintenance activity. 

8. The Department will require the City to cease operations and remove all personnel and 
equipment from the Department's right"of"way if any actions on the part of the City or 
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representatives of the City violate the conditions or intent of this agreement as determined by the 
Department. 

9. It is understood between the parties hea·eto that any or all of the Project may be removed, 
relocated or adjusted at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the Department in 
order that the adjacent state road be widened, altered or otherwise changed to meet with the future 
criteria or planning of the Department. The Department shall give the City notice regarding such 
removal, relocation or adjustment and the City shall be allowed sixty calendar days to remove all or 
part of the Project at its own cost. The City will own that part of the Project it removes. After the 
sixty calendar days removal period, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it 
deems best. Wherever the City removes improvements pursuant to this agreement, the City shall 
restore the surface of the affected portion of the project premises to the same safe and trafficable 
condition as existed prior to installation of such improvements. 

10. This Agreement may be terminated under any one of the following conditions: 

(a) By the Department if the City, following fifteen working days written notice, fails to 
perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement. 

(b) By the City following sixty calendar day's written notice. 
(c) By the Department following sixty calendar day's notice. 

11. Within 60 days following a notice to terminate pursuantto tO( a) or lO(b), if the Department 
requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the same safe 
condition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request such 
restoration or terminates this Agreement pursuant to 1 0( c), the Department may remove, relocate or 
adjust the Project as it deems best. 

12. To the extent provided by law, the City shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the 
Department and all of its officers, agents and employees from any claim, loss, damages, cost, charge, 
or expense arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the City, its agents, or 
employees, during the peaformance of the Agreement, except that neither the City, its agents, or its 
employees will be liable under this paragraph for any claim, loss, damage, cost, charge or expense 
arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the Department or any of its officers, 
agents, or employees during the performance of the Agreement. 

When either party receives notice of a claim for damages that may have been caused by the 
other party in the performance of services required under this Agreement, that party will immediately 
forward the claim to the other party. Each party will evaluate the claim, and report its findings to 
each other within fourteen working days and jointly discuss options in defending the claim. A party's 
failure to promptly notify the other of a claim will not act as a waiver of any right herein. 

13. The Department's District Secretary shall decide all questions, difficulties, and disputes of 
any nature whatsoever that may arise under or by reason of this Agreement, the prosecution, or 
fulfillment of the service hereunder and the character, quality, amount, and value thereof; and his 
decision upon all claims, questions, and disputes shall be final and conclusive upon the parties 
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hereto. 

14. This Agreement embodies the entire agreement and understanding between the parties hereto 
and there are no other agreements or understandings, oral or written, with reference to the subject 
matter hereof that are not merged herein and superseded hereby. 

15. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the City, in whole or in part without 
consent of the Department. 

16. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State 
of Florida. 

17. All notices, demands, requests or other instruments shall be given by depositing the same in 
the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified with return receipt: 

(a) If to the Department, address to Florida Department of Transportation, MS 7-1200, 
11201 N. McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida 33612-6456 or at such other address as 
the Department may from time to time designate by written notice to the City; and 

(b) If to the City address to Mike Ryle, Engineering Construction Manager, Engineering 
Department, City of St. Petersburg, P .0. Box 2842, St. Petersburg, Florida 33731 or 
at such other address as the City may from time to time designate by written notice to 
the Department. 

All time limits provided hereunder shall run from the date of 1·eceipt of all such notices, 
demands, requests and other instruments. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed the 
day and year first above written. 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
a municipal corporation of 
the State of Florida 

By: ~B:=:r--)L.~~l~/L..c~ 
Rick Baker 
As its Mayor 

~;_,c-. c:;;;z~ ·~ 
City Clerk 

By: VhN-l A .llO I •1 V' 

Assistant City Attorney 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

(SEAL) 

Legal Review: 
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NO. 2006-408 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 
OR HIS DESIGNEE TOEXECUTE A DISTRICT 
SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION 
MAINTENANCE ·MEMORANDUM OF 
GREEMENT ("AGREEMENT") WITH THE 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION ("FDOT") . FOR THE 
INSTALLATIO~ OF STREETSCAPE 
IMPROVEMENTS ON 310 AND 4111 STREETS 
BETWEEN 5™ A VENUES NORTH ·AND 
SOUTH AND THE SUBSEQUENT 
MAINTENANCE "OF THE INSTAUJID 
STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS. BY THB 
CITY AT THE. CITY'S EXPENSE. SUBJEc;f 
TO ·APPROPRIATION; AUTHORIZING . THE 
MAYOR ·OR HlS DESIGNEE TO EXECUI'B 
SUBSBQUBNT AMENDMENTS RBQUlRED 

. ·BY FOOT, THAT DO NOT SUBSTANTIVELV 
VARY THE TERMS AND CONDmONS OF 
THE AGREEMENT,. AND ALL 0~ 
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 
THIS TRANSACTION; 'AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

( 

WHBR.BAS, the Florida Departtneo.t of Transportation ( .. FOOT") owns 
State Road 687 right-of-way COllSisting of road improvements and sidewalk areas 
abutting thereon located on 3111 and 4111. Streets between 51'A Avenues No:rth and South 
( .. Project Highway"); and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to beautify and improve the sidewa1k areas 
of the Project Highway which will improve and enhance its aesthetic and Safety qualities; 
and . 

WHEREAS, the City and FDOT have agreed that the .CitY may iDstall all 
or some of those streetscape improvements c·JmprovemeDtS") on the Project Highway as 
conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepar~ by GeOlJC F. Young, 
Inc.; and · 

WHEREAS, t1ic City shall have the option as to the location and extent of · 
the Improvements installed; and .: · 

WHEREAS, upon completion of the iDstallatlon of ariy Jmprov~tS, the 
City wU1 be responsible for maintainlDg the installed Jmprovemeots, subject to 
appropriation; and 

~0 39'oi'd G9£9~GBLlL at:sa 900l/St/B9 



:, : ' 

2.006-408 •,,·· ,I• :· . .. 
Pagc2 

WHEREAS, in order to proceed. the City muat approve a resolution that 
authorizes the exeCUtion 'of ·a Streetscape ·Maintenance MeutOJaDdum ·of Agreement 
("Agreement") . for the instiillation of the lmpiovements :and the- substqucnt. maitttenancc 
of the instslled IniproVem.ents by the City at the City'·s expense, subject 'to apprOpriation; 
and : . . . . . . .· .. : . . . . 

WHEREAS, FDOT will ~uire ~~nts to the Agreement setting 
forth the detailed construction plan$, specifications and maintenance plans each time a 
portion of th~ Project ~ighw~~ .~ ~~royed; ~ 

. . W$REAS, A$iliiistr~~ r~-~ ·th~t . City CounCil alldlolize the 
Mayor or the MaYor's ·designee to exeCute 'such amenmnents that do not substmtiveiy 
vary the terms and conditions of the original Agxecment 

' •• • • • • .. :• '• ·,,,, I!' ' , I , • • •, , : 

. .NOW .. JJIEREFORE JBE IT RESOLVED by the City Cou.ncll of the City 
of St. Petersburg, Florida. that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute a 
District .Seven . .Highway ·Beau~tiop. ~enance -M~~d~ Of.J\~ \Vi~. 
the Florida .Department of Transportation ("FDOT"') for the instal .. n of streeucape 
improvements on 3• and 4111 Stteets North between S* Avenues North aDd South and the 
subsequent main~ilance· ·of the installed streetseapc improvements ·by ·the ·City at the 
'CitY's expeD$e~ subje"Ct to'1ll)proptiatioil, s'Ubscqucnt amendments required by PDQ1, that 
do not ~-ve~y vary the terms ami conditlons of the Agr~ent, and all other 
document!' necessaty tO eff~ this tranSaction. .. . . , . . . , 

o .: o o o, o o ' o I ~ o 

·This ·resolution shall ~me ~ve immediately upon its adoption . 

2006. 
. ~~cl "' .a regular s~~~D.9f'th~ Cio/ :Co~~ ~d 0~ ~~ ~.~tr(~y 'of July' 

• • • • • •• •• 0 

A~./~ 
. . . :Pr~icliDg.Off:icer .. ~the gty .~~ 

A1TEST: ~~ o~~ 
_.A~ 1-,;. ' . .City, ~letk 

, .. 
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MOA 01-06 

EXHIBIT "B" - MAINTENANCE PLAN 
Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement 

Site Improvements 

The City shall at all times maintain the Project in a reasonable manner and with due care 
in accordance with Project standards. Specifically, the City agrees to: 

(a) Maintain all site improvements including but not limited to specialized 
paving, decorative plaques, bollards, benches, trash receptacles, signage, 
newspaper racks, bicycle racks, precast concrete planters, and pedestrian 
lighting fixtures. 

(b) remove graffiti from site improvement surfaces; 

(c) repair cosmetic or structural damage to any site improvement component; 

(d) relocate or replace any site improvement component requiring removal for 
implementation of local roadway or utility projects; 

(e) maintain a pavement surface free from residue accumulation, algae, uneven 
pavement, or other slip or trip hazards; and 

(f) perform other maintenance as required to maintain the Project in a 
reasonable manner and with due care in accordance with Department 
guidelines and standards. 
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i!III!III!II!II.ID William Morlaty/07/FDOT 
0812212006 09:25AM 

Good morning Normand; 

To Normand Latallle/07/FDOT@FDOT 

cc John Slmpson/07/FDOT@FDOT, David G 
Mlmnaugh/07/FDOT@FDOT 

bee 

Subject STREETSCAPE MOA, CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

In accordance with Mr. Simpson's Transmittal Letter of yesterday to you, I am forwarding the 
M.O.A. information for the item mentioned above: 

1. M.O.A. Number: Streetscape M.O.A ("S.M.O.A,") #01-06 
2. Permittee: City of St. Petersburg 
3. Section; 
a. 15090 (3rd Street-N.B. One Way) 
b. 15090-101 (4th Street-S.B. One Way) 
4. State Road: 600 (U.S. 92) and 687 
5. Mile Posts: 
a. 0.000-0.895 
b. 0.000-0.812 
6. Date of Agreement; 08/18/06 

As always, please contact me If you have any questions. 

Thanks! 



MEMORANDUM 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

District Maintenance, MS 7-1200 

DATE: August 21,2006 

TO: William D. Moriaty, District Vegetation Management Coordinator 

FROM: John Simpson, District Landscape Architect 

COPIES: N. Lataille 

SUBJECT: TRANSMITI AL, Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of 
Agreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) 5th Avenue Nm1h 
to 5th A venue South 

I am transmitting one original copy of the beautification (streetscape) maintenance MOA for your 
file with Exhibits A and B attached. I have delivered one original to the Pinellas Maintenance 
Permits Engineer. Please advise Normand of the MOA #assigned to this agreement. 

This agreement allows the City to make incremental improvements based on an approved concept 
plan. The streetscape plans for each segment must be approved prior to the permit for that segment 
being issued by the Pinellas Permits Engineer. The DMO will be copied on the approved plans for 
our copy of the MOA. 

You may wish to include this as part of an extended limits MOA 04-04 (copy attached) which was 
executed for an earlier section of 4th Street. If you have any questions, please call me at 5-6442. 
Thank you. 

JS 

U:\I'INilU.~'\ST PUnl\ARCIIJVJ!\olnf STRillffintANSWILLMOA.DOC 



MEMORANDUM 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

District Maintenance, MS 7-1200 

DATE: August 21,2006 

TO: Normand Lataille, Permits Engineer 

FROM: John Simpson, District Landscape Architect 

COPIES: W. Moriaty 

SUBJECT: TRANSMITTAL Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of 
Agreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) 5th Aven~e North 
to 5th A venue South 

I am transmitting one original copy of the beautification (streetscape) maintenance MOA for your 
file with Exhibits A and B attached. I have also delivered one original to the Distinct Maintenance 
Office. Will will advise you of the MOA # assigned to this agreement. 

This agreement allows the City to make incremental improvements based on an approved concept 
plan. The streetscape plans for each segment must be approved prior to the permit for that segment 
being issued by the Pinellas Permits Engineer. The DMO should be copied on each approved 
segment plan for addition to its copy of the MOA. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 5-6442. Thank you. 

JS 



Florida Department Transportation 
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 1200 

Tampa, FL 3361 2 
DENVER J. STUTLER. JR. 

August 21, 2006 

Mike Ryle, Engineering Construction Manager 
Engineering Department 
City of St. Petersburg 
P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731 

TRANSMITTAL: Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of 
Agreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd & 4th Streets) 5th 
A venue North to 5th A venue South 

Dear Mr. Ryle: 

SECRETARY 

Enclosed is an executed original of the Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) with Exhibits "A" and "B" attached. 

This agreement facilitates the City's incremental improvement of the corridor based on an 
approved streetscape concept. The construction plans for each streetscape segment must be 
approved by the Department prior to the permit for that segment being issued by the Pinellas 
Permits Engineer. 

Once the streetscape plans have been approved, they will be attached to the MOA as an addition 
to Exhibit "A". 

If you have any questions, you can reach me at (813) 975-6442, or at the email address below. 

Sincerely, 

JS 
Attachment 
cc: N. Lataille, W. Moriaty 

www.dot.state.fl.us • RECVWO PAPER 
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l,George F. Young, Inc. 
I 291 lth st ... t North 

St. Polo~, Florida 3370t-ol83 I Till: (727) 822-4.117 Fax: (727) 822-2919 

STREETSCAPE DESIGN PLAN PROJECT MAP 
WITHIN 3rd & 4th STREET F.D.O.T. RIGHT-OF-WAY 

BETWEEN 5th AVENUE N. AND 5th A VENU... S. 
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TYPICAL STREETSCAPE DESIGN PLAN 
WITHIN 3rd & 4th STREET F.D.O.T. RIGHT-OF-WAY 

BETWEEN 5th AVENUE N. AND 5th A VENUE S. 



Florida Department of Transportation 

RICK SCOTT 
GOVERNOR 

DISTRICT 7 MAINTENANCE • (813) 975-6273 
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-1200 

Tampa, Fl33612-6456 

ANANTH PRASAD, P.E. 

October 16, 2013 

Ms. Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 
City of St. Petersburg Engineering Department 
One Fourth Street North 
St. Petersburg, FL. 33701 

SECRETARY 

RE: Amendment #1 to FOOT SMOA #01-06: Streetscape for Bayway Apartments: Section 15090-
000 (3rd Street North), SR's 600 (US 92) & 687: City of St. Petersburg 

~ 
Attached are three (3) copies of the Amendment mentioned above. 

Please review this document and if it meets with City approval, return three (3) executed 
copies of the Amendment, signed in original ink, along with the construction plans and a copy of 
the Resolution authorizing the City's officers to enter into the Amendment. Please have these 
items sent to my attention at the Florida Department of Transportation address shown above. 

If you have any questions, please e-mail me at william.moriaty@dot.state.fl.us or call me 
at (813) 975-6638. 

Attachments 
Certified Mail Receipt 7012 0470 0001 0522 1064 
WDM/wdm 

cc: J. E. Beebe, P.E. 
D.J. Kastelic, R.L.A. 

Sincerely, 

~;\-&. --)<.._>(__, 
William Moriaty 
District Roadside Vegetation Co rdinator 
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AMENDMENT #l TO DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION 
MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDMENT, made and entered into as of the day of , 
20_, between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, (the 
"Department") and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of 
Florida, existing under the Laws of Florida, (the "City"); 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the Department and the City entered into a Highway Beautification 
Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement on August 18,2006 (the Agreement) whereby the City 
agreed to maintain streetscape improvements within the rights-of-way of State Road 687 (3rd and 
4th Streets), between 5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South; within the city limits of St. 
Petersburg in Pinellas County, Florida (the "Project Highway"); and 

WHEREAS, the Department and the City have agreed to amend the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the City by Resolution No. __ , a copy of which is attached, has authorized 
its officers to execute this Amendment on its behalf. 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises, mutual benefits, and 
covenants contained herein, the parties agree as follows: 

1. The limits of the Project Highway are amended to include State Roads 600 & 687 (U.S. 92/ 
3rd Street North) Section 15090-000 starting at 3rd Avenue North at M.P. 0.634 and ending at the 
Alley at M.P. 0.682 as depicted on attached Permit #2013-C-799-001 and the following documents 
referenced as Exhibits "A"-1 and "A"-2 and attached herein; 

a.) Bayway Apartments Hardscape Plan dated 2/21/2013. 
b.) Bayway Apartments F.D.O.T. Right of Way Submittal Plans dated 2/27/2013. 

2. . Paragraph 18 is added and provides as follows: 

To the extent permitted by applicable law without causing this obligation to be subject to 
approval by referendum pursuant to the Florida Constitution, the City shall appropriate in its annual 
budget, for each Fiscal Year, non-ad valorem funds lawfully available to satisfy its maintenance 
responsibilities under this Agreement. This provision does not create any lien upon, or pledge of, 
such non-ad valorem funds, nor does it preclude the City from pledging such funds in the future, or 
from levying and collecting any particular non-ad valorem funds. 

3. Paragraph 10. (a)- (c) is deleted and replaced with the following: 

The Agreement may be terminated by the Department if the City, following fifteen 
working days written notice, fails to perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement. 



4. Paragraph 11 of the Agreement is deleted and replaced with the following: 

Within 60 days following the Department's notice to terminate pursuant to Paragraph 10, if 
the Department requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the 
same safe condition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request 
such restoration, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it deems best. 

5. The term of this Agreement is for ten (10) years effective upon its execution by the 
Department. Further, the Agreement may be renewed for an additional 10 year term upon mutual 
consent of the City and the Department. 

6. The City shall maintain the installed streetscape improvements in accordance with the 
Maintenance Plan attached as Exhibits "B" and "B-1". 

7. Except as specifically amended by provisions herein stated, all terms and provisions ofthe 
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and are hereby ratified and confirmed. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed the day 
and year first above written. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, 
a municipal corporation of 
the State of Florida 

By: ___________________ _ 

The Honorable Bill Foster 
Mayor of the City of St. Petersburg 

Attest: _________________ _ 
City Clerk (SEAL) 

Approved as to Form & Content~ 

City Attorney (Designee) 

By: ____________________ _ 

Assistant City Attorney 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

By: _____________________ ___ 

James V. Moulton, Jr., P.E. 
Director of Transportation Operations 
District Seven 

Attest: __________________ _ 

Executive Secretary (SEAL) 

Legal Review: 

Office of the General Counsel, District 7 



EXIDBIT "B"-1 MAINTENANCE PLAN 
3RD STREET NORTH/US 92 (SR'S 600 & 687) STREETSCAPE AT BA YW AY 

APARTMENTS 

The City shall at all times maintain the Project in a reasonable manner and with due care 
in accordance with Department Guidelines and standards. Specifically, the City agrees 
to: 

(a) Remove graffiti from detectable warning pavers and pet stations; 
(b) Maintain detectable warning pavers free from residue accumulation, algae, 

uneven pavement, or other slip or trip hazards; 
(c) Pick up litter at pet stations daily; 
(d) Maintain all detectable warning pavers and pet stations in a good and safe 

condition. 
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Florida Department of Transportation 

RICKSCOTI 
GOVERNOR 

DISTRICT 7 MAINTENANCE • (813) 975-6273 
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-1200 

Tampa, Fl33612-6456 

November 13, 2013 

Ms. Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 
City of St. Petersburg Engineering Department 
One Fourth Street North 
St. Petersburg, FL. 33701 

ANANTH PRASAD, P.E. 
SECRETARY 

RE: Amendment #2 to FOOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for Bayway Apartments: Section 15090-000 
& 15090-000 (3rd Street North), SR's 600 (US 92) & 687: City of St. Petersburg 

De~s: 
Attached are three (3) copies of the Amendment mentioned above. 

Please review this document and if it meets with City approval, return three (3) executed 
copies of the Amendment, signed in original ink, along with the construction plans and a copy of 
the Resolution authorizing the City's officers to enter into the Amendment. Please have these 
items sent to my attention at the Florida Department of Transportation address shown above. 

If you have any questions, please e-mail me at william.moriaty@dot.state.fl .us or call me 
at (813) 975-6638. 

Attachments 
Certified Mail Receipt 7012 0470 0001 0522 1125 
WDM/wdm 

cc: J. E. Beebe, P.E. 
D.J. Kastelic, R.L.A. 

Sincerely, 

~:.._____~ ·~ IY 
William Moriaty 
District Roadside Vegetation Coordinator 



AMENDMENT #2 TO DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION 
MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDMENT, made and entered into as of the day of , 
20_, between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, (the 
"Department") and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of 
Florida, existing under the Laws of Florida, (the "City"); 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, the Department and the City entered into a Highway Beautification 
Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement on October 10, 2006 (the Agreement) whereby the 
City agreed to install and maintain landscape improvements within the rights-of-way of State 
Road 687 (3rd and 41

h Streets), between 51
h Avenue North and 5th Avenue South; within the city 

limits of St. Petersburg in Pinellas County, Florida (the "Project Highway"); and 

WHEREAS, the Department and the City desire to amend the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the City by Resolution No. __ , a copy of which is attached, has authorized 
its officers to execute this Amendment on its behalf. 

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises, mutual benefits, and 
covenants contained herein, the parties agree as follows: 

1. The limits of the Project Highway are amended to include State Roads 600 & 687 (U.S. 92/ 
3rd Street North) Section 15090-000 starting at 3rd Avenue North at M.P. 0.732 and ending at 1st at 
the alley located at M.P. 0.682 as depicted in Sheets Ll.OO, Ll.10, IR.OO. IR.IO, IRl.ll and IR1.12 
and attached as Exhibit "A"-8. 

2. Paragraph 18 of the Agreement is added and provides as follows: 

To the extent permitted by applicable law without causing this obligation to be subject to 
approval by referendum pursuant to the Florida Constitution, the City shall appropriate in its annual 
budget, for each Fiscal Year, non-ad valorem funds lawfully available to satisfy its maintenance 
responsibilities under this Agreement. This provision does not create any lien upon, or pledge of, 
such non-ad valorem funds, nor does it preclude the City from pledging such funds in the future, or 
from levying and collecting any particular non-ad valorem funds. 

3. Paragraph 10. (a)- (c) is deleted and replaced with the following: 

The Agreement may be terminated by the Department if the City, following fifteen 
working days written notice, fails to perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement. 



4. Paragraph 11 of the Agreement is deleted and replaced with the following: 

Within 60 days following the Department's notice to terminate pursuant to Paragraph 10, if 
the Department requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the 
same safe condition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request 
such restoration, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it deems best. 

5. The term of this Agreement is for ten (10) years effective upon its execution by the 
Department. Further, the Agreement may be renewed for an additional ten (1 0) year term upon 
mutual consent of the City and the Department. 

6. Except as specifically amended by provisions herein stated, all terms and provisions of the 
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and are hereby ratified and confirmed. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed the day 
and year first above written. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, 
a municipal corporation of 
the State of Florida 

By: ___________________ __ 

The Honorable Bill Foster 
Mayor of the City of St. Petersburg 

Attest: -------------------
City Clerk (SEAL) 

Approved as to Form & Content:~ 

City Attorney (Designee) 

By: ___________________ _ 

Assistant City Attorney 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

By: ______________________ __ 

James V. Moulton, Jr., P.E. 
Director of Transportation Operations 
District Seven 

Attest:. ________________ _ 

Executive Secretary (SEAL) 

Legal Review: 

Office of the General Counsel, District 7 



PARKWAY MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement") made this __ day of December, 2013, by and 
between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida ("City") and Bayway Apartments LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company ("Owner")( collectively, "Parties"). 

W I T N E S S E T H: 

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg entered into Memorandum of Agreement #23-06 
with the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") on the lOth day of October, 2006, and 
Memorandum of Agreement #0 1-06 with the Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") on 
the 18th day of August, 2006 to allow beautification within State Road 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) 
right of way located between 5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South ("MOA"); and 

WHEREAS, the MOA provides, inter alia, that the City shall be responsible for ongoing 
maintenance for non-standard streetscape and/ or landscape and irrigation improvements installed 
in FDOT rights-of-way covered by the MOA, namely, replacing the existing sidewalk, installing 
three (3) decorative street lights, installing six (6) live oak trees with associated irrigation and 
sodding between sidewalk and back of curb ("Improvements"); and 

WHEREAS, the Owner represents and warrants that he/she/it is the owner in fee simple 
of that certain real property within the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, located at 3rd Street North, 
between 3rd Avenue North and the alley to the north thereof and legally described in Exhibit "A" 
which is attached hereto and made a part hereof by reference ("Property"); and 

WHEREAS, Improvements are to be installed within the City and FOOT rights-of-way 
adjacent to the Property; and 

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the Parties that ongoing maintenance of the Improvements 
in rights-of way adjacent to the Property shall be the responsibility of the Owner. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises contained 
herein, the Parties agree as follows: 

I. Recitations. The above recitations are true and correct and are incorporated herein by 
reference. 

2. Permit Application/Funding/Construction. The Owner shall secure all necessary 
governmental construction permits prior to initiating construction within the rights-of-way 
adjacent to the Property, with approvals from both the FDOT and the City. The Owner shall fund 
and be responsible for the construction, installation, and maintenance of the permitted 
Improvements in accordance with FOOT and City standards and specifications, and shall meet all 
specific construction permit requirements including the maintenance of insurance during the 
construction process. 

3. Owner's Maintenance Duties. Once the Improvements are constructed/ installed, Owner 
shall maintain the Improvements adjacent to the Property at its own expense as follows: 
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A. The Owner shall establish a maintenance schedule designed to meet minimum 
maintenance and care standards as established by the City and FOOT, as may be 
amended from time to time ("Maintenance Standards"). 

B. If at any time the City reasonably determines that any of the Improvements 
adjacent to Property are not being maintained in accordance with the Maintenance 
Standards, the City shall serve written notice upon the Owner advising of the 
deficiency. The Owner shall have thirty (30) calendar days from receipt of such a 
notice to cure the deficiency. A deficiency shall be deemed cured if the Owner 
commences to cure the deficiency within thirty (30) days after receipt of notice and 
thereafter proceeds with reasonable diligence to complete the performance 
required to cure the deficiency. 

C. In the event that the Owner does not correct the deficiency within the thirty (30) 
calendar day period, the City shall have the right to utilize its own crews or private 
contractors to correct the deficiency. A bill for the charges for such work shall be 
presented to the Owner by the City. Payment for such charges shall be due on the 
first day of the month immediately following the month in which the work was 
completed. 

4. Effective Datefferm. This Agreement shall be effective on the day that the last of the 
Parties executes this Agreement ("Effective Date"). This Agreement shall expire fifty (50) years 
after the Effective Date ("Term"), or upon earlier termination of this Agreement. 

5 . Recording. This Agreement, or a Memorandum of Agreement, may be filed and recorded 
in the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. This Agreement shall run with the Property 
and shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the Parties and their respective successors, 
assigns or other legal representatives. 

6. Indemnity. 

A. The Owner shall defend at its expense, pay on behalf of, hold harmless and 
indemnify the City, its officers, employees, agents, invitees, elected and appointed 
officials and volunteers (collectively, "Indemnified Parties") from and against 
any and all claims, demands, liens, liabilities, penalties, fines, fees, judgments, 
losses and damages (whether or not a lawsuit is filed) including, but not limited to, 
costs, expenses and attorneys' fees at trial and on appeal (collectively, "Claims") 
for damage to property or bodily or personal injuries, including death at any time 
resulting therefrom, sustained by any person or persons, which damage or injuries 
are alleged or claimed to have arisen out of or in connection with, in whole or in 
part, directly or indirectly: 

i.) The maintenance of the Improvements or occupancy of the rights-of-way 
by the City or Owner; or 

Page 2 of8 



ii.) The performance of this Agreement (including future changes and 
amendments thereto) by Owner, its employees, agents, representatives, 
contractors, subcontractors or volunteers; or 

iii.) The failure of Owner, its employees, agents, representatives, contractors, or 
subcontractors to comply and conform with any applicable law, statute, 
ordinance or regulation now or hereinafter in force, related to its duties 
under this Agreement, including, but not limited to violations of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 ("ADA") and any current or future 
amendments thereto; or 

iv.) Any negligent, reckless or intentional act or omission of the Owner, its 
employees, agents, representatives, contractors, or subcontractors, whether 
or not such negligence is claimed to be either solely that of the Owner, its 
employees, agents, representatives, contractors, or subcontractors or to be 
in conjunction with the claimed negligence of others, including that of any 
of the Indemnified Parties, which occurs in the performance of the Owner's 
obligations pursuant to this Agreement. 

B. The purchase of insurance coverage required by this Agreement, or otherwise, 
shall not relieve Owner from the requirements of this paragraph. 

7. Defaultffermination. 

A. This Agreement shall be terminated as to all or a part of the adjacent rights-of-way 
upon the removal of the Improvements. If the Improvements are removed by the 
Owner such removal shall be in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, 
and upon demand by the City or FOOT, the Owner shall replace the Improvements 
with standard improvements required by the City or FOOT. 

B. In the event of termination of this Agreement by the Owner, all amounts owed to 
the City pursuant to this Agreement shall become due and payable at the time and 
date of termination and shall be paid in full by Owner on or before the date of 
termination. 

C. Owner shall only be deemed in default of this Agreement upon the Owner's failure 
to any monetary sum within thirty (30) days after it is due, or thirty (30) days after 
receipt of notice from the City of a default of any other provision of this 
Agreement, or if such default cannot be reasonably cured within such thirty (30) 
day period, then within such additional time up to sixty (60) days as is reasonably 
necessary provided that the Owner continuously and in good faith proceeds to cure 
such default. 

D. The exercise by the City of any right or remedy to collect money due or enforce its 
rights under this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of, or preclude the 
exercise of, any other right or remedy afforded the City by this Agreement or by 
statute or law. The receipt by the City of any payment or part of payment required 
to be made by the Owner, shall not act to waive any other additional payment then 
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due. Nor shall receipt, though with the knowledge of the breach of any covenant 
or condition of this Agreement, operate as or be deemed to be a waiver of this 
breach, and no waiver by the City of any of the provisions of this Agreement or 
any of the City's rights, remedies, privileges, or options under this Agreement shall 
be deemed to have been made, unless made by the City in writing. 

8. Assignment. 

A. Except for an assignment to a successor in title to the Property, Owner may not 
delegate performance nor assign this Agreement or any of its rights under this 
Agreement without City's prior written consent which shall be granted or withheld 
in the City's sole discretion. Any such purported delegation or assignment shall be 
null and void and shall constitute a material default of this Agreement and cause 
for immediate termination. Any purported involuntary assignment of this 
Agreement or assignment by operation of law, whether by bankruptcy or 
insolvency, dissolution, merger (whether as the surviving or disappearing 
corporation), consolidation, dissolution, reorganization, transfer of the Owner or 
controlling interest in the Owner, or court order effectuating such assignment or 
any other method, shall be null and void and shall constitute a material default of 
this Agreement and cause for immediate termination, unless such underlying 
transaction is approved by the City which approval shall be in the sole discretion 
of the City. Any assignment to a successor in title to the Property shall relieve the 
Owner of any further liability under this Agreement. 

B. Upon a permitted assignment under this paragraph, the assignee shall assume all 
rights and obligations of Owner under this Agreement. Any assignee of Owner 
shall deliver to City an assumption agreement in a form reasonably satisfactory to 
City within ten (10) days after approval by the City of such assignment 

9. Non-Appropriation. The obligations of the City as to any funding required pursuant to 
this Agreement, shall be limited to an obligation in any given year to budget and appropriate from 
legally available funds, after monies for essential City services have been budgeted and 
appropriated, sufficient monies for the funding that is required during that year. Notwithstanding 
the foregoing, the City shall not be prohibited from pledging any legally available non-ad valorem 
revenues for any obligations heretofore or hereafter incurred, which pledge shall be prior and 
superior to any obligation of the City pursuant to this Agreement. 

10. City Consent and Action. 

A. For the purposes of this Agreement any required written permiSSion, consent, 
approval or agreement ("Approval") by the City means the Approval of the 
Mayor or his designee unless otherwise set forth herein and such Approval shall be 
in addition to any and all permits and other Agreements required by law or this 
Agreement. 

B. For the purposes of this Agreement any right of the City to take any action 
permitted, allowed or required by this Agreement, may be exercised by the Mayor 
or his designee, unless otherwise set forth herein. 

Page 4 of8 



11. Severability. Should any section or part of any section of this Agreement be rendered 
void, invalid, or unenforceable by any court of law, for any reason, such a determination shall not 
render void, invalid, or unenforceable any other section or any part of any section of this 
Agreement. 

12. Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties, 
and no change will be valid unless made by supplemental written agreement executed by both 
parties. 

13. Notice. Any notice required or permitted under this Agreement shall be in writing and 
shall be either hand-delivered or transmitted by certified or registered mail, postage prepaid and 
return receipt requested. All such notices shall be addressed to the parties as follows: 

CITY: 

OWNER: 

City of St. Petersburg 
P. 0. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, Fl 33731 
ATTN: City Development Admin. 

Bayway Apartments LLC 
315 East Robinson Street, Suite 290 
Orlando, Florida 3280 I 
Attention: Manager 

The above addresses may be changed by the applicable party to this Agreement as to such party 
by providing the other party with notice of such address change in the same manner provided 
above, which change shall be effective immediately upon receipt of such notice by the other 
party. If a notice is given as provided in this paragraph and such notice is returned to the sender 
by the U.S. Postal Service because of insufficient address, or because the party has moved, such 
notice shall be deemed to have been received by the party to whom it was addressed on the date it 
was initially placed in the U.S. Postal Service, certified or registered mail postage prepaid, by the 
sender. Except as provided above, notice shall be considered as effectively given upon the earlier 
of actual receipt or three (3) calendar days after it is mailed in accordance with this paragraph. 

14. Waiver. No act of omission or commission of either party, including without limitation, 
any failure to exercise any right, remedy, or recourse, shall be deemed to be a waiver, release, or 
modification of the same. Such a waiver, release, or modification is to be effected only through a 
written modification to this Agreement. 

15. Applicable Law. Venue and Jurisdiction. This Agreement shall be governed by and be 
interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Florida. Venue for state court actions shall 
be in Pinellas County, St. Petersburg Division. Venue for federal court actions shall be in the 
Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division, unless a division is created in St. Petersburg, or 
Pinellas County, in which case the action shall be brought in that division. Each party waives any 
defense of improper or inconvenient venue as to either court and consents to personal jurisdiction 
in either court. 
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16. Headings. The paragraph headings are inserted herein for convenience and reference only, 
and in no way define, limit, or otherwise describe the scope or intent of any provisions hereof. 

17. Compliance with Regulations. The Owner will obtain, at its own expense, all required and 
necessary Agreements and permits and comply with all laws and regulations of the United States 
of America, the State of Florida, County of Pinellas, and the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, as 
may pertain to its duties under this Agreement. 

18. Non-Discrimination. Owner shall not illegally discriminate against anyone in the 
performance of its duties under this Agreement. 

19. Relationship Of The Parties. This Agreement shall not be deemed to create any 
relationship between the Parties other than the relationship of parties to a contract. 

20. Due Authority. Each party to this Agreement represents and warrants to the other party 
that it is duly organized, qualified and existing entities under the laws of the State of Florida, and 
all appropriate authority exists so as to duly authorize the persons executing this Agreement to so 
execute the same and fully bind the party on whose behalf they are executing. 

21. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which 
shall be deemed an original. 

(The Remainqer of This Page Intentionally Left Blank) 
•· (Signature Pages Follow) 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have duly executed this Agreement on the day 
and year first above written. 

WITNESSES 

Sign: __________________ __ 

Print: ----------------------

Sign:-----------
Print: ----------------------

STATE OF FLORIDA ) 
COUNTY OF PINELLAS ) 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

By: ____________ _ 

Print: ----------------------
As its: --------------------
ATTEST: 

Eva A. Andujar, City Clerk 

City Seal 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this __ day of _____ _ 
20_ by , as of the City of St. 
Petersburg, a Florida municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation. He is personally known 
to me and appeared before me at the time of notarization. 

Notary Public - State of Florida 
(Affix Notarial Seal) 

Notary Signature 
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WITNESSES 

Sign: -L 
Print: 5 &A ,J 

STATE OF FLORIDA ) 
COUNTY OF 0 . .-z.ans--v ) 

OWNER: 

BAY WAY APARTMENTS LLC, a 
Delaware limited liability company 

By: MCRT Bayway LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, a member 

By: -----l\~J2?:--..... 2 ==---~~=1A./f~-l'-~"----_..;;:::::::-_.._ ~!JJ 
Print: ---.:S~e:::::a~n~F~I~an~a~a!!.n--~-+-----
Title: _V...:...=ic:..::e...:P...:.r.:.:es:<.:.id=e::..:n.:..:.t _______ _ 

O...:...u-??J~ 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this .:J~ day of ·No venrber, 

c · -'LI J /J ' 2013 by ,-J ,, <laY •.J:.C.a.ru:t.'!c.?H-J , as t , "<- L1--y2..<cLx..f-of MCRT Bayway 
LLC, a Delaware limited liability ompany, as member of Bayway Apartments LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company on behalf of the company. He is personally known to me or has 
produced (Type of identification) as identification and appeared before me at 
the time of notarization. 

Approved ~on tent: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
By: RICHARD 8. BADGLEY 

f Assistant City Attorney 

Legal: 00185554.doc V. 10 

Notary Public - State of Florida 

;azz:. /), u.) ~£ 
Notary SiJlature 

Approved as to Form: 

City Attorney (Designee) 
By: ________________________ __ 

Assistant City Attorney 
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MASTER ELAN! LIST 

Bayway Apartments ~12013 

Quanti\' _1 1 Symbol I Botanical Name I common Name I Slz:e & Specification 

Trees 
26 ea QV100 Quercus vlrgnlim 'Soil/rem Sll~' t.r.e Oak 100 Gal orR.P.G., 15'-18"Ht. X r.gspd .. 4"-4.5" cal. 

ShNbsiGI'OIDiciCOwrtGrasestAccents 
18 ea FK Trtpsacun fJc7lcBJa Fakallalc l1ee G'2SS 3 Gal., 24" ~ HI , FUI, 4' O.C. 
12 ea VOA15 Vlbc.mm ocbnti$simum llle!MI' AwabiJd Vlbunun 15 Gal .• 5-6' X 4', 48" 0 . C. 
21 ea voo Vlbc.mm Clbav1tum 'Densa' DwatWallel's Vllllmlm 3 Gal., 2!1' H1. X 2!1' Spd., 36" O.C. 
22 ea ZP ZamiarunRa coon11e 7 Gal., 18"-2!1' HI X 18"-217' Spd_, 36" O.C. 

Miscellaneous 
10 cy l.tJch HaldoYOOd Mulch "Oesver Browrr 3" ~h 

1,469 sf SOCI Stenotsphrllfl secllldatlln St. Augustine Sod Disease ;n~ weed tee 
LANDSCAFE NOTES: 
CONTRACTOR 18 E><P'ECTEP TO c.ARRT' OUT ALL FIEPCIN&ISILITIE& 
6ET FORI'W IN TJ.Eee LAND&cAFE NOTE& AND IN TJ.E LAND&cAFE 
&PI:CFIC.ATICIH&. TIEY WILL eE &mCTL Y ~ I'Y TIE 
Clii.NEIIt/LA. 

2. ALL F'LANT MATERIAl.. &WALL eE FLORIDA 'I OR BETTER 
~ll«loTOTJ.E~~ 
GRAPE& AND &TAN:>AI"C&. 

ll. ALL F'LANT eEP& &WALL BE P~eeeP Wllllll' LAYER OF I'LII..at 
ALL Oll-ER ~ &WALL ~CEIVE &oP (!EE I"LAN FOR 
Tl'PEJ. 

4. CONTRACTOR &WALL WRIFY ALL EX1&TII«lo UT1LrriE& f'RIOR TO 
IN&T AI..LATION. 

&. ALL F'LANT& &WALL MEET &IZE. CONTAINER, AN:> &PACIM:i 
&I"ECFICATION&. ANY MATERIAl.. HOT 
1'11!ETII«lo &PI:CFIC.ATIGIN& 6WALL BE IIIEI'10II£P AND ~ AT 

TI-E CONTRACTOR'& E><PENeE. 

6. CONTRACTOR &WALL eE ~8f"''oo&&BI..E TO ~IVE fl.£ 
LAN:>&cAFE AACI-IITECT'& APPROVAl.. OF ALL F'LANT ElEP 
LAYOUT& AND TFIEE Loc:.ATIGIN& PRIOR TO IN&TAI..LATION. IF 
F'LANT MATERIAl.. I& 
IN&T ALLEP PRIOR TO LAHP&CAF£ ARCI-liTECT'& Af"PI;IOVAL, 

CONTRACTOR WILL BE eue.JECT TO 
N!LOCATII«lo TI-E MATERIAl.. AT TIE LANDec.4PE AACI-IITECT'& 

PeGLIE&T AND TI-E CONTRACTOR'& 
CIUH E><PENeE. 

1. ALL 81-Ree &WALL BE PLANTED 1-112' AND~ 2-112' AeOVE 
GRAPE. CONTRACTOR &WALL BE 
~&PelN&ISLE FOR I"RRFER PLANT I-lEAl.. nl IN ON-&ITE SOIL&. 

8. CONTRACTOR &WALL PI!FiFOR"' &oiL TE&TIN!ro PRIOR TO 
CQN&TRJCTION IJ TO PETE..,.,INE !'W'IRIEMT &TATU& AND ~OF &oiL 
AND 2J TO PETElOMINE TIE SOIL TEXTUFIE IN nE TOP 6' - 12' OF 
SOIL, AND TIEN .AI'ENP TI-lE &OIL eAeeP ON TJ.E ~IIULT& OF TIE 
TE&T&. SEE TJ.E LANP&cAFE &PI:CII'ICATIGIN& FOR I10I'IE 
IN'Of;M.ATION.. 

'3. CONTRACTOR &WALL ell! F!E&PelN&IBI..E FOR PINE GRADING. 
GRADING &WALL ell! eue.JECT TO TJ.E 
APPROVAl.. OF TI-E LANDSCAPE AACI-IITECT. 

a ~~ ..... "'-'0»' 

DIX . LA.THROP 
- a..A ~'""" u.c 

'"'" ,, ... )(;1'\110 '""' 

IJO• liiiUI>.oYtlflll 
l0140•ooc '~o••o.-

rn •OJ••' 1111 .. , .. , ... ,,. 

_& ____ _ 

Gol.41'£-

lcZ'. F!EA!R TO &PI:CIFICATICIH& FOR APPrriONAL F!EQJIF!EI'1EHTS. 

IL CONTRACTOR &WALL eueNIT ~IT F'RICE& FOR ALL SIP ITEMS 

12. &oiL 61o1ALL eE FR:E FROM LIME F'IOCK AND CQN&TRJCTION 
PEM&. 

Ill. IN nE EWNT OF A CGIIf'LICT BE1IIEEH QUAHTrrll!& ~I"F!E&EHTEP 
ON nE I"LAN v&. QUAHTrrll!& 

5loiOIIN ON nE F'LANT LI&T, TI-lE PLAN 6loiALL CONTROL. 

1<1. CONTRACTOR &WALL MAINTAIN TFIEE& IN A &TRAIGI-IT AND Pl.ll"e 
f"'&&TION FOR c::t£ YEAR. 

CONTRACTOR &WALL &TAKE ALL TF!EI!& IF F!EQJIF!EP BY nE 
.A.IRI&PICTION. 

IS. PRIOR TO F!EMOVAL OF ANY TFIEE&, nE TFIEES TO BE ~AINEP 
&WALL HAW PAOTECTIW TFIEE 

BARRIER&. 

16. LAIP&cAFE CONTRACTOR 81-!AI..L BE F!E~IeLE FOR TJ.EIR 
CIUH T AIC:E OFF6 AND QUAHTrriE&. 

THE QUAHTrriE& ON nE f"LAHT LI&T !ER\1£ ONLY A& A ciUIPE TO 
THE OUN!R AND LA. nil& INCLUDE& &oP AND MULCH 
QUAHTrriE& OF ~ICI4 TI-lE CONTRACTOR 6f.IALL BE I-IELP TO SIP 

QUAHTrriE&. 

n. eucce9eFUL I!IIPPER 81-!ALL LOCK UP ALL MATERIAl..& 
111'1EPIATEL Y AI"'1:R CONTRACT A&&ICiH'IENT. F'LANT& &WALL BE I-IELP 
DURING TI-lE PERIOD FROM CONTRACT TO IN&TAI..LATION TO ALLOW 
APPrriONAL ~ ALL F'LANT& WILL BE F!EQJIF!EP TO BE FULL 
AND I-lEAl.. THY. CONTRACTOR &WALL ARRAttloE FOR PLANT 
APPROVAl.. ~TO PELIWRY. Erri-IER BY &AMPLE&. ~09, OR 
t«<R9ERT' Vlerr&. 

18. CONTRACTOR &WALL eE ~BI..E FOR IIIAARAtm" OF 
I-lEAL n1 OF F'LANT& IN ON-&ITE &oiL&. IF, DURING PIGGII«io, 
CONTRACTOR PlecowR& WATER-LOGGED, CLAYEY. COMPACTED OR 
&!MILAR.. Y f'OORI.. Y DRAINED &oiL&, IT &I-IO..LP BE ~ TO THE 
ATTENTION OF~ ~ITECT FOR F!EMEPIAI.. ACTION. 

l'a. CONTRACTOR &WALL ANTICIPATE THE FIR&T FIVE FEET AAI:UIP 
eiJILPIHCi PERIMETER WILL BE COMPACTED AND F<:I\I'IPATION ElEP6 
8I-IOJL.P eE TILLED AND ~ TO &U&TAIN VIGOROO$, lEAL THY 
f"LAHT~ 

r~ 
02.-l~ I!J {J 

.IIUW'AT_n:_,._ 

R.a W. SUBMITTAL 
L..J.:.,e N.-, Dew4 ...J PJ..t U. 
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MAINTENANgi NOTES: 

L ~ ALL &c:IC> TO eE I'1CIUeP IIEEI<I.. Y ~ 
'M: I'1CINTW& OF ~L. ~OCT~ AND 
ONc:E l!'tiER'r cmER UI!I!K ~ 'M: I'1CINTW& OF 
NO\IS1eeR ~ I"'AACH. I'IClUINCi TO OCCUR HO 
LE&6 TWAN 42 TII'E& FER TEAR. 'lUFF f.EIGWT TO eE 
CUT A.T HO I'IOR: TWAN 4" AND HO LE&& TWAN 2 %". 

2. ~ ALL 'lUFF TO eE EC1GEP 11EE1<1.. Y ~ 
'M: I'1CINTW& OF ~L ~OCT~ AND 
E\I1!R'r cmER UI!I!K ~ 'M: I'IC::INTH6 OF 
NOIIS1eeR ~ I"'AACH. EPGtNG TO OCCUR HO 
LE&& TWAN 42 TI'IE& FER TEAR. 

3. FER!ll.IWIC!H. A.PI"L Y FERTILIZER &IX TII"E& FER 
TEAR. 

4. 1881<iA'TJ<3:!• !FRGA.TIQN 80I!ciLE TO FOLLOW 'M: 
CITY'& IIIA'Il:FI!HG FIE&'IliiiCTIQN& AND FiECiiJLA.TIQN&. 

&. HEF!BICIQE• loERBIC!DI!& TO 81! A.PI"LIEP 4 Tt11!& 
FER TEAR. 

6. ~ PR.HHG OF ALL f'I.A.NT MA.~A.L TO 
OCCUR l"lc:IHTWI.. Y. ALL PfUoUNG &!-ICIILP !'lET A.IH 'M: 
f'LAHT'& NA'I\RAL &!-L6f'E AND ~ TFIEE& 
TO ee I"IUEP IN LA.lE FALL OR WINTER TO FiEI'10YE 
DEAD. PAMAciEP, OR PIIIEA.&EP WOOD. 

1. ~ IIEEP!NG OF ALL f'I.A.NT ei!P& TO OCCUR 
IIEEI<I.. Y. 

e. LITTE8 prgc:;e LITTER Pk:X 1P AND I'IEMOYA.L TO 
OCCUlt ILI!ElCL. Y. 
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IANI:lSCV£ SP£0FICAT10NS 

PART I -GENERAL 
1.01 WOIUC ll<CWOED 

A. THE WORX INClUDED IN THIS SECllON CX>NSISTS Of FIJRNISHINOJ'IAlffiNG. WATERING. 
FERTIUZINO AND MULCHING ALL PL'Vll"S AND lAWN AREAS Of THE SPECIES. SIZE AND 
QUAlifY IN THE l.OCATlONS INDICATED ON THE OkA.'INCiS OR AS DISCUSSED WITH THE 
IANI:lSCV£ ARCHrncT. 

I.OZ DEUVD.Y. STORACE AND HANDLING 

A. TRANSFORTATIONANDINSPECTIO""PlANTTRANSFORTATION SHAll CX>MPlY WITH ALL 
FEDEilALANDSTATE llEGUlATIONS. 

I.OJ GUARANTEE 

A. THE IANti5C\PE CX>NTRJICTOR SHAll OUAJW<TE£ AU PlANTING WOIUC 101< A P£JUOD OF 
SIX MONTKS AND ALL SOD FOR THREE MONTKS AFTER THE DATE OF FINAL ACCEPTANCE. 
DURING THIS P£1UOO. THE IANOSCAPE CX>NTRACTOR SHAll CONTINUE THE OBSERVATION 
OF PlANTS AND GUARANTEED •'OIUC. THE IANaiCAPE CX>NTRAcrolt SHAll SUIIMrT 
MONTHLY OBSERVATION REFORTS TO THE OWNERS WrTH A COPY TO THE lAN05CAPE 
ARCHrncT DU1UN0 THE OLIARANTEE l'tJUOO. THE I'UIU'OSE OF THESE REfORTS IS TO STATE 
fo>lY MAlNTEIIANC£ DEFICIENCIES OBSERVED. rT IS THE IANaiCAPE COilTltACTOR~ 
RESFONSI81LrTY TO REFORT THESE TO PROTECT HIS OUAJWlTlOE. FAILURE TO SLI8MrT 
REFORTS ELIMINATES ANY ClAIMS THAT THE OUAJWlTlO£ IS NOT VAUD DUE TO IMPROPER 
~BY THE OWNER 

8. REPlACEiofENT Of DEFECTlV£ PIA>lT5, ANY DEAD PLANTS OR PIA>lTS SHOWING INDICATION 
OF PROIW!LE NOSURVIVAL OR LACK OF HEALTH AND VIOOII. OR WHICH DO NOT EXHIBrT 
THE CHARACTERISTICS TO MEET SP£0FICATIONS. SHALL BE REPlACED WrTHIN TWO 'WEEICS 
OF NOTICE FROM OWNER OR IANOSCAPE ARCHrTECT. ALL REPI.ACD4£NT PIA>lTS SHAll BE 
FURNISHED/INSTALLED AT NO AODmQNAL COST TO THE OWNER AND SHAll BE 
GUARANTEED FOR SIX "OilTHS . ..U. REPI.ACD4E>m SHAll MEET ORIGINAL SP£aFICATIONS. 

C. THE IANti5C\PE CX>NTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE OWNER AND IANaiCAPE ARCHrTECT TEN 
DAYS PRIOR TO THE END OF THE OUAJWlTlO£ PERIOD AND SliCH OUAJWlTlOE SHALL BE 
EXTENDED UNTIL NOTIFICATION IS RECEIVED. 

0. AT THE END OF THE CUAJlAN'TEE P£ktOD. All Pl..AN15 lltA.T AJt.E DEAD OR UNSATISFACTORY 
SHALL BE REP\ACEOWrrtiiN TWO U'EEKS 

I.D4 jOB CX>NDmONS 

A. PRQTECTl()N, THE lAN05CAP£ COml<ACTOR SHALL PROTECT ALL >41\ TEIUAIS AND WOIUC 
AOAINST INJURY FROM ANY CAL.5ES AND SHALL PROVIDE M'D MAINTAIN ALL NECESSMY 
SAFEOUAIUlS FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE PUIIUC. HE SHALL BE HELD RESroNSIBLE FOR 
ANY DAMAGE OR INJURY TO PERSON OR PROPERTY THAT >41\Y OCCUR AS A RESULT OF THE 
NEOLIOENCE IN THE PROSECUTION OF THE WOIUC. 

II- EXIST1NO CX>NDillONS, 

I. THE lANaiCAPE CX>NTRACTOR SHALL EXEROSE CARE IN DIOOING AND OTHER WOIUC SO 
AS NOT TO DAMAGE EXISllNO WOIUC. INClUDING UNDERGROUND PIPES AND CABLES. 
AND THE PIPES AND HYDRANTS OF WATEIUNO SYSTEMS. SHOULD SUCH OVERHEAD OR 
UNDERGROUND OBSTRUCTIONS BE ENCOUNTERED WHICH INTERFERE WrTH PlANTING. 
THE IANaiCAPE CX>NTRACTOR SHALL 8E RESFONSIBL£ 101< THE I).O.IEDIATE REPAIR Of 
ANY OJ\>4AO£ CAL.5ED BY HIS WOIUC CSE£ SECTION 3.01) 

Z. SHOULD ANY OBJECllONABLE >41\ TEIUAL SUCH AS OLD (X)NCREll;. BIUCICS OR OTHER 
DEBRIS BE ENCOUNTERED DUlliNG PIANTINO OP£RJ\TIONS THEY SHAll BE REMOVED 
FRO" THE SrTE BY THE lANDSCAPE CX>NTRAcroll 

J. THE lANaiCAPE CX>NTRACTOR SHALL 8E RESroNSIBL£ FOR PROP£R PlANT GROWTH IN 
EXISTINO ONSrTE SOilS. PRIOR TO COM .. rTMENT OF PlANT SHIP>4E>m. THE IANOSCAPE 
CONTRACTOR SHALL EXAMINE THE SOilS IN ALL AREAS OF WOIUC BY CONDIJC11NO SOIL 
TESTS AND FIWNG TEST HOLES WrTH WATER TO DETERMINE IF SOIL CHEMISTllY AND 
DRAINAOE ARE SATISFACTORY. ANY UNSATISFACTORY CX>NDITIONS SHALL BE BllOIJOHT 
TO THE IMMEDIATE ATTENTION OF THE lANI:lSCV£ ARCHrTECT FOR POSSIBLE 
CX>IUlECTlVE ACTION OR PlANT >41\TEIUAL SUliS1TTUTIONS. THE OWNER/tANaiCAPE 
1\RCHrTECT RESERVES THE RIGHT TO MAKE CHANGES Oil SUBS111Ull0NS IN PlANT TYPE 
OR QUANTITIES FOR THE PURPOSES OF INSURING PROP£R PlANT OROWTlt. 

4. PRIOR TO WOIUC. IAN05CAJ'£ CX>NTRACTOR SHALL BECOME RJLLY FAMIUAR WrTH THE 
Srr£ AND THE WOIUC OF ALL OTHER TRADES. INClUDING HARaiCAPE AND ORADINO, IN 
ORDER TO UNDERSTAND THE RJLL EXTENT OF THE WOIUC. 

I.OS QUALITY CX>NTROL 

A. THE IANaiCAPE ARCHrncT I OWNER SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT. AT ANY STAGE OF THE 
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OPERATIONS. TO P.EJECT ANY AND AU t:'OR.K AND MATEllAl. THAT, IN HlS/HEil OMNIO!II. 00 
NOT MEET TiiE REQUIR.EMENTS OF THESE SPEOACATIONS. 

B. ALL PlANTING SHALL BE PERFO~ED BY PERSONNEL FAMILIAR TrTH PlANTING PROCEDURE 
AND UNDER THE SUP£RVISION OF A QUALIFIED PlANTING FOR£>41\N. 

C. ALL WORK SHALL CX>MPl Y WrTH AI'PIJCABLE CODe; AND REGUlATIONS. 

D. THE WORK SHALL BE COOkDINATED WrTH OTHER TRADES TO PREVENT CONFLICT'S 

1.06 QUA.'ffiTIES 

A. IN THE EVENT Of A CX>NFUCT BETWEEN QUANTITIES SHOWN ON THE I'I.MT UST AND PlANS. 
THE PlANS SHALL CX>NTROL 

PAR.T 2 · PIUJOt..k:n 
!.Ol MATEPJAI.S 

A. GENERAL 

I. NOMENCLAl'Uil£ AU TREES. SHRUBS AND PlANTS SHALL BE TRUE TO NAME AS 
ESTABLISHED BY THE AMERICAN )OINT CX>IOAiln£ ON HORTICULTURAL 
NOMENClATIJRE PUIIUCATION 'STA.'IDAAD PI.A.''TS NAMES". THE DESIGNATED 
AUTHORITY FOR THE IDENTIFICATION OF ALL >41\TEIUAL SHALL BE THE TWO 
PUIIUCATIONS OF LH. BAILY. 'HORTL.5 ur AND "W.NIJAl OF CULTIVATED PlANTS". AND 
ALL SP£0MENS SHALL BE TRUE TO TYPE. NAil E. rn:.. AS DESCRIBED THEREIN. 

t ORAD£ STANDAIUlS AND QUAUTY AU PlANTS SHALL BE NURSERY OROW>O. AND SHAll 
COMPlY WrTH ALL REQUIRED INSP£CTION. GRADING STANDARDS AND PI.A.'T 
REOULATIONS AS SET FORTH IN THE FlOIU!l.'. DEPART>4E>lT OF AOIUCULTIJRE. "GRADES 
AND STANDARD& FOk >-'URSERY PlANTS." PARTS I AND 2 INCLUDINO REVISI0>-5 

'· THE MINIMUM ORAD£ FOR ALL TREES AND SHRUBS SHAll BE FLORIDA >lO I UNLESS 
OTHERWISE INDICATED AND ALL PlANTS SHALL BE SOUND. HEALTHY AND 
VIOOROL.5. WELL BRANCHED AND DENSaY FOUATED WHEN IN LEAF THEY SHALL 
HAVE HEALTHY. WEI.LDEVELOP£D ROOT SYSTEMS AND SHALL BE FREE OF DISEASE 
AND INSECT P£STS. EOOS Ok lARVAE. 

J. MEASUR£>4ENTS THE "INBIUM ACCEPTABLE SIZE OF PIWI"S. MEASURED AFTER 
PRUNINO. WrTH BRANCHES IN l'ORWJ. POSITIONS SHALL CONFOR>4 TO THE SP£0FIED 
SIZES AS SHOWN ON THE PlANS SIZES SP£0FIED ARE MINIMUM ST ANDAilt6. PLANTS 
SHALL BE EQUAL TO OR lARGER THAN ALL CA TEOOIUES (HEIGHT. SPIIEAD. CAUPEkl OF 
SIZE SP£0FICATION. SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATIO~ FROM THESE "EASUREME>m "u;T BE 
APPROVED BY lAN05CAJ'£ ARCHrTECT. CAUP£R OF TREE TIIUNICS SHALL BE MEASURED 
ONE FOOT ABOVE kOOTBALL FOR TREES OVER 6 INCHES IN CAUP£1<. AND SHALL BE 
"EASURED61NCHES ABOVE THE ROOT BALL FOR TREES UNDER6 ll'CHES IN CAUP£11. 

4. PlANT PROTECTION- PIA>lTS SHALL BE PROTECTED UFON ARRIVAL AT THE SrTE. BY BEING 
THOROUGHLY 'WATERED KEPT .. OIST. ANO PROP£RLY >4~\~NTAINED UNTIL PlANTED 

8. PlANT >41\TEIUALS, WrTH REFERENCE TO METHOD OF CULTIVATION. ROOT SYSTEM STATL.5. 
ETC.. PlANTS FOR LANDSCAPINO SHAll BE CLASSIFIED UNDER THE FOLLOWING 
DESIONATIOI& 

I. BALLED AND BlJili.API'£0, PLANTS SO CLASSIRED SHALL BE DUO WrTH FIR>4 NATIJRAL 
kOOT BALLS OF EARTH COMING FROM SINGUlAR Cli>4ATIC AND SOIL CONDmONS AS 
THOSE ON PROJECT Srr£ AND OF SUFFICIENT DIAMETER AND DEPTH TO INCLUDE MOST 
OF THE FIBROUS kOOTS THE ROOT BALL OF THESE PIA>lTS SHALL BE PROP£RLY 
WRAPP£D WrTH BUIUAI' SACK >41\TEIUAL AND llDWN PROTECTED AND WET UNTIL THEY 
ARE PlANTED. THE PlANTS SHALL BE HANotm DNl Y BY THE EARTH BALL A.'ID NOT BY 
THE PlANT rTSELF. AU B-ALLED AND Bl..'kl'ED PlANTS WHICH CANNOT BE PI.AilTED 
IMMEDIATELY UroN DELIVERY SHALL BE SET ON THE GROUND AND SHALL BE WELL 
FR0TECTED 'WrTH SOIL WET SOIL 'WET ~lOSS. OR OTHER ACCEPTABLE MATERIAL THE 
PLANTS SHALL BE SET WrTH THE BURlAF COVER INTACT AND WrTH THE BlJIU» 
SHOWING. UNTIL INSP£CTION. AT FINAL INSP£CTION THE BUIUAI' >41\Y BE cur AWAY TO 
GROUND LEVEL AND THEN COMPlETELY COVERED WrTH SOIL BUIUAP· SHALL BE Pl1RE 
8UJU.AP. 01\.GANtc RBEk WITH THE ABillTY TO DECOMPOSE. 

Z. CONTAINERORO'WN flANTS, 

>. CONTAINER GROWN PIA>lTS SHAll HAVE BEEN GROWN IN CONTAINERS lARGE 
ENOUGH AND FOR SUFFIOENT TIME 101< THE ROOT SYSTEM TO HAVE DEVELDP£D 
WELL ENOUGH TO HOLD rTS SOil TOOETHEJI. FIR>4 A}<D WHOLE. >lO PlANTS SHALL 
BE lOOSE IN THE CONTAINER PlANTS THAT HAVE BECX>ME ROOT BOUND OR lOR 
WHICH THE TOP S"tS'moiiS TOO lARGE FOR THE SIZE OF THE CONTAINER. WILL NOT 
BEAOCEPTABLE. 

b. ALL CONTAINERS SHALL BE CUT M'D OPENED FULLY. IN A MANNER SUCH AS WILL 

NOT DAMAGE THE 1\00T SYS'TDA CONT AINU. GRQ11'N PlANTS SHAll NOT BE 
REMOVED FROM THE CONTAIND. UNTIL IMMEDIATELY BEFORE f't..ANTINO. WHEN 
ALL DUE CARE SHAll BE TAKEN TO PllEVENT DrUAAGE TO THE kOOT SYSTEM. 

:l. IWlE ROOT P\..ANB: NO BARE P.OOT "-AJilJS SHALL BE USED. UNLESS SPECIREO. 

4. 0~ BAG fi.M'TS, >lO 0~-81\G PlANTS Slt..U. BE 1..5£D. 

C. PlANT1NO >41\TEIUJ\IS, 

I. TOPSOIL 

~ . SOIL OiAAAC'TE~· 
TOPSOIL SHALL BE FlliABI.£ SM'DY LOAM. TYPICAL OF CULTIVATED TOPSOil 
LOCALLY. CX>NTAINING AT LEAST 5 PERCE>oT OF DECAYED OIIGM'IC >41\TTER 
(HUMUS). rT SHAll OCCUR AS ON.SrTE NATURAL TOFSOIL 'WTTH OOOD 
CIWlACTEIUSTICS OR BE TJ\fiN FR0>4 A WELL Dll'JNED. ARABLE SrTE. rr SHAll BE 
REASONABlY FREE OF WEEilS SIJIIIO(L STOtiES, CL01:6 STlCICS. ROOTS OR OTHER 
OBJECTIONABLE EXTliANEOI.IS >41\TTER OR DEBRIS rT SHAll >lOT CONTAN TOXIC 
>41\TEIUALS AND SHALL HAVE AODrTY RANGE Of PH 6.0 TO 1.0. TOI'SOil FROM NUT 
GRASS I'IFEST'ED AREAS WILL NOT 8E ACCEPTABLE. ClAYEY SOIL FRO" FOND 
EXCAVATIONS WIU NOT BE ACCEn'ASLE. 

b. SOIL TESTING 
IANaiCAI'E CX>NTRACTOR IS RESroNSIBL£ FOR PLANT HEALTH AND SURVIVAL IN 
ON.SrTE SOilS SEVERAL WEEICS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED LA.'IDSCAP£ INSTALLATION. 
lANaiCAPE CONTRACTOR SHAll CX>LLECT SOil SAMPlES FRO" THE SrTE FOR SOIL 
PH AND FERTilrTY TESTING. ALLO•· ENQL()H TIME FOR TESTING FAOLrTY TO 
P£RFOR>4 THEIR TESTS. GENERATE THEIR RESULTS M'D RECX>MMENDATlONS. M'D 
ENOUGH TIME TO AMEND THE SOIL IF '<ECESSMY. BASED ON THE 
RECX>MMENDA TIONS OF THE TEsnNG FAOUTY ALSO PRIOR TO LANDSCJ\1'£ 
INSTALLATION. THE lANaiCAPE CX>NTMC!OR SHALL EVALUATE THE ON.SrTE SOIL~ 
AllllrTY TO DRAIN. 
I I. SOIL PH AND FERTILrTYTESTlNG 

SOIL TESTINO SHALL BE P£RFOR>4ED AND ANALYlED BY A STAT6UGISTnED 
TESTINO FACILITY rTHE UNIVEIISrrY OF FLDIU!lo'.~ INSTTnJTE OF FOOD AND 
AORICULTIJilAL SClENCES UFASl PROVIDES THIS TESTINO SERVICE FOR A 
NO"INAL FEEl. THE RESUlTS OF THE TESTS SHALL BE IOkW ARCED TO THE 
OWNEIVI.A FOR REVIEW THE RECX>MMENo.t.TlONS FROM THE TES11NO 
FACILITY FOR FERTIUZIIl A.'IO SOil AMENDIAE>m SHALL TAX£ FRECEilENCE 
OVER niE FERnUZER RATES AND A."'ALYSES IN TlUS SECTlON. SOIL T'fS1ll'oKj lS 
THE RESroNSIBILrTY OF THE IANaiCAPE CONTRACTOk A}<D SHAll BE 
P£RFOR>4£D PRIOR TO I.A.'IaiCAPE L'ISTALLATION. 

I 2. SOlL DRAINAGE EVALUATION: 
'Wa.LDRAINED SOilS ARE REQUIR£0 FOk NEW I.A.''ll5CAI'<S TO SURVIVE. rT IS 
THE COVTRACTOR~ llESro'<SIBILlTY TO EVALUATE THE ON.SrTE SOILS TO 
DETERMINE THE ABilrTY TO DRAIN PROP£RLY SOilS WITH TOO MUCH ClAY 
HOLD WATER M'D CAL.5E PROBLEMS FOR PLANT SURVIVAL CO"JTRACTTR 
SHAlL VISUALLY NSP£CT THE Srr£ FOR SIO>.'S OF roDRLY DRAINED SOilS 
(STANDING 'WATER. SURFACE CRACKING. HARD TO THE TOL'CH. ETCJ A.'-'0 010 
TEST HOLES. CONTRACTOR SHAll WRITE A REFORT DEMONSTRATINO THEIR 
FINOI"'IS AND ALERT THE O'IV'IEIVI.A IF A.><Y EVIDENCE OF roDU.Y~"ED 
SOILS ARE DISCOVERED. 

c. OESil£0 PARTICLE SIZE DISTIUBUT10N lNTOP "I!" OF SOIL 

t I ~SAND (O.S.lmmV!:!EDI\JM SAh'D fO.lSO-S-.l: MINJMlJ).( OF ~ (BY 
'IV lfl1 OF PARTICLES SHAL FALL WITHIN THIS llANO£ •60 SIEVE! 

I.Z. FINE SAND (0 IS<l ZSmm> IWQ).IUM OF • lfl1 OF PARTICLES SHAll 
FAU E • 

U VE Y FINE SAND S<l. 1AAX1M OF 5"' Olfll OF PARTICLES 
s 

1.4. SILT (O.OJM.OlS'"'"> MAXIIAIJM Of 5'10 (BY 'W£10HTI OF PARTICLES SHALL FALL 
WrTHIN THIS llANO£ (•400 SIEVE!. 

15. ClAY (LESS THANO .017'""" MAXIMUM J~ OF PARTICLES (BY WEIOifll SHAll 
FALL WrTHIN THIS RANGE (PM'). 

d. INFILn.ATION OR PUCOl.ATION MTEOFSOIL: D£SIIlEO LEVEL t5 r PER. HOU1t 

•· SOIL PREPARATION PRIOR TO PlAONG MIX AND IIACKFilL OR CO"MENCINO WITH 
PlANTING. ROTOTILL ANY OR ALL AREAS THAT HAVE BEE.'I PREVIOUSLY COMPACTED 
OVER 90 P£RCE>-T FOR OTHER CONSTRUCTION PURPOSES. 

.IU'r..U'_, __ 

D 
.-.co~ILA itMl'I:DT 

DIX.LATHROP 
_, ,..D ""'l)c, .. , .~ . .. .. 

UO • J i ll VI ' vCOIII I 
~ OMG• OOO. HO I IO ol 

fh HU 661 .UH 
, ... •0 7 _ •• ~ 11 ,. 

- a. lt.oll-6/ 2lo.C uc ... _._..._ ..... 
QA.41'£- ~·:.~ R.O.W.SUBMITTAL 

~Jill Speci£it:4UoM 

SHEET 
NO. 

/J.OO 



2. FERTlUZEk: FER.TlUZER. SHALL BE A COMPLETE BALANCED BLEND FORMUlA, OF 'WHIOt 
PAilT OF THE ELBIEll!S SHAU BE DEAIVED FROlol ORGANIC SOUilCES IT SHAll CONT AJN 
NmtOGEN. PHOSPHORUS AND POTASSIUM AS WELl. AS RECO ...... EN0£0 
"'ICRONVniENTS SUCH AS loWl>IESIUM. IRON, COPPER. ZINC. BORON, AND ~ESE 
IN SULFATE FOIIM NITROGEN SHAll BE AJ>PUED OVE1t AU. l\IRF. SHRUB AND TREE 
AllEAS AT A RATE Of I 1n I'OUllt'6 Pfll 1.000 SQUAilE FEET THE CO"'PI.ETE FERTILIZER 
ANALYSIS SHALL BE AJft.OVED BY mE 1..ANtECA1E MCHITECT. 

J . MUI,CH, PINE STM'IV "'UlCH SHAll BE ClEAN. BRJOKT AND F11.£E Of WEEDS. ... 055. 
STICICS AND OTHER DEBRIS. 

4 WATER, SUITABLE WATER FOR THE IWOATlON OF THE NE'1V PlANT1NCl5 DURJNG THE 
PROGRESS Of CONSn.UCT10N SHAll BE PROVIDED AND PAlO FOR BY THE LANDSCAPE 
CONTRACIOR. 'IIHO SHAll AlSO FURNISH ADEQUATE 'IVATERINO EQUI .... ENT 

5 STAKES AND TIS STAKES AND TREE TIES SHAll BE PROVIDED IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
THE P.EQUIRWENTS OF PARAGRAPH 3.02 B HE1lEINAFTER. 

PAilT 3 • EXECUTlON 
)1U PREPARATION 

A. UNDERGROUND OBSTRl.CTlONS, 

THE LANDSCAPE CON'TRACIOil PRJOR TO CONSTRUCTlON. SHAll VERJFY All UTIUTIES. 

UPON II.EQUEST FROM THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACIOR. THE OWNER SHAll PROVIDE 
PlANS SHO'IVINO LOCATIONS OF UND£RGitOUNID ununES AND/OR. 'tviU. ASSIST THE 
lANIJ&CAPE CONTRACIOR IN SEC\Jk!NO UNDERGROUND LOCA noNS FROM OTHER 
PIJBUC UTILITY COMPANIES. SUCH AS TELEPHONE. EUCnJOTY. E1C. 

) . IN THE EVENT THAT ROCK. UNDERGilOUND CONSTlUJCT1QN 'IVOU. UTILITY UNES OR 
OBSTRUCTlON OUT Of THE OROOWlY AilE ENCOUNTEII.ED IN ANY PlMT PIT 
EXCAVATION, ALTERNATIVE LOCATlONS SHAll BE SELECTED BY THE LANDSCAPE 
ARCHITECT. WHERE LOCATIONS CANNOT BE CHANGED AND THE OBSTRUCTIONS MAY 
BE REMOVED. THE OBSTRUCTIONS SHAll BE REMOVED TO A DEPTH OF NOT LESS THAN 
1-flET BELOW GIWlE AND NO LESS THAN 6-INCHES BELOW BOTTOM OF BAllS OR ROOTS 
WHEN PlANT IS PllOPERLY SET AT THE II.EQUIRED GIWlE. 

B. EXCAVATION OF PIAilTINO BEDS ANUIOR PlANT HOUES 

I. WHERE EXCAVATION ENCXXJlrrrl1'DS MATEJUAL WHICH AilE SUITABLE FOR. PlANT 
GROWTH. THE PlANT HOLE EXCAYATlONS SHAll BE ROUGHLY CYLINDIUCAJ. IN SHAPE. 
WITH THE SIDES APPROXIMATELY VER.TlCAL PLANTS SHALL BE CENTEJl£0 IN THE HOLE. 
WITH TiiE TR.UNX l.OCATlON AS SHOWN IN THE DRAWINGS. BOTIOMS OF THE HOLES 
SHALL BE UNDCS'T\.IRBED NATl.JRAL SUBORADE PREVENTING THE TAEE F1l0M SETTl..INO. 

C. PROTECTION OF ElCISTINO TREES. THE lANIJ&CAPE CO!mtACTOR SHAll PROTECT ElCISTINO 
TREES FROM DAWIGE. WHERE DAWIGE DOES OCCU1l THE LANDSCAPE CONT1IACTOR SHAll 
REMOVE THE DAMAGED n£E. THEN kEJ'tACE IT IN KIND AND SIZE IN AC(X)~ WITH 
THE INSTRUCTION OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AND THE APPilOPIUATE SPEClftCATlONS. 
AU AT NO ADOfTIONAL COST TO THE O'WNE1l 

D. ORAilE& IT SHALl. BE THE llESPONSIBtl.ITY Of THE lANIJ&CAPE CONT1IACTOR TO FINISH (FINE! 
GRADE AU LANDSCAPE AllEAS EUMINATING AU SURFACE IRREGULAJUTlES. DEPilESSIONS. 
STICICS, STONES AND OTHEJl DEBRIS TO THE SATISFAcnON OF THE lANIJ&CAPE ARCHITECT. 
NO PlANT MATERJAL SHAll BE PlANTED UNTIL fiNAL GRADE HAS BEEN ESTABUSHED. 
ENSURJNO I'OSmVE DRAJNAGE. CO"'PACTED TO THE II.EQUIII.ED DEPTH. AND APPROVED BY 
THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT. 

).02 PIAmlNG 

A. SETTING OF J't.ANTS, 

I. WHEN LOWEIUNG INTO THE HOLE. THE PlANT SHAll llEST ON A PllEPAilED HOLE 
BOTTOM SUCH THAT THE ROOTS AilE LEVEL WITH. OR SUGHTL Y ABOVE. THE LEVEL OF 
THEIR PllEV10US GROWTH AND SO ORJENTED SUCH AS TO PllESENT THE BEST 
AI'PEAMNCE. THE lANIJ&CAPE CONTRACIOR. WHEN SETTINO PlANTS IN HOLES. SHAll 
MAI(E Ail.OWANCES OF ANY ANTICIPATED SE'ITLlNG OF THE PlANTS. IF WET 
CONDmONS AilE ANTICIPATED. PLANTS SHAll BE SET l INCHES TO 3 INCHES HIOHER 
THAN NORMAL 

2. THE BAC:XftU. SHAll BE WIDE WITH NATIVE TOPSOIL AND SHAll BE ftkMLY RODDED 
AND 'IVATEI\ED.IN, SO THAT NO AJR POCXETS II.EMAJN" THE QUANTT1Y OF WATER Al'PUED 
IMMEDIATELY UPON PlANTING SHAll BE SUfflClENT TO THOROUGHLY MOISTEN All OF 
THE BACKflU.EO EAilTH PlANTS SHAll BE KEPT IN A MOISTENED, BUT NOT SATURATED. 
CONDmON FOR THE DlJRATIONOFTHE ESTABUSW...ENTPEIUOO. 

II E If IS 10•s 

B. STAJ((NG AND GUYlNG IT IS THE llESI'QNSIBIUTY OF THE LANDSCAPE CONT1IACTOR TO 
MAINTAIN AU. PI..ANTS IN A PI..Ulo(8.. UPRIGHT f'CJSrTK>N UNTIL THE END OF THE OUARANTEE 
PERJOD. STAKINO SHALl. BE THE OPnON OF THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOil A1 THOUGH All 
DAMAOED PI.ANlS kESULTl).l() FI.OM THE LACK UF PROPER STAKING AND OlM~ SHAU BE 
II.EPLACED BY THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR AT NO EXJ'ENSE to THE OWNER. All THREE 
GUY WIRES SHAll. BE A..ACOED WITH YELL011' S.o\fETY RJBBON 

C. PRUNING, 

I All BROnN OR IW<ADED ROOTS SHAll BE CUT Off SMOOTHLY AND THE TOf5 OF All 
TREES SHAll BE PllUNED IN A MANNER CO"'PI.YINO WITH STANDAAD HOIITICULTUIW. 
PRAcncE. AT THE TIME PllUIIING IS CO"'PI.ETED. AU RE).(AJNING WOOD SHAll BE 
ALIVE. All CUT SURFACES OF I·INCH OR "'ORE IN DIAMETER. ABOVE THE GROUND. 
SHAll BE TII.EATED WITH AN API'kOVED COWIIEilCW. TREE PAINT. RNE PllUIIINO FOR 
TREE SKAPE AND Af'F'f.A1lAJtCe SHALL BE DONE O~LY UNDER. THE OtllECTlON OF THE 
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT. 

' AT THE END OF THE GUARANTEE PERJOD. AT LEAST 80 PEilCENT OF THE WOOD 
REMAINING SHAll BE ALIVE. 

0 MULCHING WITHIN ONE WEEK AFTER THE PlANTING. MULCH MA TERJAL SHAll BE 
UNIFORMLY APPUED TO A MIND.4UM LOOSE THICKNESS OF 2 1/UNCHES OYER. TH£ ENTIRE 
AllEA OF THE BACICRUED HOLE OR BED THE MULCH SHAll BE MAINTAINED CONTINUOUSLY 
IN PlACE UNTIL THE TIME OF FtNAiiNSPEcnON. 

E. WATERJNG. THE LANDSCAPE CONT1IACTOR SHAllCONTTNUE WATEIUNG FOR AS LONO AS IS 
NECESSAilY TO PllOPERLY ESTABUSH THE NE'IV PIA>IT1>IClS CARE SHAll BE TAKEN TO 
PII.EVENT STAINING OF NE'IV CONSTRUCTlON "'HERE TEMPORAllY WELl. 'IVA TER IS USED 

F. PEST CONTilOI.. PIUOR TO ft>W. ACCEPTANCE DCC\JkllENCE OF SCALES. llOkEkS. FOUAil 
FEEDERS. APHIDS, ... ITES. L£AI'6POT AND DIEBACX. NEMATODES AND CANKEit.PilOilUCING 
FUNOt. SHALl BE nEA TEO 'WITH AP'PROPRJA TE I'ESTlCZOE. 

G. AU PlANTS SHAll RECEIVE THE SPECIFIED FERTIUlER PRJOR TO ft>W. ACCEPTANCE 

3.03 BERMINO 

A flU. DIRT SHAll BE LOCAU.Y OBTAINED MATERJAL fRO"' NATURALLY OWNED SOURCES. 
F11.£E FROM DRY. OllGANIC DEBRIS. STONES LAilGER THAN 14NCH DIAMETER AND OTHER 
MATERIAlS HARMFUL TO SUCCESSFUL DRAINAGE A.'ID PlANT GROWTH SOIL SHAll BE WEll 
MIXEDA. .. DCONTAJN NO"'ORETHAN 25 PERCENT"'UCK. 

B. GRADE AllEAS INDICATED WITH UNIFORM LEVElS OR SLOPES WITH NO MORE THAN 4-1 
MAXIMUM SLOPE. BEilMS SHAU BE OENTL Y ROW~'G AND PARABOUC 

C. REPAIR AND RUSTABLISH GRADES IN SETTLED. ERODED. Rl!ITED. OR OTHERWISE DAMAGED 
AllEAS. 

3.o4SOODING 

A THE SOD SHAll BE OF ftiiM. TOUGH TEXTURE HAVINO A COMPACT GROWTH OF GRASS 'lVTTH 
0000 ROOT DEVEI.O""'ENT IT SHAll CONTAIN NO BERMUDA GRASS, WEEDS OR ANY OTHEJl 
OBJECTlONABLE VFllETATION. THE SOIL e...BEODED IN THE SOD SHAll BE 0000 CLEAN 
EAilTH. F1l£E fRO"' STONES AND DEBRIS THE SOD SHAll BE F11.£E FROM FUNGI.S, VEIIMIN 
AND OTHER DISEASES" FI>IAJ. l\1RF SHAll HAVE NOAilEA GREATER THAN 6 SQUAilE INCHES 
Of UNSOOOEOAilEA. 

B. SCUD SOD SHAll BE LAID WITH CLOSELY AIIUTTING jOINTS WITH A ROLLED EVEN SURFACE. 
IT SHALl. BE THE II.ESPONSIBILITY OF THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACIOR TO BRJNO THE SOD EDGE 
IN A NEAT. CLEAN lo<ANNER TO THE EOOE OF All PAVING AND SHRUB AllEAS AFTER THE SOD 
IS LAID. A TOP DRESSING OF CUAN SAND WILL BE EVENLY Al'PUED OVE1t THE ENTIRE 
SURFACE AND THOROUGHLY WASHED IN. IF OETEa...INED NECESSAilY. PEG SOD ON SLOPES 
AS llEQUIII.ED TO PllEVEilT SUPPAGE. FERTILIZE All SOl> I POl.JND NITROGEN PER 1.000 
SQUAilE FEET. 

3.0S ftELDQUALITYCONTROL 

A. MAIN'TENANCEPRJOR TO fiNAL ACCEPTANCE. 

I. lAAINTENANCE SHAll BEGIN IM ... EDIATELY AFTER EACH PlANT IS PlANTED AND SHAll 
CONTINUE UNTIL fiNAL ACCEPTANCE. PLA.'<I'S SHAll BE WATERED. MULCHED, WEEDED. 
PRUNED, SPRAYED, FERTIUZEO. CULTIVATED AND OTHERWISE loWNTAINED AND 
PROTECTED FOR THE PERJOD OF TIME STATED ABOVE. SOD SHAll BE MOWED. IF 
II.EQUIII.EO. 

!. SETTLED PlANTS SHAll BE llESET TO PROI'fll GIWlE IOSITlON, PlANTING SAUCEll 
llESTOII.ED AND DEAD MA TERJAL II.EMOVED Qlm; SHAll BE TIGHTENED AND REI' AlRED. 

3 DEFEcnVE WOIUC SHAll BE CQIU\ECTED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AFTER IT B~ES 
APPAilENT AND WEATHER AND SEASON PEIIMIT UPON COWPI.ETION OF PLANTlNG, THE 

LANDSCAPE CONT1VCTOk SH.A.U R.EMOVE FROM THE SITE EXCESS SOIL AND OEBIUS. AND 
REPAIR A.~ (},\}.(AGE TO STllUCTUR£5. ETC. RESUL TlNO FROM PI..AJ.rrtNO OPERATIONS. 

4 THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOII. IS USPONSIBLE FOR PROTECTlON .~GAJNST "'ECHM'ICAL 
DAMAGE. THIS SHAll INClUDE PllOVIDINO PROTEcnON FROM VEHICLES. INCWDINO 
THE rom."" OF APPilOVED WARNING SIGNS AND BAilRJCADES. AS NEEDED. THE 
LANOSCAI£ CONTRACTOR. SHAU P..EPAUL RESTORE Olt REPlACE A."l'i PlA.'lTS OR. 
PLANTINO AllEAS WHICH MIGHT BECO"'E DAMAGED AS A II.ESULT OF AA'Y NWl.lGENCE 
BY THE LA.'IDSCAPE co.-.TRACTOR 1,; COMPI.YlNG WITH THE$£ ltEI)UikDAE."TS. AS A 
SPEOFIC REQUIIW4ENT OF THES£ COI<OITlONS. THE LA.'IDSCAPE CO>oTRACTOil SHAll 
BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSURING THAT All PIAilTS .~T THE TIME OF RS.<I. ACCEPTANCE. 
EXHIBIT THE CHARACTERISTlCS M'D QUAURCATIONS II.EQUIII.ED FOil THE GRADE OF 
Pl.AloT AS OIUGINAll Y SPEClftED. 

S. THE LANDSCAPE CONT1VCTOil SHAll BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY ADOmONAL 'IVATERJNO 
II.EQUIII.ED IF IWOAOON PROVES TO BE INADEQUATE FOil FllESHL Y PlANTED MATEklAL 

&. EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE SPEOftED. THE LANDSCAPE CONT1IACTOR~ WORK SHAll 
COSFOIIM TO ACCEPTED HORTlCVL TU1W. PRAcnCES AS USED L" THE TIWlE. 

B. FINAL ACCEPTANCE 

UPON CO"'PI.ETlON OF All 'IOOilK. INCLUDINO MAINTENANCE. THE LANDSCAPE 
CON'TRACIOR SHAll AllMNOE FOR A FtNA1. REVIEW THE LANDSCAPE WORK MAY BE 
REVIEWED FOR ACCEPTANCE IN PAilTS. PROVIDED THE 'tvOIUC CO ... PRJSES OF OS£ FULL 
UNIT OR AllEA OF SUBSTANTIAL SIZE. 

l. OATEOFANALACCEYTANCESHAU MAAK THE BEGINNJNOOFTHEGl.JARANTEE PERJOO. 

C. GUAIIANTEE II.EVIE'tv AT THE END Of THE GUARANTEE PERJOO. II.EVIE'tv OF PlANTS WILl. BE 
MADE BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT UPON WRJTTEN NOT1CE REQUESTTNO SUCH II.EVIE'tv. 
SUBMITTED BY THE LANDSCAPE CON'TilACTOR AT LEAST TEN O..YS .. FOII.E THE ANTlCIPATED 
WAL~THRU All DEFECTS DISCOVEII.ED SHAll BE REP4.111.ED OR II.EPI.AC£0 BY THE 
LANDSCAPE CONT1IACI'Oil 

3.1l6 ADfUSTio(EilT AND CLEANING 

A. CLEANING UP THE SITE. UPON COMPLETlON OF ANY LANDSCAPE PROJECT. THE LANDSCAPE 
CONTRACIOR MUST THOROUGHLY CLEAN UP THE PROJECT SITE. IN AOOmO>< TO 
RWOVINO AU EQUI .... ENT. UNUSED MATERJAiS. OELETEkiOl.IS MATERIAL AND SURPLUS 
EXCAVATED MATERIAL THE LANDSCAPE CON'TkACIOR SHAll FINE GIWlE AU DISTUilBED 
AllEAS AND THE AllEAS AD)ACE."ll' TO THE t<EW PlA."TINOS TO PROVIDE A NEAT AND 
UNIFORM SITE. AU. IW<ADED OR ALTEII.ED EXISTINO STRUClUilES. AS A II.ESULT OF THE 
LANDSCAPE 'I'OilK. SHALl. BE CORRECTED 
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GENERAL NOTES 

L 'BE DRAIIIMi6 AM TO 1!1! ~ DI.AGIIW'I1A'11C, M IT HAT NaT IU."t'E 1!11!EN POeeeLE TO AC:C:IRAlEL T 
DEf'tCr 'BE I!XACI' LOCA1'ICIN& FClR ALL HA~ OR ALL JOeei1E ELEI'EN1a 'BE N&TAI..LER ewALL lliE 
E>cPEC1ED TO I1AICE 11M:1R AI:W&11'ENT& ~ 'BE 6I1E A6 !El!CED, IN Cli'OC!R TO HAINT ~ CCli'FLETE Ate 
AC:C:IRAlE C0YERAGE. Ate HAINT~ 'BE INTENI' a: 'BE CE8ICiN. f'tOt)FIC:ATIQI& UIIICII INCN:AeE 'BE IIPACN!i 
a: IEACl&, OR PEQEAeE ne 8IZtti a: PIPE. ewALL NaT I!IE HAOE amiOUT ~ CClNeENT a: n£ F'R'JECT 
I'WWiER 11£ FINAL LOCATICN& FClR ALL I1I.JOR EQIIFteiT, INC:I..IDMi ~. VAL\1£6, !IFPLT 
c:GIMEC1'1C:N&, HAN..N!Il, ETC. ewALL I!IE CE11!R1IED IN 11£ FIELD, 6TAIQ!D ClU1' 15T 11£ c:G1N1'RACTOR. U6Ni 11£ 
~ M A GUIDE, Ate Af'F'ROYED ~TO N&TALLATICIN. 

2. ALL IIOFiK ewALL 1!1E PClNE IN ~..tNI2 1m1 f'N!V.AILING COD!!& Ate FI!Cii.LA1'ICIN&. AL'IWOUGII CIE 
PILIGBa! IU.6 I!II!EN E>Sielei!D IN 11£ F'FIEPAI'ATIClN a: 'BE CIOCU'IM6 TO AYOIP CQFLICT&, IT ewALL Fe1AIN 
'BE ~ a: 'BE N&TALLER FClR \of!JIIIFICATIClN Ate ~ TO 11£ PAIIlTIOLAR CODI!6 FClR 
Til& LOCATICIN. 11£ N&TALLER ewALL 015T~ AN'r tECEII6oARY f'EF1t111&, LOCAlE&, Ate Nf'I!CTIClN6. 

ll. ALL ILI:lAK ewALL I!IE CL..OeEL T COORPIN41EP UTil TIU.T a: OM!R 'I'R.ACI!6, IN OlliCER TO A\'CCP CQFLICT&. 11£ 
IN&TALLATIClN ewALL I!IE COORPIU.1EP UTil ALL tell AN:> E)(IIITING IIPR:loeetT&, Ate ami 'BE ACIUAL 
IN&T ALL.EP I!II!PLN!Il, 6ClP LI'IIT&, Ate PLAHf LOCA1'ICIN&. 

4. 11£ IN&TAI..LER ewALL 1!11 FAI'IILIAR UTil ALL Af'P'LIC.AI5LE CIOCU'IM&, INCIJI)ING AN'r IIATTEN &I"ECFICATIClN& 
TIU.T HAT IU."t'E I!II!EN IMIEP. AN'r CQFLICT FQIO I!IET1II!EN 11£ VNIIOU& CIOCU'IM6 &lULL I!IE eleHITTEP IN 
IIRTING TO 11£ ~ J'1.oiNAGER FClR PETER11NATICIN. 

&. ALL HATEIIIIAL AN:> LAI5ClR IECEII6ART TO ~ A CCII'FI.EtE, FILLT Clf'ER.4TIC:IIW.. AN:> GIWUHIEEP 
6T61EH &lULL I!IE ~PARr a: 11£ lla;K, IlMmER OR NaT 1I£T AN! 6FECFIC.ALL T INDICA lED IN 11£ 
POOI'EN1'6. Til& ewAL1. INCI.JI:)E ~ TO 11£ FIEQJINH!NT& Ale:> JIIECCll't"EEIA1'ICIN& a: 11£ VARIClU& 
HANI'ACTIJI;ER6 a: 11£ e::llllf'teNf, Ate TO Af'A.IC.AI5LE 'IRAtiiNG Ate c:ERTFIC:ATIQN a: IN&TALLATIClN 
f'EIII6ClNeL. 

6. LINLE66 llf'I!CFIC.o\U. T 6TA1EP TO 11£ CXINntAR'r, f'I"NNi AN:> ~ PM&ING LIQ!IIt PA"t'EP OR onEIIt 
~ IIIR'AC:E& ewALL 1!1E IN&TALL.EP IN 6L.EEVING a: Aee:UAlE 6IZE Ate 6'1RH!o'llol. IIIPEIII4L.K.6 Ate 
PECK& AN:> '1111' PA"t'EM &lULL I'I!GIJR! III.EI!\IIti, 1!1191 F NaT 6llOIIN ~ 11£ PRA1111ti6. CXINTRX. Ul'IING HAT 
I!IE !lUI IlTWlN A LARiER 6LI!E\o£ UITII HAIUE PIPING, I!IUT ~ T IF PA01EC1EP 1ST A et1.AI..IJ!Jit CCIIOIIT. 1IR 
HAT NaT I!IE T Af'EP TO 11£ t141NLN! IN LEU a: Til& CCIIOIIT, M AI5RA6IQI a: 11£ 11R JACICET 16 LIICEL T TO 
OCQIIt 

1. IIIJ!I!IIE6 LIQ!IIt P..wc~NG AN:> PRIII!IIAT& HAT I!IE 11£ ~ a: onEIIt 1MAN 11£ ~TIClN 
CClN11UCTOR (81101 M 11£ PA\IIIti OR 6I1E CIVIL CClN11UCTOIU C01!1L T OM!R CIOCU'IM6 FClR ADPITIClNAL 
IM'OFII1ATICIN. AN'r NEEPEP 6lEE1IE IIMQf !ITIER c.llfiOT 1!1E FQIO OR 16 PAHAGI!P BET~ PRACTICAL UIIE 
&lULL I!IE iEf'Oii(li!LI TO 11£ F'R'JECT J'1.oiNAGER 111'EPIA1EL T, AI.(Hi Unl JIIECCll't"EEIATIClN& FClR ~ 
ACTIGIN. &L.EEII£6 IIC:IER &ICEIIIALk.6, PI!CK&, ETC. AN! NC:R1AI.L T IN&TALL.EP 1ST 11£ QIRGATIClN alNTRACTClR. 

WI. FlleEJit-MC:IIINTEP II!AC6 ewALL 1!1! IN&TALL.EP amliN 11£ FIR&T RCW a: PLANf HA~ 60 TIU.T 11£ II!AP 16 
~ Ate caNCEALI!LIIST 11£ HA~AL. IT HAT 1!1E I'I!GIJR!P TO IIIELOCAlE IEA£)6 NaT CC'If'OA'1Ni TO Till& 
61'FU.ATIClN AF11!R PLAN1'6 AN! IN&TALL.EP. Til& &lULL eE PClNE AT NO APDITIClNAL CQ&T TO 11£ CIIIHER. RI!!R& 
8IW.L 1!1E 6TAI<I!D A6 6llOIIN IN 11£ DETAIL&, AN:> p~ A CI.RAI5LE FLAT COLClR. TO eE AMEEP IF'CIN 15T 11£ 
PARlE&. 

IL 11£ CCliiTAOIJ.ER &lULL IOEGIIIiiE A 6TAtCAFID Ge-VAC POIER FEED, UIIICII &lULL I!IE coc:IR)INA1EP 1ST 11£ 
HITAI..I.ER, AN:> NOC:II<i!LIIP BT A LICENI!i!LI EJ..EC:T*IAN. IT 16 I I:C E1WW TIU.T A Pi!LIICAlEP CIR:UIT eE f'l'liOW)i!LI 
FClR Till& CXINECTIClN. A 34N! PCUI!F! N'IIT e1.RiE MN!&TOR &lULL I!IE f'l'liOW)i!LI ~ 11£ POIER FEED, Ate A 
PEDICAlEP GRCUI) AODIFLAlE IETIIIOAC leeE DETAIL) &lULL 1!1E N&TALL.EP, .U.\IIIti A I'EAeUiiED EARTH GlliiCU'IP 
FE&I&T ..tNI2 a: NaT GIIIEATER 1MAN 'lEN (WI) 01116. 

a. 11£ CCliiTAOIJ.ER &lULL 1!1E EQJif'f'E) IIlii A ~ T LOCA1EP AN:> IN&TALL.EP IUoiN &IUTCIR' eEN80R CIEVIC:E 
ti'1N-ct.IK I'W10TE, LINU!66 N01EP OTII!RIIE) M IIBUfED 15T ~A LAII1 11£ eEN80R ewALL I!IE LOc:AlEP IN 
euQ.I A HMN!R 60 TIU.T IT 16 IINOMlRICTED AN:> PIRECTL T E>Cf'08ED TO .U.11.RAL RAN'ALL Ate eiiNL.IIiiiT FROM ALL 
PIIIECTICIN6, I!IUT NaT TO II.INc:IFF IIIATER FROM FIOCIF&, ETC. 

13. 11£ t1INI1I1 8IFPL T FEI:IIIIeENT FClR 11£ 6T61EI1 M PE6IGNi!LI 16 »4A1 AT 61>-P&I. 

14. Til! IN&TALLER &lULL I!IE EXI'!Cii!LI TO I!IE FAHILIAR UTil ALL FIEQJINH!NT& FClR 11£ IIIOIIIC. Ate TO CCIIOICT 
Ill& ~ IN A CLEAN. &ME. Ate IIJCIIIICI'WLII<E t1MI!R. 11£ CUN!R N!eER';£6 11£ RICiWT TO ACT TO PROTECT Ill& 
PROI'ERIY Ate 11£ OM!R I"'!NCllttEL AT ILI:lAK ne;E. AN:> TO l1oiiCE Ett!RiENCT N!PAN OR TAICE ~ 
ACT1ClN F 11£ IN&TALL.ER POE& NaT FU.fiLL Ill& CII!ILIGATICN& IN A Ttt!L T t1MI!R. 11£ CUN!R RRTII!R N!eER';£6 11£ 
IIIICiWT TO l!!oACK-c::MARiE 11£ N&TALLER TO~ 81101 E>CPENeE&. TO 11£ EXTENT ALLClUEJ) IIC:IER Af'A.ICASLE LAII1 

SYMBOLS LEGEND 
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• 1-LNTER I"'CB-WJ I6NiF'I1 8Ui!let.ER lEAD 

& IUIT!R ICV-F& ~C VALVE, &IZE A6 NOTED 
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~ APf'IIIOYED DG'I'E&TIC IRRIGATION I'ETER (»-Gf'M) 

1!1 APf'IIIOYED ~~· l!!loAI:Ia'LClW ~ 
(]] 1-LNTER IC-INID-PL 18-6TA. ELE~C ~ 
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e. CX~NTRX. llllllti &.u.LL ee lliOIJTi!LI ~m~ ne I1AN.tE IIIENE'IElt I'Oe6II!LE. ~ Ul'IING &lULL ee 
PAOIEC1EP UITII PYC CCIIOIIT 01' I!UITAI5LE 61ZE, AN:> 1"11.1. I5Q)CE6 AT JIIECCll't"EEI INTI!IIlVAL&. LCIUI '1/Q.T.olGE 
URNi &lULL I!IE TT'FE .,.,.., ami PIIC .w:xET. ttL TI..(;QI)IICTOR OR NCN-1"\oC .w:xET6 &lULL NaT eE 
f'EI'illllli!LI IIITMCUT ~ Af'F'II;IOVAL a: 11£ ~ I'WWiER LINLE6II 6TA1EP TO 11£ CXINntAR'r, :raE 
"WWT" UIIIE6 &lULL I!IE 6IZE 14-~ COLCR:P l'ii!LI. SPAN! 1111111!6, A HINHI1 a: 11110 a: IIMQf &lULL I!IE !lUI FROM 
11£ CCIN1'AOLI.ER TO 'M! FA!mE&T :raE VAL"t'E IN EAC:W PII<ECTIQII. &lULL I!IE 14-~ I5LIE IN CClLOR VAL"t'E 
ca1'1ClN 1IR6 &lULL eE a-~ lllmE IN COLClR. 1IR SPLICE& FClR ~ VAL\1£6 &lULL I!IE a: Af'FR7v'i!LI 
TTPE. llf'EAM "DDIII-8PLICE" CCHECI'Cllt& Ate eeALAHT AN! 11£ 110 L+d> CCHECI'Cllt&,I!IUT 't:ING NIT&" OR 
OTI8t TT'FE& HAT I!IE eleHITTEP M .IN AL'IEIIMioTL 11£ N&TAI..LER ewALL N&TALL ALL IQIIIIti ami ACEQ&AlE 
eLAaC, etW:i!£1 IN 'I'I'II!NC:M:6, 1!111NPLi!L1 AT 'lEN FOOf INTERVAL&, AN:> ami e~RiE.1!)CPANIIICIN COIL& AT 11£ 
VAL\1£6 Ate 11£ caNIROLLER LOCATICIN. 

------ I~' ~ P\oiC 6111. MAINLIIE PIPING 
Ill' 
~ RA' 

51-!Fill.l FilA' 
------~ P\oiC 6111. LATERAL PIPING 

'!. ALL ~ lt!AP6 &.u.LL ee a: n£ I"AAf''!!ll &aE AN:> TTFE FClR ne LOCATIClN AN:> PLAHr HA11!RIAL. 
lEAP& &lULL I!IE IN&TALL.EP IN 'M! l"'le!CCIIII!! twH!1t. P1.11115. Ate amln£ f'Rli"ER ll!llii!T ami IIIEeFECT 
TO GRAPE AN:>IQR PLAHf HA11!RIAL. ALL lEAP& AN:> OM!R EQIIFteiT &lULL 1!1E IN&TALL.EP ami Aee:UAlE 
AN:> LINF<:IR1 c::LEARANCE6 FROM ALL PAVING, OM&, ~ "'.6, IIIAI.L&, AN:> oneJt ce&TACL!&, 60 TIU.T 
PAHAGE TO EGIIIFti!NT POE& NaT OCXD! r::urati N01111AL LAN:l6CN'E I1AliiEIWICE Clf'ER.41'ICIN&. ALL 
~ &lULL I!IE AI:W&lEP TO 015T~ ClPI1I1AL COIIt!ltAGI! a: PLAHf HA~ IINLE MINI'1IZINGo 
CM!RSPRAT ~0 ~.IIIAI.L& PA\IIIti OR onEIIt I'F'E!RIIIOU6 etRW:E&, PARriC:U.AI<L T ~ AtCIQR 
1M1. 'BE IN&TAI..LER &lULL UTILIZE 'BE f'I<ICI'ER &F'RAT NOZZLE PATlEI<N FClR 'M! LOCATICIN. A6 UELL M 
~-cGII't'EtiiiATING lEAP& OR &aa:N&, AN:> AI:W&TAI5LE·PAT1EI<N NOZZLE& UEJIIE A FD<EP PATlEI<N 16 
NaT I!UITAei..E TO CCiNTR:lL COYERACiE OR CM!RSPRAT. 11£ N&TAI..LER &lULL ~ 1EI't"'RART" I!!III!II5I.ER 
lEAP& ~ ALL NEW OAK 'IN!E&, M 11ELL M OM!R 6FECIE6 M HAT I!IE DIII1£CII!P BT 11£ LAN:>6CAI'£ 
ARCNITECT. 
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B. Existing Condlllons: 

The drawings show anf&tians as they are beliiMid 1o exist, but HIs not Intended, oor should ft be lntarpreled,lhal the 
c:ondlllons lhown conslllulll a represeulallon by the owner that the c:ondlllons actually ax1st. The contrac1or shall p8I80I18tly 
Inspect the job alia prior Ill bidding, 1D fUiy famliarim himself wtth the na1un1 of the work, and shaD 11CC11P1 fuU rasponslblllly 
for any loa suslalnecl as a rasu11 of dlllel8nces '*-' the conditions lhown on the drawings and any actual condltion 
I'IMI8Ied during the completion of the work. (Elcalpllon: rock clause; see aact1on 3.02.d.) The contrac1or shaD, prior 1o 
IIXI:IIYBIIon, verify the location of any and all existing underground lnij)IO'Iellletds, and shall ta1ca any action .-y 1D 
proi8CI said lmpnwanads during his work, and allmlnate 88IVi:e outages. This may Include, but not be limlt8d ID, existing 
ln1gation. If the alia conlails areas of pmlllcllld wetland or oilier erMrol u•a•lally sens1t1va araa, the contrac1or shaD fully 
acquaint himself wtth the acluallimlls of u-araa and any COII8SpOI1dlng buffer-· and shall make IUT8 that the 
progress arwJ/or I8SUft of his work shall notlmpacl u- areas. These areas may not be excavated, drained, thrown lniD by 
sprinlclarB, used for equipment access or slcraga, or othelwlse disturbed In any way whalsoever. Arrf ,_or penallles 
assessed upon the owner as a I8SUft of violations by the contrac1or wiD be paid by tha contraclor. The contrac1or shall be 
rasponslble for~ tha lnlgallon walllr IIOIII1lil for lllllntly, octor,llaln or other olijadlollllble properties, and raporttng 
the rasulla ID tha owner and land!icape an:hllec:t. If tha Irrigation soun:e Is from pi8SSUIIz8d Blllvi:e, tha contraclor shall lest 
the supply pi1ISSI.I8 befcra work begtns,lo 811SU111that HIs adequate for tha proper Dp8l1ltion of tha ayslem. This work 
should be petformed as early as possftile. 

C. Tranchlng and bacldilllng: 

The canlnlc:lcr shaD be responsible for stating out tha head locations on the projec:t When grading has been established In 
a particular 8188, tha contrac1or llhal, prior 1o beginning any exaMitlon In tha 8188, cause stating 1o be parfonned, and 
shall saaJIII tha 8ppiUV8I of tha owner or landscape an:hft8c:t of tha finished stating. Ela:avation shall be open vertical 
construction sulliclenlly wide 1D allow free WDIIdng space 8IIIUI1d tha work Installed, and allow ample space for bacldilllng 
and tamping. lrenchas for piping shall be cut ID requll8d grade Ones, and Cilft"4IIICI8d II> pnMde accuraiB grade and unlflllm 
baerlng for the fuU length of tha piping. Bolloms of trenches shaD be free of rodal and oilier sharp lliljecls. Unless 
specifically stated ID tha conllary, minimum deplh of CCMir ahall be 18" on malnllne piping, and 12" on 1atara1 piping. 
Minimum deplh of cowr on low-wllaga wiring ahall be as provided by the elacb1cal codas In etrec:t lnllnecllng pipes and 
those sharing a common d'ill:h shall have a minimum of lhnle Inches clearance from each other, and from other utilltles. 
Initial backllll shall be pulvarizad native 11011, free of fcralgn maHer. Within four Inches of the pipe shall be dean soil or aand. 
Remaining bacldlllllhal be Cilft"4IIICI8d Ill dry density equallo that of adjacent undisturbed &01, and shall conform ID 
adjacent grades without depiasslaus,lumps, or other lrragutarilllls. In lieu of IJenchlng, piping may be laid by plowing, using 
appiiMid equipment and rnelhads. The contraciDr shallllllll abide by the minimum claarancas prescribed abcNe. 

D. Rock clause: 

If tha ground should be such that the contrac1or III1COUIItllnllarge rodal, debris, or other abstructions that cannot be 
trenched through or alhelwlse i8I1IIMid during tha normal course of aonslrudlon, the owner shall be notllled, and a cost for 
IIXI:IIY8IIon and bacldiD wtth seledlld rnatartals shall be negallalad. 

E. Pipes: 

Pipe and assac:laled fillings shall be as nol8d In tha drawings. Pipe shall be lnslalled In such a manner 80 as ID pnMde for 
expansion and conl!action In acccrdanae wtth the rniii1UfiM:Iunl published 18C011111181idaliaiiS. Splgat ands of tha pipe shall 
be flnnly and ~ saated In tha fillings. angular deflecllons In tha jalnl ahall not exl:88d manufaclur8(s 
rac:ommendatlon Unes shall be ftushed before Installation of heads. Heating and banding tha pipe Is not pannlllad. Pipe 
shall be cut In such a manner 80 as ID pnMde a dean, square cut, free of c:hlpa, buml, or splllllng. Pipe shall be laid using 
a cleaner, primer, and c:ement (If soMint-weld) or lubllcant (If gasket8d jalnls) app11M111 by tha manufaclul8r of the pipe. As 
pipe Is laid, lnslll8ad pieces shall be reelralned, 80 that slippage daes nat ac:cur In pnwlaus jalnls. The c:ontraclcr ahaU 
monitor previous jalnls for slippage, untD jalnls are eel CemeniBd jalnls shall be twlstad one quarter tum as they 818 
assembled, and excess sa1vent shall be Immediately wiped IIWa'f· 
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F. lnspecllons: 

The owner or his designalad lllpi1IS8I1I8II may appear on alia at any lima Ill make pariadlc lnfolmallnspec:llons. Other 
parsons, such as the consullant, or a 18Pfasenla!IYe of an equlpmanl manufadurer may be lnduded ID offer camments. If ft 
Is delannlned that tha provisions of tha dacunanls or other requ1reman1B of tha work,lndudlng tha proper and wmanl8d 
Installation of any equipment, have nat been acrnpllad wtth, the lnsiBIIer shall be dlrectlld Ill make Immediate and 
ll8tlsfaciDiy reparations. Upon aampletlon of the work, tha owner .-ws the right Ill schedule a formal walk-lhraugh 
lnspaction. at whlcll a puncNisl will be pnparad, DUIIInlng 11etns of concem or deficiency that must be COI1'8dBd prior to the 
work being CXIIISiderad acrnplele. 

g. ~drawings: 

The Installer shaD be responsible for malnlalnlng up4D-data OIHIIte I8CDid drawings during tha pragrass of the work. 
~ clnlwlngs shall show aD major deviations from tha aonslrudlon clnlwlngs, and shall dacumant Installed malnlne and 
wll8 raulilgs, valw locations and deslgualloriS, coniiDfl8ls, peY8III8I1I aassings, apllca boxlls, pumping equipment (If used) 
and any other major equipment These OIHIIte drawings shall be available for lnspecllon at any time during exacutlon of the 
work, and shall be campiled lniD a acrnplele,legtble and repmdudbla (or cad) "aHulll" drawing once work Is aomplate. 
This campletlld drawing shall be pnMdad 1D tha owner prior ID final acceptance. 

h. Warranty: 

The entia ayslem,lndudlng parts and labor, shall be wanardled by the Installer for a period of nat less than one year from 
date of acceplanae by the owner. manufaclunll'8' WIIIT8I1IIas of greater than one year shall be futly honol8d for their 
duration. The owneri8SIIMIS tha right to .ek damages for lmprapar or IIIJbslandard work up Ill and beyond tha axplration 
of tha wmranty, ID tha exlllnt llllllwed by law. Further, during the warranty period, tha owner IIIS8MIS the right to ad 
bidepaiidaldly ID prolad his propany In tha ~of any failure, without respect Ill wananlles In force, If the failura camel 
be, or Is nol, rasoMid In a llmaly manner by tha Installer. The owner may than elect Ill seek UlilipBIISalioi • from the lnslaler 
If the fallunlls datermined Ill be a result of dafecllote rnatarta1s or workmanship. 
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Attached documents for item Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-

4-AID/AWA to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and American Infrastructure 

Development, Inc., in the lump sum amount of $117,378.00 for conducting a Wildlife Hazard 

Assessme 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Consent Agenda 

Meeting of December 19. 2013 

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

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-4-AID/AWA 
to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and American Infrastructure Development, 
Inc. , in the lump sum amount of $117,378.00 for conducting a Wildlife Hazard Assessment 
(WHA) at Albert Whitted Airport (St. Petersburg Generai-SPG). (Engineering Project No. 
14035-113; Oracle No. 13776) 

EXPLANATION: On January 13, 2012, the City Council approved a Master Agreement 
with the professional consulting engineering firm of American Infrastructure Development (AID) 
for professional services related to Miscellaneous Professional Services for Albert Whitted 
Airport Projects. 

Task Order No. 12-4-AID/AWA pertains to specific scientific se~ices for the preparation and 
submittal of a Wildlife Hazard Assessment (WHA) report for the purpose of a Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) grant compliance, at the Albert Whitted Airport. 

The scope of work includes, but is not limited to providing the following professional and project 
management elements: Conducting data collection and review of past wildlife vs. aircraft 
strikes; Developing an initial site inspection memorandum; Preparing the methodology used for 
data collections and analysis for the WHA document; Setting-up and conducting wildlife 
monitoring and data collection of observations at approximately 12 to 14 locations for a period 
of one year; Compiling the wildlife observation data and analysis of that data in relation to 
aircraft activity and making recommendations aimed at decreasing potential wildlife aircraft 
incidents. 

Due to the Albert Whitted Airport general aviation airport classification and level of aircraft 
activities, FAA requires that a WHA be conducted and submitted by FAA qualified Airport 
Wildlife Biologists within three years of accepting FAA funding for Airport Improvement Program 
(AlP) and to remain eligible for receiving future FAA funding. SPG's proactive planning to 
conduct the WHA during 2014 will enable SPG to secure funding from FAA to conduct this 
WHA in the required time frame. 

Administration recommends authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 
12-4-AID/AWA with AID in the lump sum amount of $117,378.00. 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Under a grant with the City, the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) will provide 90% of designated funds for the WHA. Accordingly, 
funds are available in the Airport Capital Projects Fund (4033), Wildlife 
Assessment/Management Plan Project (13776). 

ATIACHMENTS: 

APPROVALS: 
rh 

Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 2013 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR 
HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE TASK ORDER NO. 
12-4-AID/AWA TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG AND 
AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT, 
INC., IN THE LUMP SUM AMOUNT OF 
$117,378.00 FOR CONDUCTING A WILDLIFE 
HAZARD ASSESSMENT (WHA) AT ALBERT 
WHITIED AIRPORT (ST. PETERSBURG 
GENERAL-SPG). (ENGINEERING PROJECT NO. 
14035-113; ORACLE NO. 13776); AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

--- ·-----~ 

WHEREAS, on January 13, 2012, the City Council approved a Master Agreement with 
the professional consulting engineering firm of American Infrastructure Development (AID) for 
professional services related to Miscellaneous Professional Services for Albert Whitted Airport 
Projects; and 

WHEREAS, this Task Order No. 12-4-AID/AWA pertains to specific scientific services for 
the preparation and submittal of a Wildlife Hazard Assessment (WHA) report for the purpose of 
a Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grant compliance, at the Albert Whitted Airport; and 

WHEREAS, the FAA requires the Albert Whitted Airport conduct and submit a WHA 
report by FAA qualified Airport Wildlife Biologists within three years of accepting FAA funding for 
Airport Improvement Program (AlP) and to remain eligible for receiving future FAA funding. 

'-"' BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that the 
Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute Task Order No. 12-4-AID/AWA to the agreement 
between the City of St. Petersburg and American Infrastructure Development, Inc., in the lump 
sum amount of $117,378.00 for conducting a Wildlife Hazard Assessment (WHA) at Albert 
Whitted Airport (St. Petersburg Generai-SPG). (Engineering Project No. 14035-113; Oracle No. 
13776); and providing an effective date. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved by: 

~B . .kJ~ 
Thomas B. Gibson, P.E. 
Engineering Director 
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Attached documents for item Approving thirty-two (32) Forfeiture Fund Program/Projects awarded 

as a part of the FY 2014 Law Enforcement Trust Fund Grant Award Program; authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to execute agreements and all documents necessary to effectuate these awards; 
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Attached documents for item Resolution approving the Council Procedures Manual. 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: The Honorable Chair and Members of City Council 

FROM: Mark A. Winn, Chief Assistant City Attorney 

DATE: December 13, 2013 

RE: City Council Policy and Procedures Manual 

Attached it the final draft of the City Council Policy and Procedures Manual. I accepted 
all the proposed changes shown in the drafts you received prior to and at the workshop, 
and have generated this final draft in track change fonnat to show additional changes 
based on discussions at that workshop and some additional changes which I identified. 
When you approve this, the changes will be accepted, the formatting will be finalized, 
and the Manual put into a final fonn. 

PLEASE NOTE, as a result of some comments at the workshop concerning the 
importance of respect, I have added a small section at the start of Chapter Two on page 6 
relating to civility and professionalism. I cobbled this together from some research I did 
and is by no means complete or comprehensive, but merely a general statement of intent 
for Council Members. It may be something you do not wish to address at this time. If you 
choose to keep this in the Manual, please feel free to add to it or revise it as you see fit. 

On your agenda for this meeting I've added two additional items. One amends the 
'conflict of interest' resolution which is an attachment in the Appendix to the Manual. 
Once approved that resolution will be substituted and the resolution number references 
changed to reflect the new number. The other is a first reading ordinance to allow you to 
adopt your rules and procedures by resolution as required by the Charter. 

On an additional note, the co-sponsorship resolution is not attached in the Appendix to 
the Manual. Currently that resolution consists of an initial resolution and several 
amending resolutions. These are in the process of being consolidated and revised and will 
come to Council soon for approval. Once approved that resolution will be attached and 
the resolution number references changed to reflect the new number. 

When adopted this Manual will become your policy manual and changes to your policies 
will be made by amending the manual. 

If you have any additional changes, they may be made at the Council meeting this week. 
P.Iease contact me if you have any questiQns. 

00186210 



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY COUNCIL POLICY 
AND PROCEDURES MANUAL; SUPERCEDING ANY 
RESOLUTIONS IN CONFLICT THEREWITH; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, City Council policy has been a compilation of policy and procedural 
resolutions that Council has adopted over the years and policies and practices which Council has 
implemented but whihc have not been placed in writing but are found in the institutional memory 
available; and 

WHEREAS, these policies and procedures, where written, were not located in one place 
so that access was readily available when needed; and 

WHEREAS, City Council initiated the creation and adoption of a comprehensive policy 
and procedures manual to help inform and facilitate fmding the necessary policies; and 

WHEREAS, in order to provide some additional general guidance and information, the 
manual includes summaries of certain ordinances and laws which have a direct impact on the day 
to day actions of City Council Members but is not a comprehensive statement of all applicable 
laws and contains the caveat that legal ramifications of specific factual scenarios should be 
discussed with the City Attorney; and · 

WHEREAS, the portions of the Manual which deal directly with Council policies and 
procedures may be amended by resolution, so long as they are not imposed by other laws. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that the attached City Council Policy and Procedures Manual is hereby 
approved and adopted as the official policies and procedures of the City Council. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any resolutions which are inconsistent with the 
Manual are hereby superceded by the Manual to the extent of any conflict. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and content: 



City Council 
Policy and Procedures Manual 

The information addressed in this manual is complex and is not necessarily complete or 
exhaustive. It is intended to provide Council Members with some guidance in the performance of 
their duties. The policies and procedures contained herein may be discretionary and/or subject to 
interpretation in some instances. 

Many sections concern procedures and policies adopted by City Council which are complete and 
may be amended or changed by City Council. 

Sections (or portions thereof) relating to the City Charter, City Code and State Law are not 
complete restatements of the Charter, Code, or laws and therefore do not include all applicable 
details and requirements. General statements of law are included where appropriate but the 
application of such law in differing factual scenarios may result in different outcomes or 
conclusions. Any specific questions or issues related to a specific factual scenario should be 
addressed to the City Attorney's Office. 

This publication is intended to generally inform and guide, but is not a substitute for the counsel, 
opinion, advice or guidance of the City Attorney. 
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CHAPTER ONE 
GOVERNMENT IN THE SUNSHINE AND PUBLIC RECORDS LAW 

I. The Sunshine Law, Section 286.011 F.S., provides that "all meetings of any 
Board, Commission or Authority of any municipality at which official acts 
are to be taken are public meetings and that no action taken at such a meeting 
shall be lawful if the meeting is not public". 

A. Minutes must be kept at all such meetings (or prepared from a tape). 
Minutes are not required to be verbatim. 

B. Meetings must be open to the public. 
C. Reasonable prior notice must be given (at least 24 hrs). 
D. It a possible criminal offense for any Council Member to attend or 

participate in a meeting not held in accordance with the Sunshine Law. 

II. The tenn "meeting" has been broadly construed by the Courts and the 
Attorney General to include all parts of "the decision making process." 

A. All conversations between two or more Council Members about a 
matter which may foreseeably come before the City Council for action 
must comply with the Sunshine Law. 

B. This means that two or more Council Members cannot discuss, either 
face to face, through an intennediary, by telephone, by e-mail, texting, 
tweet, facebook, (or any other electronic media}, by memo, by sign 
language, or by any other means, any matter which may come before 
the City Council for official action. 

C. Even one Council Member can be subject to the Sunshine Law when 
the City Council has delegated authority to that Council Member so that 
he or she acts as the alter ego of the City Council. 

D. Council Members can discuss privately with the City Attorney and 
assistant city attorneys, the members of the administrative staff, or 
other individuals (including members of the public), any legislative or 
administrative matters (not quasi-judicial matters see Quasi-judicial 
Chapter) coming before the City Council. Council Members may also 
discuss privately with the Mayor matters coming before City Council 
because the Mayor is not a ~member of City Council Mem.bt!r. 

E. The Sunshine Law does not prohibit other individuals from obtaining 
privately the views of each Council Member. The law prohibits anyone 
from serving as a conduit to convey privately (out of the sunshine) to 
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one Council Member the views of another Council Member on a matter 
which will be the subject of official City Council action. 

III. The Public Records Law, Chapter 119 F.S., requires that all documents, 
papers, letters, emails, texts, facebook posts, tweets, maps, books, tapes, 
photographs, films, sound recordings or other material, regardless of physical 
form, made or received pursuant to law or ordinance or in connection with 
the transaction of City business, are public records unless specifically made 
exempt by law. 

A. Any exemptions must be specifically set forth in statutory law. There 
are no implied or "common law" exemptions. There are a number of 
Florida Statutes making particular records confidential (which is 
different from exempt). Council Members should contact the City 
Attorney to determine if a record is confidential or exempt, otherwise 
it should be disclosed as a public record. The City may be subject to 
liability if confidential or exempt records are disclosed. 

B. Generally, drafts or notes which are mere precursors of government 
records such as rough drafts and secretaries' notes are not public 
records. However, if drafts or notes are shared with another person or 
if they are meant to formalize or preserve knowledge or information, 
then the draft becomes a public record. 

C. Any person is entitled to reasonable access to any non-exempt public 
record regardless of the reason for the access. Persons who request a 
public record cannot be required to identify themselves. Public records 
must be provided within a reasonable period of time after the request 
is received. 

D. Any non-exempt public record may be copied. 
E. It is a criminal offense to knowingly and willfully violate the Public 

Records Law. 
F. Destruction of public records without complying with statutory 

procedures or ~unlawfullY withholding ef.-such records constitutes a 
violation of the Public Records Law. The City Clerk handles most 
public records requests and can assist Council Members in 
complying with any request if needed. 

G. A public record may not be withheld in order to avoid disclosure to the 
press or public before Council Members are notified. 

H. Written communications (which includes texts, email, tweets, 
facebook posts, etc) to and by you as a Council Member, even if 
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received at your home, place of business or elsewhere, or on your 
private computer, work computer, or cell phone, are public records if 
they are in connection with City business. Please see the Chapter 
concerning 'Correspondence' for procedures to help you handle public 
records received in your private capacity at your home, business or 
elsewhere. 

IV. City Council shall establish procedures for making copies of all 
resolutions, ordinances, and [the] Charter available to the public for inspection 
and for purchase at a reasonable price.§ 3.05(b), Municipal Charter. 

CHAPTER TWO 
PROCEDURES FOR CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 

Due to the public nature of our position, Council Members have a great responsibility to set 
the standard for civilit\ and professionalism while interacting with other Council Members. 
citizens, City staff and other elected and appointed officials. 

Civili ty is not easily defined. but even one knows it when they see it. Generally it is based on 
the concept of the golden rule, which is that we should treat others as we wish to be treated. 
In government. it means conducting the public's business with respect for other elected 
officials, staff, and citizens irrespective of positions held on specific issues. In civil 
discourse. opponents make their arguments on the merits of the case rather than en gaging 
in personal attacks or acrimonious statements. 

Civility and professionalism are about more than just po liteness, although politeness is 
necessary . Thev are about disagreeing without disrespect, seeking common ground as a 
starting point for dialogue about differences, listening past one's preconceptions, and helping 
others to do the same. Civilitv contemplates the cultivation of traits such as honesty , fairness. 
self-control , and prudence that help us reach our full potential. When we practice civility and 
professionalism in the conduct of the public ' s business. we are helping our Ci ty to fulfill its 
potential by putting the common good ahead of personal rivalries or irritations. 

Council Members' actions are highl y visible. therefore. setting a high standard of conduct in 
doing the public's business is an im portant exam ple to our entire community. The manner in 
which we govern ourselves is often as im portant as the positions we take. 

I. Meetings. 
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A. City Council shall meet regularly at least once every month at such times and 
places as the City Council may prescribe. § 3.05(a), Municipal Charter. 

I. Regular City Council meetings shall be held on the first and third 
Thursday of the month . Re.,·HtuJimt Ne 98 688 

2. The meeting held on the first Thursday of the month shall begin at 
8:30 a.m. Ut:.\'Hhilifm Ne_ 98 Ml8 Public hearings shall be 
scheduled for 9:00 a.m. 

3. The meeting held on the third Thursday of the month shall begin at 
3:00 p.m. with public hearings scheduled for 6:00 p.m. Re.HJilllian 

No. ]Q(J! :'., I. 

B. A "mini-meeting" of the City Counci l shall be held on the second Thursday of 
the month beginning at 3:00p.m. to conduct Awards and Presentations, 
Correspondence, and Legal/Closed Sessions. There is no Open Forum at this 
meeting. This meeting is not considered a 'regular' meeting for procedural 
purposes (e.g. motion to reconsider). Any business item needing to be added 
to the agenda must receive the Council Chair's approval. Rese!wia11s NtiS 
]Q(JQ J(.Jl , 2()()/ 285. 

I. Awards and presentations (includes proclamations) are those 
ceremonial matters presented by the Mayor, City Council or any Council 
Member, or an award bestowed on the City or staff by an outside entity. 
Presentations shall not include presentations made by a person to 
promote a non-ceremonial occurrence; these matters would be a 
correspondence matter at a different meeting. Proclamations are more 
specifically addressed in Chapter 5 relating to Proclamations. Not more 
than two awards or presentations may be placed on the agenda at each 
min i-meeting by each Council Member. 

2. The beginning of each mini-meeting shall be reserved for 
presentations of family oriented music by a local musician who 
must be recommended in writing by a Council Member or the 
Mayor. Musicians shall be limited to playing for five minutes and 
must meet the criteria and conditions set forth in the 'Performer 
Questionnaire' located in the Appendix. The Council Chair shall 
resolve any scheduling conflicts if more than one musician is 
recommended for a meeting. 

C. Every December the City Council shall schedule a workshop to discuss the 
calendar for the following calendar year (including the following January). 
The discussion shall include any variations to the foregoing regular meeting 
schedule, agenda reviews, special workshops, City Council vacation weeks, 
City Council conference weeks (FLC, NLC, etc.) and any other calendar 
related issue that City Council deems appropriate. This meeting shall includes 

7 



newly elected Councm Members and excludes Council Members who will no 
longer be in office. At the first regular meeting in January, City Council shall 
approve the calendar for that year through the end of January of the following 
year. 

D. Council Members must be present in the Council Chambers at the time a vote 
is taken in order to have a recorded vote on a matter. Council Members must 
physically attend all meetings and may not attend by telephone or video 
conferencing unless approved by City Council in advance and subject to any 
limitations imposed by Jaw. No quasi-judicial matters may be heard by 
telephone. 

E. Special meetings. 

1. Special meetings may be held on the call of the Council Chair or 
the Mayor, or of a majority of the Council Members at a properly noticed 
meeting, and, whenever practicable, upon no less than twelve (12) hours 
notice (see below) to each Council Member and the public. § 3.05(a), 
Municipal Charter. 

a. Notice of a special meeting will be made by the City Clerk, by 
delivering personally, by mail, or email, written notice to each 
Council Member and to the local newspaper and to local media 
outlets on the City notification Jist at least 24 hours before the time 
of such meeting as specified in the notice (case law has established 
this time requirement). The call and notice shall specify the time 
and place of the special meeting and a general description of the 
business to be transacted. 

II . General procedural rules. 

A. City Council shall by ordinance determine its own rules or procedure provided 
that the requirements contained therein shall always be equal to or greater than 
those requirements established by Jaw. § 3.05(b), Municipal Charter. 

B. The City Council shall determine its own order of business. § 3.05(b), 
Municipal Charter. 

C. Any Council Member wishing to speak must first obtain the floor by being 
recognized by the Chair. The Chair must recognize any Council Member who 
seeks the floor when that Council Member is appropriately entitled to do so. 

D. City Council discussion should be relevant to the agenda item being 
considered. The Chair has the authority to stop irrelevant comments (by ruling 
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them out of order) but should give the speaker the opportunity to explain the 
relevance to the agenda item. 

E. City Council participation StH:iflg-r lating to the presentation of public 
comments or staff reports should be limited to questions which should be 
asked at the conclusion of the comment or report. This policy may be waived 
for a particular issue by a majority vote of City Council or if the presenter 
requests that questions be made at any time and the Chair approves the 
request. 

F. No general discussion should be permitted until the public comments or staff 
report has been completed. 

Ill. Discussion by Council Members on a matter brought before City Council. 
Reselulu:m Ne 9 ~ ~JJ 

A. Each Council Member may speak up to three times with respect to any matter 
brought before City Council. The allotted times shall not include the time 
spent providing answers provided by staff or the public. 

B. The first time a Council Member speaks to the matter, he or she shall speak 
for no more than three (3) minutes . 

C. The second time a Council Member speaks to the matter, he or she shall speak 
for no more than three (3) minutes. 

D. The third time a Council Member speaks to the matter, he or she may speak 
for no more than one (I) minute and that shall be for summation purposes. 

E. These time limits apply to each matter before City Council irrespective of the 
number of motions, substitute motions and/or amendments offered with 
respect to that matter. Such motion, substitute motions and/or amendments do 
not constitute a new matter and therefore do not initiate an additional three 
opportunities for each Council Member to speak. 

F. A suspension of this rule of procedure may be approved by a simple majority 
of the Council Members present. 

IV. Motions. 

A. Any Council Member may call for action (move approval) on any matter 
which is on the Agenda or is before the City Council by making a motion (this 
is not the same as 'calling the question'). All motions shall be positive 
motions (e.g. moving approval of the item before Council). 
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B. Before the motion can be considered or discussed, it must be seconded. 

C. Once the motion has been properly made and seconded, the Chair shall open 
the matter for discussion offering the first opportunity to the moving party 
and, thereafter, to any Council Member properly recognized by the Chair. 

D. Once the motion has been discussed and the Chair calls for a vote, no further 
discussion will be allowed. 

E. Procedural Rules of Order. Once the main motion is properly placed on 
the floor, several related motions may be employed in addressing the main 
motion, and if properly made and seconded, must be disposed of before the 
main motion can be acted upon. The following motions are appropriate and 
may be made by any Council Member at any appropriate time during the 
discussion of the main motion. They are listed in order of precedence. 
Motions are debatable unless otherwise stated. 

I. Subsidiary Motions. A subsidiary motion assists the City Council 
in treating or disposing of a main motion and sometimes of other motions. 

a. Lay on the table. Any Council Member may move to lay 
the matter under discussion on the table. This motion 
temporarily suspends any further discussion of the pending 
motion without setting a time certain to resume debate 
(which is different from a motion to defer). To bring the 
matter back before the City Council, a motion must be 
moved and approved that the matter be taken from the 
table. A motion to take from the table must be made at the 
same meeting at which it was placed on the table or at the 
next regular meeting of the City Council. Otherwise the 
motion that was tabled dies, although it can be raised later 
as a new motion. The motion must be seconded and a 
majority vote of the quorum present is required for passage. 
A motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 

b. Call the Question (or Move Previous Question). Any 
Council Member may move to immediately bring the 
question being debated or discussed by the City Council to 
a vote, suspending any further debate. The motion must be 
seconded and a two thirds vote of the quorum present is 
required for passage. A motion to call or move previous 
question is not debatable. 
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c. Limit or Extend Limits of Discussion. Any Council 
Member may move to put limits on the length of discussion 
provided it does not constitute a motion to close debate or 
call the question. This is usually used to set time limits for 
discussing a matter. The motion must be seconded and a 
majority vote of the quorum present is required for passage. 
A motion to limit or extend limits of debate is not 
debatable. 

d. Postpone (defer) to a Time Certain. Any Council member 
may move to postpone discussion and action on a motion to 
a date and time certain or to a date after some action has 
occurred (e.g. the preparation of a report or receipt of 
certain information, etc.). The motion must be seconded 
and a majority vote of the quorum present is required for 
passage. 

e. Commit or Refer. Any Council Member may move that a 
matter being discussed be referred to staff, a committee, or 
a commission for further study. The motion may contain 
directions for the staff, committee, or commission, as well 
as a date upon which the matter should be returned to the 
City Council's Agenda. Referrals to staff shall be subject to 
the Mayor's directions concerning staff work load and 
availability. If no date is set for returning the item to the 
City Council Agenda, any Council Member may move, at 
any time, to require that the item be returned to the Agenda. 
The motion must be seconded and a majority vote of the 
quorum present is required for passage. 

f. Amend. Any Council Member may move to amend the 
main motion or any amendment made to the main motion. 
Before the main motion may be acted upon, all 
amendments and amendments to the amendments must first 
be acted upon. An amendment must be related to the main 
motion or amendment to which it is directed. Any 
amendment that substitutes a new motion rather than 
amending the existing motion (unless it is a 'substitute 
motion, see following section) is out of order. The motion 
must be seconded and a majority vote of the quorum 
present is required for passage. 

g. Substitute. Any Council Member may move to 
substitute a motion for the motion pending on the floor. 
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The motion shall be related to the same topic and may be 
used instead of a motion to amend the main motion or an 
amendment thereto. The motion must be seconded and a 
majority vote of the quorum present is required for passage. 
A substitute motion cannot be amended. If a substitute 
motion fails, the original motion shall then be on the floor 
for action. 

2. Motions of Privilege, Order, and Convenience. The following 
actions by the City Council are to help ensure the orderly conduct of meetings and are for the 
convenience of the Chair and City Council Members. These motions take precedence over any 
pending main or subsidiary motion and may be debated except as noted. 

a) Call for Orders of the Day. Any Council Member may 
demand that the Agenda be followed in the order stated therein or 
as revised and announced by the Chair. No second is required, and 
the Chair must comply unless the City Council, by majority vote, 
changes the agenda order of the day by moving to amend the 
agenda. A motion to call for orders of the day is not debatable. A 
motion to amend the agenda must be seconded and a majority vote 
of the quorum present is required for passage. 

b) Request for Privilege. Any Council Member, at any time 
during the meeting, may make a request of the Chair to 
accommodate the personal needs of the City Council for such 
things as reducing noise, adjusting room temperature, ventilation, 
etc. The request shall be ruled on by the Chair. 

c) Recess. Any Council Member may move for a recess. The 
motion must be seconded and a majority vote of the quorum 
present is required for passage. 

d) Adjourn. Any Council Member may move to adjourn at 
any time, even if there is business pending. The motion must be 
seconded and a majority vote of the quorum present is required for 
passage. A motion to adjourn is not debatable. 

e) Point of Order. Any Council Member may require the 
Chair to enforce the rules of the City Council by raising a point of 
order. The point of order shall be ruled upon by the Chair. 

f) Appeal. Should any Council Member be dissatisfied with a 
ruling from the Chair, he or she may move to appeal the ruling to 
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the full City Council. The motion must be seconded and a majority 
vote of the quorum present is required for passage. 

g) Suspend the Rules. Any Council Member may move to 
suspend the rules if necessary to accomplish a matter that would 
otherwise violate the rules. The motion must be seconded and a 
majority vote of the quorum present is required for passage. If the 
motion is one of a particular procedure that protects a minority of 
the Council Members (e.g. usually when a supermajority is 
required), it must be seconded and a two thirds vote of the quorum 
present is required for passage. 

h) Division of Question. Any Council Member may request 
that the subject matter of a motion which is made up of several 
parts be divided so that Council Members can vote separately on 
each part. The consent agenda may also be divided in this manner. 
The Council Member's request should be implented, no vote is 
necessary. 

i) Reconsider. Except for votes regarding matters that are 
quasi-judicial in nature, City Council may reconsider any vote 
taken at a meeting, but no later than the same or next regular 
meeting, to correct inadvertent or precipitant errors or to consider 
new information not available at the time of the vote. 

I. The motion to reconsider must be made by a 
Council Member who voted on the prevailing side, 
must be seconded by any Council Member, and 
requires a majority vote of the quorum for passage, 
regardless of the vote required to adopt the matter 
being reconsidered. 

2. If the motion to reconsider is successful, the Chair 
shall restate the original motion on the matter before 
the City Council, the City Council shall discuss the 
matter if necessary, make amendments as necessary, 
and then vote. Any special voting requirements 
(e.g., supermajority) related thereto shall still apply. 
The matter to be reconsidered takes no special 
precedence over other pending matters and shall be 
heard at the appropriate location on the agenda 
unless the City Council directs that it be discussed 
at a specific location on the agenda or at another 
meeting. 
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3. If the matter is to be reconsidered at another 
meeting, the City Clerk shall place the matter on the 
Agenda in the nonnal location for the matter unless 
otherwise directed by City Council. 

4. Except pursuant to a motion to reconsider, once a 
matter has been decided by a vote of City Council, 
the same matter shall not be brought up again at the 
same meeting. 

5. Matters of legislative concern may be introduced by 
a Council Member at any meeting. Legislative 
matters would be those related to the adoption of 
ordinances or the establishment of policy. 

j) Rescind, Repeal, or Annul. The City Council may rescind, 
repeal, or annul any prior action taken on any legislative 
matter so long as the action to rescind, repeal, or annul 
complies with all the rules applicable to the initial adoption, 
including any special voting or notice requirements or 
unless otherwise specified by law. Care must be taken if 
there has been reliance by a third party on the action 
proposed to be rescinded. 

V. Quorum. 

A. A majority of the existing membership of City Council shall constitute a quorum. 
No action (except as provided in this section V) shall be valid or binding unless 
adopted by the affinnative vote of the majority of a quorum present. § 3. 05(c), 
Municipal Charter. 

VI. Voting. 

I. A smaller number than a quorum may adjourn from time to time and 
may compel the attendance of absent Council Members in the manner and 
subject to the penalties prescribed by the rules of the City Council. § 
3.05(c), Municipal Charter. Such meeting must comply with the Sunshine 
Law, F.S. 286. 

2. A supennajority vote, or a majority greater than the majority of a 
quorum, may be required by the Charter or City Code in certain situations. 
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A. Voting requirement. No Council Member shall abstain from voting on a motion 
unless the Council Member is legally disqualified from voting due to a conflict of 
interest or the appearance of a conflict. (No member of any ... municipal 
governmental board, ... who is present at any meeting of any such body at which 
an official decision, ruling, or other official act is to be taken or adopted may 
abstain.fi"om voting in regard to such decision, ruling, or act; and a vote shall be 
recorded or counted for each such member present, except when, with respect to 
any such member, there is, or appears to be, a possible conflict qf interest under 
the provisions of [Florida statut01y law]. In such case, said member shall comply 
with the disclosure requirements of [Florida Statutes section}/12.3/43. Florida 
Statutes§ 286.012.) 

B. If a Council Member is legally disqualified from voting due to a conflict of 
interest (e.g., the matter being voted upon would inure to his or her special private 
gain or loss), the Council Member shall announce the nature of his or her interest 
before the vote, shall not participate in the consideration of the matter, shall not be 
counted for the purpose of the quorum, and should leave the Council Chambers 
until the matter is disposed of. In addition, the Council Member is required to file 
a memorandum of voting conflict on Florida Commission of Ethics Form 8B with 
the City Clerk within fifteen (15) days after the vote occurs disclosing the nature 
of his or her interest in the matter. 

C. Roll Call. Voting on ordinances and resolutions shall be by a roll call and shall be 
recorded in the journal. § 3.05(c), Municipal Charter. The results reflecting all 
yes and no votes and the Council Members who cast them shall be recorded in the 
minutes of the meeting. The voting shall be taken in numerical order of the 
districts and the first district to vote shall rotate such that District I votes first in 
January, District 2 votes first in February, etc., after District 8 votes first in 
August, then District I votes first again in September. 

D. Ordinance Effective Date. Ordinances adopted by City Council shall be effective, 
unless vetoed by the Mayor, upon the expiration of the fifth business day after 
said adoption, or upon such later date as may be provided therein. The Mayor may 
notify the City Council through written notice filed with the City Clerk that he or 
she will not veto the ordinance, whereupon the ordinance may become effective 
prior to the sixth business day after adoption of said ordinance if the ordinance so 
provides for such an earlier effective date.§ 3.05(d), Municipal Charter. 

E. Budget Ordinance Effective Date. Budget or appropriation ordinances adopted by 
City Council shall be effective except for such portions thereof as have been 
vetoed by the Mayor upon the expiration of the fifth business day after said 
adoption, or upon such later date as may be provided therein. The Mayor may 
notify the City Council through written notice filed with the City Clerk that he or 
she will not line item veto any portion of such ordinance, whereupon the 
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ordinance, as adopted, may become effective prior to the sixth business day after 
adoption of said ordinance if the ordinance so provides for such an earlier 
effective date.§ 3.05{e), Municipal Charter. 

F. Overriding Veto of an Ordinance. City Council may override the Mayor's veto of 
an ordinance by an affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the entire 
membership of City Council, provided that the veto is overridden at any time 
prior to midnight on the fourteenth day after the day the Mayor exercises the veto 
or prior to midnight on the day of the next City Council meeting after the exercise 
of the Mayoral veto, whichever occurs last. If City Council overrides a veto, the 
ordinance shall be effective immediately or as otherwise provided therein. § 
3.05(d), Municipal Charter. 

G. Overriding Veto of a Budget Line Item. City Council may override the Mayor's 
line item veto of a portion of a budget or appropriation ordinance by an 
affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the existing membership of City Council, 
provided that the line item veto is overridden at any time prior to midnight on the 
fourteenth day after the day the Mayor exercises the veto or prior to midnight on 
the day of the next City Council meeting after the exercise of the Mayoral veto, 
whichever occurs last. If the total effect of all actions taken to override the vetoes 
of the Mayor would be to cause expenditures to exceed revenues as projected and 
contained in the adopted budget, then all actions to override the Mayor's vetoes 
with respect to line items of the budget shall be null and void and all items vetoed 
by the Mayor shall remain stricken from the budget.§ 3.05(e), Municipal Charter. 

I .If City Council overrides a line item veto of a portion of a budget or 
appropriation ordinance, the line item shall be effective immediately or as 
otherwise provided in the ordinance. If City Council fails to override a line 
item veto, the item vetoed shall fail and be of no effect. § 3. 05(e), 
Municipal Charter. 

CHAPTER THREE 
AGENDA, CONSENT AGENDA, OPEN FORUM 

I. Agenda for regular meetings. The City Clerk shall coordinate the preparation of the 
Agenda. 

A. Deadline for filing items to be presented at regular City Council meetings. 

I . Agenda language for .J.items for iAeiYsioA iAto be included on the 
printed Agenda ~are due in the Clerk ' s Office by Monday, at noon, two 
and a half weeks prior to the City Council meeting iA the C'lerl<'s Offiee. 
The hard copies (26 copies, stapled/3-hole punched) are due to the Clerk's 
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Office by 3:00p.m. that same day. 1fan) matcnals arc expected to be late. 
the Clerk should be notified . ~tH4·e;xtn:litJn Scllt'ti::/e_ 

2. The deadline for the recei pt of the backu p materials for an item for 
inclusion ien the primed Agenda ackct is ts---Thursday by the close of 
business, in the Clerk's Office. two weeks prior to the City Council 
meeting . . fgemla Prtf{lf:>'HNian fl'ef.!t'd-:de 

3. The deadline for adding items to the Agenda (as "Adds and 
Deletes") shall be Thursday by agenda review (or if no agenda review, the 
close of business), one week prior to the City Council meeting. Re:;tJtnlitJ,"I 
NR 2r:J! / 28 

4. Items provided after the deadline for adding items shall include 
"good cause" language explaining why the item is being added and why it 
is time sensitive. Their addition to the agenda must be approved by a 
separate vote of a majority of the quorum present. -lk.IJfi.Jiien NB. 2011 28 

B. Placing an item on the Agenda by a Council Member. 

I . A Council Member may request that an item be placed on an 
Agenda by (I) mak ing an oral request at a City Council meeting or (2) 
submitting a request in writing to City Council's Administrative Officer 
and the City Clerk by the deadl ines stated above. 

2. Any Council Member may place an item on an Agenda under 
"New Business" accompanied by a brief written explanation. The 
deadlines for placing an item on the Agenda as are stated above. 

C. Request to place an item on the Agenda by a member of the public. 

I. A member of the public may request an item be placed on a future 
Agenda whi le addressing the City Council during a regular meeting and/or 
by submitting the request in writing to the Chair as an Item of 
Correspondence. The Chair will detennine if the item should be placed on 
the Agenda or referred to Administration for evaluation. Nonnally 
correspondence items are limited to a three minute presentation by the 
requestor, however, the Council Chair may increase that time to up to 
fifteen minutes depending on the subject and nature of the presentation. 

D. Posting of the Agenda. 
1. The regular Agenda generally should be posted on or before 5:00 

p.m. on the Friday two weeks before the City Council Meeting. The 
Agenda for the regular City Council meetings should be posted in the 
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following places: City Hall, 175 5111 Street North, the Main Library 3745 
9111 Ave. N., and the City's website: www.stpcte.org. This does not prevent 
changes to the Agenda as provided herein, nor changes at the City Council 
meeting. 

E. Delivery and distribution of Agenda packets. 

I. The agenda packets are prepared by the City Clerk's Office. 
Barring unavoidable difficulties or holidays, the agenda packets will be 
distributed to Council Members on Friday two weeks before the City 
Council meeting. 

2. The City Clerk's Office will update the agenda packets by 
providing "Adds and Deletes." Barring unavoidable difficulties or 
holidays, Adds and Deletes ageMa-packets will be distributed to Council 
Members by Friday the week preceding the City Council meeting. 
Available Adds and Deletes may be discussed at Agenda Review. 

3. Agenda items provided to the Clerk's Office after the "Adds and 
Deletes" deadline (Thursday at 5:00 p.m. one week prior to the City 
Council meeting) will generally be provided to Council Members on the 
dais on the day of the City Council meeting and by email when possible. 

F. Special Meetings. Where special meetings of City Council are scheduled, the 
Clerk shall attempt to maintain comparable agenda preparation times and shall 
notify staff and City Council of any necessary changes. 

G. Reordering Agenda items. 

I. During the City Council meeting, the Chair may reorder items on 
the Agenda to accommodate the public or address other concerns without a 
vote of the City Council. City Council may override the announceg Agenda 
order by a motion. The motion must be seconded and a majority vote of the 
quorum present is required for passage. 

II . The Consent Agenda. 

A. The Consent Agenda shall consist of matters considered to be routine and will be 
approved by roll call vote. There will be no discussion of these items unless a 
Council Member requests that specific items be removed (pulled) from the 
Consent Agenda for separate discussion and action on the Regular Agenda. The 
item pulled should be discussed at Agenda Review, if possible. 
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B. The Council Member pulling an item from the Consent Agenda shall state if it is a 
'good news' item or requires a report by staff. 

C. Items pulled from the Consent Agenda shall be addressed immediately after the 
Consent Agenda is approved (especially 'good news' items since this saves staff 
time) unless specifically moved to Reports. 

D. If the Council Member pulling the item does not state that a report is necessary, 
then the item shall be considered to be a 'good news' item and addressed as set 
forth in subsection C above. 

Ill . Open Forum. 

A,_During Open Forum, any resident may communicate formally with the City 
Council regarding any matters that relate to City Council business or citizen 
concerns within the subject matter jurisdiction of the City Council, except for 
public hearing and quasi-judicial items. This is different from when citizens speak 
pecifically before a specific agenda item (see Sub. IV), at which time they must 

limit their remarks to the particular matter under consideration by City Council. 

,\-,B. Open Forum speakers are limited to City residents, owners of property in 
the City, and owners of businesses in the City or their employees. Speakers shall 
identifv either their City address (home or business) or the street or avenue 
abutting their home and the nei ghborhood in which they reside. 

ll-,C. Each person addressing City Council shall do so in an orderly manner and 
shall not engage in conduct that disrupts, disturbs, or otherwise impedes the 
orderly conduct of the City Council meeting. Each member of the public may 
only speak one time per issue which means that if they speak on an item which is 
on the Agenda at Open Forum, they may not speak when the same item comes up 
on the Agenda for action. 

~D. Open Forum shall be scheduled to allow public comment (limited to three 
minutes each) within the first half hour of the City Council meeting, not including 
the mini meeting. After a half hour of Open Forum, any remaining speakers 
should be heard at the end of the meeting. The Council Chair has the discretion as 
to how to move the meeting along as efficiently as possible to provide hearing 
from as many speakers as possible at the beginning of the City Council meeting. 
Rt'!m!ulion NH 20 J J 28 

~I . Open Forum speakers who arrive late or who can't be heard initially at 
Open Forum shall be given an opportunity to speak under Open Forum at the end 
of the meeting (the process may be adjusted as necessary). Reso!ulirm No. ](Jl! 
:y?,. 
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I .I . Open Forum speakers must sign the list provided by the City Clerk, fill out 
an information card and submit it to the City Clerk before the speaker will be 
permitted to speak (if the speaker has just arrived or decided to speak, the Chair 
may allow the card to be filled out after speaking). 

P..,(,, After a speaker has spoken during Open Forum, Council Members should 
not engage in discussion with the speaker. The Chair may provide a brief response 
to the comments, ask brief questions of the speaker to clarifY the issue or allow 
another Council Member to do o, refer the speaker to City staff or another 
agency, or request that the matter be placed on a future Agenda. 

IV. The public shall be given the opportunity to speak for up to three minutes on 
individual City Council Agenda matters, except public hearing and quasi-judicial 
matters, prior to a vote on the matter by City Council. This is as Of3f30Sed to wWhen 
citizens speak oo-before an agenda item, at which time-they sfietM--must limit their 
remarks to the particular matter under consideration by City Council. If a ci tizen has 
spoken at Open Forum during that meetmg concemmg the agenda item. they shall not 

peak a second time under this provision. The public shall be allowed to speak on 
public hearing and quasi-judicial matters at the time those matters are heard. 
Re~·Bhl,'ifm No. ~ru! 28. Speakers must fill out an information card and submit it to 
the City Clerk before the vote on tmthc matter occurs. f .S 286 () 1/ .f 

CHAPTER FOUR 
CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR 

I. Council Chair. 

A. City Council shall elect from among its members a Chair who shall preside at all 
meetings of City Council.§ 3.03(a) , Municipal Charter. 

I. The Chair is responsible for conducting the City Council meeting. The 
Chair shall reserve comment on an issue or agenda item until all of the 
Council Members who wish to speak have spoken. 

2. All comments by Council Members should be directed to the Chair 
or the body as a whole. Cross talk between Council Members should be 
ruled out of order by the Chair. 

B. Once a Council Committee is established by City Council, the Chair shall appoint 
the members of the Committee as provided by City Charter. Committee 
membership shall be determined each January. Rt•tmlulitJn .A..l& ] g(}j I H. For 
more information on Council Committee membership determination, please see 
Chaf!ler 7, "Council Committees/ ' ha ter. 
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C. The Chair or acting chair, along with the City Clerk, shall sign every ordinance or 
resolution upon its final passage. Such ordinances and resolutions shall be 
recorded in a book kept for that purpose. F)ffl'ltlu-SJ&:ht:es ::t 166.0-1 I (5) . It is the 
duty of the Chair ~to authenticate by his or her signature, when necessary, all acts, 
orders, and proceedings ofthe assembly.~·ts t?uks 9(0nkr 

D. The day-to-day operations of the City Council office and staff are the 
responsibility of the Chair. These responsibilities include, but are not limited to 
responding to correspondence directed to all Council Members, supervising 
office staff, and providing assistance in the preparation of City Council's annual 
budget. 

E. The Chair shall coordinate the scheduling of workshops, committee of the whole 
meetings and such other City Council meetings as need to be scheduled. 

F. The Chair shall also perform such other duties as set forth in this Manual. 

II. Council Vice-Chair. 

A. City Council shall elect from among its members a vice-chair who shall act as 
Chair during the absence or disability of the Chair. § 3. 03(b), Municipal Charter. 

Ill. Election and Term of Chair and Vice-Chair. § 3.03(c), Municipal Charter. 

A. City Council shall elect the Chair and Vice-Chair: 

I. On January 2 nd of each even-numbered year. 

2. At the first regular City Council Meeting in January in each odd-
numbered year. 

B. The tenns of Chair and Vice-Chair shall be for one year (tenns shall be 
lengthened or shortened from the nonnal one year tenn to correspond to the date 
of election). 

C. Procedure for Nominations. Every December the City Council which will be in 
office in January (this includes newly elected Council Members and excludes 
Council Members who will no longer be in office) shall schedule a workshop to 
discuss the nomination and election of the Chair and Vice Chair. The Chair will 
conduct the election for the next Chair. The Chair will call for nominations. Each 
Council Member may nominate one (I) person. Council Members may nominate 
themselves. Nominations do not require a second. A nominee who wishes to 
decline the nomination shall so state at that time. After all nominations have been 
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received, the Chair will close the nominations, may allow nominees to speak 
briefly to their nomination and will call for a written ballot. +-lte-wf.i llen bal l&fs 
are signe6--iH1 '1!-~Hhlt€-fecords . The nomination and election of the 
Vice-Chair will be made in the same manner described for the Chair. 

D. Workshop Balloting. Except when there is only one nominee, election shall be by 
written ballot. Each ballot will contain the name of the Council Member who cast 
it and who they are voting for. Ballot arc retained as public records. The City 
Clerk will announce the results of the balloting by reading the total number of 
ballots for each nominee. When one Council Member has received approval by a 
majority ofthe Council Members, the balloting shall end. lfthree or more Council 
Members are nominated and no one receives a majority, the Council Member 
with the least number of votes shall be removed from the next vote. The City 
Council will then formalize the balloting by nomination and a roll call vote at the 
first regular meeting in January. City Council is not bound by the results of the 
December workshop balloting and Council Members may nominate different 
candidates for Chair and Vice-Chair. The City Clerk will record in the minutes of 
the meeting the manner in which each voting Council Member cast his or her 
ballot. 

E. Tie Votes. If there is a tie vote and the nominees agree that there is a deadlock in 
voting such that it is unlikely that anyone will change their vote, ties will be 
decided by coin toss unless the nominees agree to another tiebreaking procedure. 

F. Resignation of Chair or Vice-Chair. If the Chair resigns, the seated Vice-Chair 
will become the Chair for the remainder of the year. City Council will elect a new 
Vice-Chair using the procedure outlined above. If the Vice-Chair resigns, the City 
Council will elect a new Vice-Chair using the procedure outlined above. 

G. Removal of Chair or Vice-Chair from their position shall be on the same grounds 
and in the same manner as removal of a Council Member. 

IV . Order of succession when neither the Chair nor Vice-Chair is available at a City 
Council meetin work ho or Committee of the Whole meetin . 

A. If there are Council Members who have previously served as the Chair present, 
the most immediate past Chair shall serve as Acting Chair. 

B. lfthere are no past Chairs and there are Council Members who have previously 
served as Vice Chair present, then the most immediate past Vice Chair shall serve 
as Acting Chair. 

C. lfthere are no past Chairs or Vice Chairs, then the most senior Council Member 
in terms of service shall serve as Acting Chair. lfthere are two Council Members 
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with the most seniority, then the Acting Chair shall be the Council Member from 
the lowest numbered District. 

CHAPTER FIVE 
A WARDS, CEREMONIES, PROCLAMATIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS 

I. Requests for representation at ceremonies. 

A. Upon receiving a request either from the Mayor or a member of the public for 
ceremonial representation by City Council at a non-City Council meeting event, 
the Chair shall determine which Council Member shall represent the City Council. 
If the Chair is unavailable, the Vice Chair shall make that determination. City 
Council representation should be determined by either special interest of a 
Council Member, his or her district relationship to the event, the request of those 
extending the invitation and the availability of the Council Member to attend. 
This policy does not prohibit any other interested Council Member from attending 
any event. 

II . Proclamations. 

A. Proclamations which are read in City Council meetings are made on behalf of the 
Mayor and City Council or the Mayor,...!ll!! not by individual Council Members, as 
a ceremonial commemoration or special recognition of an individual, group, event 
or issue. Only the Mayor may initiate proclamations related to City employees or 
departments although the Chair may approve the inclusion of City Council in the 
proclamation. Proclamations are not statements of policy and do not require the 
approval or action ofthe City Council although proclamations which include City 
Council must be approved by the Chair. The Mayor and City Council should work 
collectively to assure that the honoree(s) of the proclamation receive the full 
measure of the recognition they are due. The Mayor shall present those 
proclamations brought forward by the Mayor's Office and the Council Chair, or 
the Chair's Council Member designee, shall present those proclamations brought 
forward by the City Council. 

Ill. Resolutions of bereavement. 

A. Resolutions of bereavement which are read in City Council meetings are made on 
behalf of the Mayor and City Council. Both the Mayor and the Chair must 
approve the resolution which shall be based on whether and to what degree the 
individual has made a significant contribution to the betterment of the City. 
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IV. Council Members may issue proclamations to honor individuals or organizations and 
may issue memorial tributes to recognize the passing of persons, neither of which wi II 
be read in City Council meetings. 

V. Announcements may be made at the end of each Council meeting. Announcements 
should be limited to events of community interest. 

CHAPTER SIX 
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE AND CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOPS 

I. The Chair shall schedule Committee of the Whole (COW) meetings and City Council 
workshops to include all Council Members (or as many as reasonably possible) 
based on referrals by City Council or requests of the Administration. The Chair shall 
determine when an Administration request warrants the scheduling of a COW based 
on the subject matter of the referral. 

II. Referrals to a COW shall require an affirmative vote of a supermajority of City 
Council. A supermajority shall be six if eight Council Members are present and 
voting and, if fewer than eight are present and voting, five affirmative votes. 

Ill. COW meetings and City Council workshops shall be led by the Council Chair (if not 
available. see succe sion rules). 

IV. COW meetings must have a quorum (at least five Council Members) present to 
proceed. 

V. Any action taken at a COW is not an official action of the City Council unless and 
until approved by City Council at a regular meeting of City Council. 

VI. City Council workshops are not required to have a quorum and no vote shall be taken 
at a workshop. Council Members at a workshop may be openly polled to determine if 
the majority has some direction for the Administration. 

VII. City Council may cancel any workshops or COWs scheduled by the Chair and may 
schedule or reschedule any workshops or COWs. 

CHAPTER SEVEN 
CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEES 

I. City Council has the right to establish such committees of Council Members as it 
deems appropriate from time to time. § 3.12, Municipal Charter. 

A. The City Council Committees are: 

24 



!. ___ Budget, Finance and Taxation (4 members) 

a. Generally deals with budgeting auditing, capital budgeting, 
employment issues, financial reporting, taxation, procurement, 
investing, and management studies and other matters pertaining to 
the finances of the City. (Reselulhm NB. 21-J(r Jf.J9) 

b. Financial Quarterly Reports. Administration shall provide to the 
Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee within forty-five ( 45) 
days after the end of each of the first three quarters and within 
sixty (60) days after the end of the fourth quarter of the fiscal year, 
a copy of the Quarterly Investment Report, the Quarterly Pension 
Investment Report, Quarterly Outstanding Debt Report, the 
Quarterly Budget to Actual Report for all Operating Fund 
Activities, and the Budget Department' s Quarterly Report. Copies 
of these reports will be provided to all Council Members and the 
reports may be discussed at a Budget, Finance and Taxation 
Committee meeting. Ueselutim1 A'e ](J(W 2 r . 

c. Members shall discuss potential management evaluations at the 
first meeting in October of each year. (Reso l ~tioA No. 20 I I ,7 1) 

d. The Chair of the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee shall 
also be the Chair ofthe Investment Oversight Committee. 

2. ___ Public Services and Infrastructure (4 members) 

a. Generally deals with permitting, zoning, public safety, public 
improvements, util ities, downtown facilities, communications, 
technology issues, leisure services and marketing and other matters 
pertaining to the City which are not addressed by other 
committees. (Reselumm Ne 2(J(J7 J{)9) 

). ___ Legislative Affairs and Intergovernmental Relations (5 
members) 
(Resehtlir-n~ />16. ] {)/ / JM) 

a. Generally deals with issues and concerns relative to lobbying of 
governmental entities and legislation (Ut!MJ/utifm Nt>. 2{){)2 35); 
also may address interlocal agreements; laws, rules and regulations 
proposed to be adopted by other governmental entities including 
but not limited to the Florida Legislature, the Florida Cabinet, 
Congress, the President, and the state and executive branches of 
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government, county government, and other cities; and cooperation 
with other governmental agencies. 

b. Items shall only be placed on the Committee' s Agenda in the 
following three ways (this is an exception to the policy for other 
committees): 

i. A referral by City Council ; 
ii. A written request to the Committee by any Council 

Member; or 
iii. A referral by the Administration. 

c. When an item within the Committee's scope of responsibility is 
placed on the Committee's Agenda, the Committee shall forward 
to City Council a recommendation for action by the full City 
Council on that item. 

d. The Committee shall not engage in partisan politics nor shall its 
members take a position on a proposed law, rule or regulation 
based upon party affiliation. 

e. The Committee shall have the ability to initiate proposed 
legislation and recommend that City Council approve the 
submission of such legislation to the appropriate external 
legislative body for consideration. 

f. The Committee shall only propose a law, rule or regulation or take 
a position on a proposed law, rule or regulation that has a direct 
effect upon the City, including but not limited to a direct effect 
upon the City's programs, services, home rule authority or any 
property within the City's geographic boundaries. 

g. The criteria for evaluating a proposed law, rule or regulation shall 
be a recommendation based upon what is in the best interest of the 
City and its citizens. 

h. Prior to the beginning of each Florida legislative session, the 
Administration shall place the appropriate item on the Committee' s 
Agenda which will allow the Committee to review the City's draft 
legislation and appropriation requests. The Committee shall 
evaluate and may add to or modify the proposed draft legislative 
program and shall make recommendations to the City Council. 
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i. Regular reports concerning bills of concern to the City will be 
supplied by the Administration to members of the Committee 
during each Florida legislative session. Additionally, the 
Committee shall, to the extent that is reasonably possible, be 
informed by Administration as soon as possible of those especially 
significant developments affecting the City during the session and 
the Committee Chair shall convene the Committee at the request of 
the Administration or City Council to consider action on a 
particularly important piece of legislation. Items of critical 
importance or that are time sensitive may be taken directly to City 
Council by the Administration for consideration during the 
legislative session. 

j . The Committee recognizes the time critical nature of decisions that 
must be made during and immediately prior to each Florida 
legislative session; and, that at such times, the Administration will 
need to make independent decisions regarding City support of or 
opposition to pending legislation and amendments. In making 
these decisions, the Administration shall be guided by what is in 
the best interests of the City and any information or discussion 
provided by the Committee. Action on time sensitive issues may 
be delegated to a subcommittee of the Committee, by the 
Committee. 

k. The opinion of an individual elected official on a given issue may 
differ from the official City position taken by City Council. An 
elected official has the right to advocate their differing position but 
must make it clear that it is not the official position of the City. 

4. ___ Housing Services (5 members) 

a. Generally deals with issues related to housing in the City. 
(Re5uh.·lion Ne 200? J!{)} 

5. ___ Co-sponsored Events (3 members) 

a. Generally reviews applications for co-sponsorship of events and 
changes to the co-sponsorship policies. 

b. City Council has adopted a resolution governing the application 
process See Appendix: Consolidated Cosponsorship Guidelines 
Resolutions. 

6. ___ Youth Services (4 members) 
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a. Generally deals with issues related to youth and the provision of 
services for youth. (-l~luth-m No 20! I 168) 

7. __ EMS (3 members) 

a. Generally deals with the provision of emergency medical services 
as they relate to the City ' s relationship with the County . 
~/rl{ifll1 ,61f>. 2fUW 25(.).) 

II . The Chair of City Council, upon becoming Chair in January, shall designate the 
Council Members of each such committee, and the members of each committee shall 
designate its chair and vice-chair. § 3.12, Municipal Charter; l?eselll!ien Ne. 2()05 
+IJ-Council Members may provide any requests to serve on a particular committee 
to the Chair prior to his or her designation. Requests should be provided to the 
Council Administrative Officer in writing and the Officer shall provide them to the 
Chair. The appointments shall be made by the Chair during the month of January. 
Committee chairs and vice chairs shall be elected during the first committee meeting 
of each year or the committee meeting immediate() following the Chair's 
a ointments. 

A. The Chair should rotate the Committee memberships among the Council 
Members so that Council Members may serve on di fferent Committees, subject to 
the caveat that there should be at least one continuing Council Member of each 
Committee to provide continuity for Committee business. Re!ielw ien !>le_ ]01J5 
+I* 

B. Up to three alternates may be appointed for each Committee to serve for absent 
members. The Council Chair shall designate the alternates as the first, second or 
third alternate. Alternates shall serve when a regular member is absent. The first 
alternate shall always serve when there is an absence and the first alternate is 
present and, if not, the second alternate shall serve. If there is an absence and the 
first and second alternates are not present, then the third alternate shall serve . 
• '?:e!.ol11tien No. 2005 115 

Ill . Committee Meetings are generally held the second and fourth Thursday of each 
month. A quorum (which shall be a majority of the Committee membership) is 
required to conduct a meeting. No audience participation is allowed during the course 
of any Committee meeting, unless permitted by the consent of a majority of the 
Committee members present or required by law. Council Members may request the 
permission of the Chair to occasionally invite members from the public to participate 
in discussions. Such participation should be limited to facts and information 
necessary for the matter before the Committee. 

IV. Council Comm ittee agenda~. 
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_ . Council Committee agendas are created as a result of referrals by Council· 
Members through the process of New Business items that are approved during a 
City Council meeting .• 

.lh._ltems may also be added to Council Committee agendas, with the approval of the 
Committee Chair, as a result of an Administrative referral when an item is 
scheduled before City Council. . 

£:_Council Members may not add items to Committee agendas without Council 
approval ~ 

.J-\L,D. Council Members mav ·cosponsor' a referral bv filin g a written notice of 
co-sponsorshi p with the Clerk and the Counci l Administrative Officer within a 
calendar week of the approval by Ci ty Council of a referral by another Council 
Member (if the proposal is made on Thursda) . the notice must be filed by the 
followin g Friday no later than 5:00 p.m.). 

V. The days and times of the meetings of the Committees shall be determined by the 
Committee Chair. In establishing meetings, the Chair shall attempt to avoid conflicts 
with other Committee meetings . ResoJu~U311 ,'¥9 2{)()5 115 The date and time for 
Committee meetings, along with their agendas, should be advertised on the City's 
website. The meetings shall be properly noticed on the Weekly Meeting Schedule. 
This does not preclude changes or additions to the Committee agenda. 

VI. Members of City Council staff may attend Committee meetings to provide additional 
staff support and any backup material requested or required of Council Members. 

VII . Procedures for Meetings of Council Committees. Rese!mu;H Ne. 2fU I !5{) 

A. The beginning of the meeting shall be reserved for initial discussion of recent 
referrals in order to determine if the item is a matter the Committee feels 
necessitates research and to provide direction for staff in order to maximize staff's 
time in the event that the referral does not provide sufficient information. 

B. Committee members shall sit together as a group next to the Chair, alternates shall 
sit as a group next to the group of Committee members, and non-Committee 
members of City Council, although always welcome to attend, shall not integrate 
themselves among Committee members or alternates. 

C. The Council Member making a referral to a Committee, if present, shall speak 
first to the referral in order to identify the issue or concern. 

D. Thereafter, Committee members shall discuss the issue. Council Members who 
are not Committee members shall speak after Committee members have spoken 
so long as there is sufficient time remaining in the Committee meeting. The Chair 
may make exceptions to this procedure if the Chair deems it appropriate. 
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E. Each Committee shall use the Procedure in Small Boards contained in Roberts 
Rules of Order. 

I. In smaller meetings, some of the formality that is necessary in a 
large assembly would hinder business. The rules governing such meetings 
are different from the rules that hold in other assemblies in the following 
respects: 

a. Motions need not be seconded. 

b. There is no limit to the number of times a member may speak to a 
question, and motions to close or limit debate generally should not 
be entertained. 

c. Discussion of a subject is permitted while no motion is pending. 

d. The Chair may make motions and votes on all questions. 

VIII. Committees may meet jointly on issues of mutual concern. Reseh1.'irm No_ ]()()5 !15 

IX. Committees may make recommendations to City Council but are not intended to 
usurp the power and responsibility of City Council to perform legislative functions of 
the City unless the City Council specifically delegates such power to a Committee on 
a specific issue. !kselu~u~n Ne. ](:)()5 t !5_ 

X. Referrals to Council Committees. lkSt~llllif!lf ,tole 2r-HI5 J /5_ 

A. Items or matters which a Council Member or the Administration wishes to refer to 
a Council Committee must, except as otherwise provided herein, be approved by 
the City Council prior to a referral. The approval by City Council will be by a 
formal motion. These referrals may be as "new business" items, may be placed on 
the Consent Agenda, or may be moved at any time such a motion is appropriate 
under the City Council rules of procedure. This policy shall not prevent the 
Administration, the Council Chair or the Committee Chair from placing items on 
the Council Committee' s agenda which are scheduled to come before City 
Council. 

B. These guidelines shall not be interpreted to (i) prevent any Council Member from 
placing an item on the Council Agenda under new business, (ii) prevent the 
Administration or a member of the Council Committee from placing a time 
sensitive item on the agenda of the Committee provided written notice is provided 
to the other Committee members and the Committee Chair, and (iii) prevent a 
Committee member from adding an emergency item to the agenda during a 
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Committee meeting provided the addition is approved by formal motion of the 
Committee. 

C. To the extent that these procedures conflict with guidelines specially approved by 
resolution of the City Council for any Committee (e.g. LAIR), the specially 
approved guidelines shall prevail. 

D. Committees of limited duration (these are committees with a specific end date or 
goal which when achieved would result in their expiration) may have items placed 
on their agenda by Committee members at any time without regard to these 
restrictions provided the item is consistent with the established purpose of the 
ehommittee. 

CHAPTER EIGHT 
CITY STAFF 

I. Council interactions with the Mayor. 

A. In the City Charter, the relationship between the Mayor and City Council honors 
the fact that the Mayor is the chief executive of the City. All dealings with the 
Mayor, whether public or private, should respect the authority of the Mayor in 
administrative matters. Disagreements should be expressed in policy terms, rather 
than in terms that question satisfaction with or support of the Mayor. The City 
Council supports and acknowledges that City Council and the Mayor are most 
effective when working as a team. 

II . Council interactions with City staff other than Council Staff. 

A. City staff is under the direct supervision of the Mayor. 

B. City Council policy is implemented through dedicated and professional staff. 
Therefore, it is critical that the relationship between City Council and City staff be 
well understood by all parties so policies and programs may be implemented 
successfully. To support effective relationships, it is important that roles are 
clearly recognized. City Council endeavors to support mutual respect between the 
City Council and City staff by creating the organizational teamwork necessary for 
successful implementation of the City Council policies and programs. 

C. City Council has the authority to accept, reject or amend the staff 
recommendation on legislative policy matters. Council Members must avoid 
intrusion into those areas that are the responsibility of staff. 
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D. Individual Council Members may not intervene in staff decision-making, the 
development of staff recommendations, scheduling of work, or the execution of 
department priorities. 

E. City Council non-interference. 

I. The City Council shall work through the Mayor when dealing with 
City staff. 

2. In no manner, either directly or indirectly, shall a Council Member 
become involved in, or attempt to influence, personnel matters that are 
under the direction of the Mayor. 

3. No Council Member shall direct or request the appointment of 
anyone to, or removal from, office by the Mayor or any of the Mayor's 
subordinates, or in any manner, directly or indirectly, take part in the 
appointment or removal of any officer or employee or members of boards in 
the administrative service of the City. Violation of this provision is grounds 
for removal.§ 4.05(a), Municipal Charter. 

4. Neither City Council nor any Council Member shall give any 
orders to any subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately, 
directly or indirectly. Violation of this provision is grounds for removal. § 
4. 05(a), Municipal Charter. In order to prevent the appearance of violating 
this Charter requirement, Council Members should work through Council 
staff who should make the requests in writing to the appropriate staff 
member based on the Mayor's Guidelines. 

5. The limited exceptions to this prohibition are (I) requests for 
information made to staff for a copy of an existing public record or (2) for 
those inquiries made in a management evaluation conducted by a 
professional consultant of specific administrative activities of the City. 

6. The Mayor has developed certain Efficient Access Guidelines 
(Guidelines) which authorize Council Members to have some additional 
interaction with staff. Staff support for Council Committees shall be as 
provided for in such Guidelines. Such Guidelines are included in the 
Appendix and shall be kept on file with the City Clerk. 

7. City staff should report violations of the Guidelines and the 
Charter provision to their chain of command who can communicate those 
violations to the Chair or City Council. 
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Ill. City Attorney 

A. There shall be a City Attorney who is appointed by the Mayor and confinned by 
City Council who shall provide advice and counsel on behalf of the City. The City 
Attorney shall be an attorney at law in good standing and shall be the head of the 
City Attorney's Office, which shall handle the legal affairs of the City. § 3.06, 
Municipal Charter. Assistant City Attorneys are appointed and confinned in the 
same manner. To help insure the independence of the opinions rendered by the 
City Attorney, the City Attorney shall continue to serve unless and until removed 
by the Mayor with the approval of at least five Council Members. 

B. The City Attorney's Office: 

I. In regard to all affairs of the City, is the legal advisor to the Mayor, 
the City Council and Council Committees, and all of the departments, 
officers and boards of the City. 

2. Commences and prosecutes all actions and lawsuits brought by the 
City provided that no lawsuit other than prosecutions of City ordinances 
may be filed without City Council approval. § 3. 06, Municipal Charter. 
Certain types of actions which do not require additional approval include 
appeals, administrative actions, counterclaims, etc The City Council has by 
resolution approved the filing of certain types of lawsuits without additional 
City Council approval. Resolution 2009-58, included in the Appendix. 

3. Represents and defends the City in all lawsuits or actions brought 
against the City and is authorized by City Council to settle lawsuits and 
workers' compensation claims up to certain amounts. Resolution 93-790, 
included in the Appendix. 

4. The City Attorney may retain special counsel without City Council 
approval so long as not more than $5,000 is expended and City Council is 
notified in writing. Resolution 83-737, included in the Appendix. 

IV. City Clerk 

A. There shall be a City Clerk who is appointed by the Mayor and confinned by City 
Council, whose duties and responsibilities are as provided by the Charter. 
Although an employee of the Mayor, the City Clerk serves the entire City 
government. § 3.1 0, Municipal Charter. 

B. The City Clerk shall keep and have the care and custody of books, records, 
papers, legal documents and journals of proceedings ofthe City Council and shall 
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carry out such additional duties as may be required by the City Council or the 
Mayor.§ 3.1 0, Municipal Charter. 

C. The City Clerk's Office will: 

I. Keep the minutes of City Council meetings, workshops, 
committee meetings, etc. and prepare the agendas therefore. 

2. Conduct or contract for municipal elections. 

3. Present an orientation plan for candidates and new Council 
Members for approval before every general municipal election. 

4. Present Council Members with information regarding the role of 
the City Clerk and the responsibilities of the City Clerk's Office, legislative 
governance and City Council's role in the process. 

5. Provide Council Members with resources and information booklets 
as available. 

6. Interface with the public and process public records requests. 

V. City Administrator 

A. There shall be a City Administrator, who is appointed by the Mayor and 
confirmed by City Council, whose duties and responsibilities are as provided by 
the Charter. § 3.11, Municipal Charter. 

B. The City Administrator is the acting Mayor in the Mayor's absence. 

C. The City Administrator, pursuant to the Mayor's delegation, is responsible for the 
management and daily operations of the City. 

D. The City Administrator will: 

I. Present information to Council Members on the purpose of a 
municipality, the Administration, the role of the City Administrator 
organizational structure, and key contacts. 

2. Serve as information liaison (along with Council's Administrative 
Officer) between the City Council and City staff. 

a. Requests for information by Council Members are to be directed to 
the City Administrator (or the Council Administrative Officer) 
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except as otherwise provided in the Mayor's Efficient Access 
Guidelines. The information requested will be copied to all 
Council Members so that each Council Member may be equally 
informed. There are limited restrictions when information cannot 
be provided (e.g. legal obligations not to release certain 
confidential information) and the Council Member will be 
informed if there is such a restriction. 

3.Attend City Council meetings as the Mayor's representative. 

VI. Council Administrative Officer 

A. The Council Administrative Officer is an employee subject to the Mayor' s 
direction and will: 

I. Serve (along with the City Administrator) as the information 
liaison between the Council Members and City staff. Requests for 
information by Council Members are to be directed to the Council 
Administrative Officer (or the City Administrator). The information 
requested will be copied to all Council Members so that each Council 
Member may be equally informed. There are limited restrictions when 
information cannot be provided (e.g. legal obligations not to release certain 
confidential information) and the Council Member will be informed ifthere 
is such a restriction. 

2. Present information to the Mayor and Administration and perform 
duties as liaison between the Office of the Mayor and City Council. 

3. Manage the Office of City Council to include office organization, 
staff supervision, duties and review of policies pertaining to Council 
Members. 

VII. City Council Staff 

A. City Council staff are employees subject to the Mayor' s direction and shall 
perform clerical services, including scheduling of appointments, receipt of 
telephone messages and word processing. Sensitivity to the workload of each staff 
member should be taken into consideration as Council staff is shared among eight 
(8) Council Members. Should requested tasks require significant time 
commitments, Council Members will consult with the Council Administrative 
Officer prior to making assignments. 

B. The Council staff will provide the following administrative support: 
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!. ___ Scheduling 
2. ___ 0rdering of supplies 
3 . ___ Constituent responses 
4. ___ Letters of congratulations, welcome, condolences, etc. 
5. ___ Preparation and scheduling of presentations 
6. ___ Constituent services 
7 . ___ Staff support for City Council Committee Meetings 
8. ___ Research 
9. ___ Drafting of documents 

CHAPTER NINE 
ROLE AND RELATIONSHIP WITH ADVISORY COMMITTEES 

I. Council Members shall not be appointed to City advisol)' boards or committees which 
conduct quasi-judicial hearings during their term of office as a Council Member. 
Council Members shall not be appointed to any board or committee that would cause 
the Council Member to violate the dual office holding provisions of State Law. 

II. Council Members shall not speak before any advisol)' board or commission of the 
City which conducts quasi-judicial hearings on any matter. There are a few 
exceptions which generally relate to a Council Members personal application or 
business before a specific board or commission and which should be discussed with 
the City Attorney. Resolution 2004-374,~ included in the Appendix. 

Ill. Council Members shall not discuss with any person any quasi-judicial or appeal 
matter which is pending before a City advisol)' board or commission because that 
matter may come before the City Council for action. Violation of this protocol may 
cause the Council Member to have to disqualify himself or herself from participating 
in the quasi-judicial matter or appeal proceedings before City Council. (See Chapter 
18 on Quasi-Judicial matters) 

IV. Council Members in their capacity as private citizens should be careful in providing 
testimony in legislative or administrative matters pending before any non-City 
advisol)' board or commission. Where a Council Member elects to provide such 
testimony, the following rules shall apply: 

A. The Council Member should declare at the outset and upon the record that the 
Council Member is present in his or her private capacity as an interested citizen 
and not on behalf or at the request of the City Council. 

B. The Council Member should refrain from stating or implying that the Council 
Member's position or opinion is that of the City Council. 
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C. The Council Member shall observe any rules of procedure or protocol that apply 
to any other private citizen testifYing before the advisory board. 

CHAPTER TEN 
CITY CREATED BOARDS, COMMISIONS AND COMMITTEES 

I. Members of City created boards, commissions and committees (and other like 
bodies), except the Civil Service Board and Code Enforcement Board, are appointed 
by the Mayor and confirmed by City Council. Council Members may recommend 
interested individuals to the Mayor for appointment to such boards, commissions and 
committees. 

II. The members of the Civil Service Board and Code Enforcement Board are appointed 
by the City Council. The Mayor may recommend to the City Council the appointment 
of persons to the Civil Service Board and Code Enforcement Board. 

Ill. Council Members are authorized to sit on certain committees. Each January the 
Chair will recommend to the Mayor a Council Member to sit on each such 
committee. The Mayor will then make appointments and City Council will confirm or 
reject the appointments. Council Members may be appointed to serve on the 
following City Committees: 

A. Arts Advisory Committee. C h 5. Citv Code. 

B. City Beautiful Commission 

C. International Relations Committee 

D. Public Arts Commission. Ch. 5. lit1 Code. 

E. Social Services Allocation Committee 

L CDBG Committee 

G. Enterprise Zone Development Agency. Ch2, Cltl' Code provides that fo ur 
Counctl Members representing districts which are part o[lhe ;one be appomted. 

J-:.:.1-1. Investment Oversight Committee. Council Reso/ut10n provides that the 
Chair o{lhe BFT Comnuttee should be the Chair o{lhe IOC 

CHAPTER ELEVEN 
OUTSIDE BOARDS, COUNCILS, COMMISSIONS OR COMMITTEES 
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I. The City Council is often requested to appoint (or recommend appointment of) City 
Council Members to serve on certain outside boards, councils, commissions or 
committees. This type of representation serves to facilitate communication and 
provide interaction with other governmental bodies. The City Council appoints 
members to some of these groups on an as-needed or as-requested basis. In some 
cases the Mayor is required by the enabling legislation of the outside entity to make a 
recommendation and City Council may need to confirm the recommendation. 

II . Each January, the Chair shall appoint the members to those outside entities which do 
not require the Mayor to make the appointment. The Chair shall strive to provide 
continuity of representation on each outside entity. Appointment to these entities shall 
be for one year or until a successor is appointed. Appointments shall be confirmed by 
City Council. If a Council Member is not appointed and desires to serve as a member 
of a particular outside entity, the Counci l Member may request that City Council not 
confirm the Chair's appointment to that entity and instead conduct an election for 
th~ appointment to that entity which shall be determined by a majority vote of the 
City Council present and voting. Where allowed by the entity 's enabling legislation, 
City Council may appoint an alternate to attend outside boards, councils, 
commissions, or committees, if the RlaiR delegate lo sush grot:Jfl is unable to attend a 
meeting of the entity. 

_II_I. __ Council Members participating in policy discussions at regional board meetings will 
shall present the consensus of the City Council concerning regional issues before the 
board. However, Council Members who are members of regional boards are not 
bound to vote in favor of a position taken by the City Council and have a duty to vote 
in what they believe to be in the best interests of the region the board serves. Personal 
positions when given, should be identified and will not be represented as the position 
of the City . 

ll·hl\. If a Council Member has a concern that a Council Member who has been appointed 
to an entity is not performing their duties adequately (e.g .. not attending meetings. not 
presenting the City Council's nosition. not voting in the region's best interest, etc. ) 
then a request may be made to remove that Council Member from the entity . The 
procedure shall be that a Council Member shall place a written new business item on 
an agenda asking for a discussion concerning removal of the Council Member from 
the entity and identi fy ing the specific concerns which lead to the conclusion that the 
Council Member is not performing their duties adequately. A discussion shall be 
scheduled at a time certain at a separate Council meeting to discuss this matter. After 
discussion, a motion may be made to remove the Council Member. If no motion is 
made, or being made. not seconded. the Council Member shall continue to serve the 
remainder of the term. If removed. the Chair shall appoint and City Council shall 
confirm, a new member to the entity. 

J-¥.,_\ _ Council Members serve on the following entities: 
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A. Metropolitan Planning Organization 
B. Pinellas Planning Council 
C. Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
D. Worknet 
E. Suncoast League of Municipalities 
F. Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council 
G. Tampa Bay Estuary Program 
H. Homeless Leadership Network (Pinellas County Homeless Leadership Board) 
I. Pinellas Schools Collaborative 
J. Tourist Development Council 
K. Tampa Bay Water Board 
L. St. Pete/Clearwater Economic Development Advisory Council 
M:... Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA) 

I. The Ci ty has al o created two additional boards that arc authorized by State Statute 
and that do not have Council Members on them . 

A. The St. Petersburg Housing Authority is a completely independently operating 
entity. The Mavor appoints, and City Counci l confirms, up to seven members (no 
member may be an officer or employee of the City) for this Authority. The City 
has no operational control over this Authori ty . 

B. The St. Petersburg Health Facilities Authority is a completely independently 
operating entity with the exception noted herein . The City has not funded the 
Authori ty to perform anv powers except those related to the issuance of bonds for 
the benefit of the public in the provision of medical services in health care 
facil ities. Pursuant to federal law. final approval of tax exempt bond issues must 
be made by City Council. The Mayor recommends, and City Council appoints, 
the five members of this Authori ty . Other than fundin g control (which includes 
providing staffing). the Citx has no operational control over this Authority. 

CHAPTER TWELVE 
SALARY, BENEFITS, TRAVEL EXPENSES 

I. The salary for the position of Council Member is presently FY 20 14) $3&.9&2_1J .56 
per year. This salary shall be adjusted at the beginning of each fiscal year by the same 
percentage as the general wage increase granted to administrative management 
employees of the City of St. Petersburg. Individual Council Members may opt out of 
any increase during their term by filin g a written memorandum requesting same with 
the director in charge of adjusting salaries, which identifies how long thi s request 
shall be in effect (e.g. just this year's adjustment , during their ent ire term. etc.). Any 
Council Member may terminate this ·opt out' by written notice to the director in 
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charge of ad justing salaries, the Council Member shall then be cl ie iblc for an} 
ad justments available after the date of the notice. !le.wiNimn No. 1005 70J: 

II. Council Members shall be eligible to participate in the 40 1-A retirement plan, 
deferred compensation plans, health insurance plans, and life insurance plans offered 
to administrative management employees of the City of St. Petersburg on the same 
basis as those benefits are available to such employees. Council Members arc entitled, 
at the time they leave office, to partici pate in an} retiree benefits allowed by City 
policy, currently 120 13) heal th insurance, if they have at least five years of service on 
City Council and have reached the age of sixty as of the last day of their last term in 
office. Ne.W·}lulien NtJ 2{)05 z~J]. 

Ill. The City budget includes appropriations for expenses necessary for City Council 
Members to undertake official City business. Funding provided includes 
memberships to professional organizations, attendance at educational seminars and 
conferences, and the purchase of office supplies and publications. 

~Travel Expenses. Each year in the City budget, the City Council may establishes the 
budget to fund the official travel of Council Members. The Chair shall establish and 
promulgate a written policy regarding the allocation and use of City Council travel 
funds for official City travel. The policy shall be consistent with state law and the 
City Code where applicable. The current written travel policy is included in the 
Appendix. 

V. Milea2e Expenses. Each year in the Citv budget, the Citv Council may establish the 
budget to fund the official mileage expense reimbursement for vehicular travel of 
Counci l Members . The policy shall be consistent with state law, City Administrative 
Policies for mileage reimbursement for City employees, and the Ci ty Code where 
applicable. 

CHAPTER THIRTEEN 
CORRESPONDENCE, OFFICE EQUIPMENT, MEETING ROOMS 

I. Office equipment 

A. To enhance Council Members' service to the community and their ability to 
communicate with staff and the public, the City provides meeting facil ities and 
office equipment for the conduct of City business. 

B. The Information Communication Services Department (ICS) provides a laptop, at 
the request of Council Members, for official City use. ICS will ensure that 
appropriate software is installed and will provide orientation on the use of 
computers and related software. Inasmuch as ICS staff will maintain those 
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computer applications related to City affairs, ICS staff will not provide assistance 
for personal computer applications. Personal programs cannot be stored on City 
computers. Council Members must adhere to all policies under the City of St. 
Petersburg ICS Policies. 

II. Meeting rooms 

A. Use of Room 100 and the Community Resource rooms located in City Hall for 
meetings may be scheduled through the City Clerk's Office for use during normal 
business hours. Use of the City Council conference room during normal business 
hours may be scheduled through City Council staff. General meetings of 
organizations are not allowed in City facilities unless the organization follows the 
required policies and procedures to obtain a permit or use agreement, if such use 
is allowed and is held during normal business hours for the facility. 

Ill. Correspondence 

A. Mail deliveries 

Council Members receive volumes of mail and other materials that are 
delivered to City Council offices. Council Members are encouraged to check 
their mail often, including email. City staff will electronically forward 
information or personally deliver materials that are time sensitive to a 
Council Member' s home or office when necessary. 

B. Communication 

I. Perhaps the most fundamental role of a Council Member is 
communication: 

a. Communication with the public to assess community opinions and 
needs and to share the vision and goals of the City with 
constituents. It is extremely important to be accurate in all public 
statements and communications; 

b. Communication with staff at City Council meetings to provide 
policy direction and to gain an understanding of the implications of 
various policy alternatives. 

2. Because the City Council acts as a body (that is, acting based on 
the will of the majority as opposed to individuals), it is important that 
Council Members be accurate when speaking for the City Council. Equally 
important, when Council Members are expressing personal views and not 
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those of the City Council, the Council Member should advise the audience 
that the statements are personal views. 

C. Correspondence 

I. All written correspondence received in the Office of City Council 
will be opened, date stamped, scanned, logged and distributed to Council 
Members and made available as a public record. 

a. Correspondence received via U.S. Postal mail will be stamped 
"ALL COUNCIL RECEIVED" if directed to all Council 
Members. The Chair will respond to ALL COUNCIL RECEIVED 
mailings as deemed appropriate. 

b. Correspondence addressed to specific Council Members may be 
responded to by the individual Council Member through Council 
staff and a copy of all responses retained in the Office of City 
Council as a public record. 

c. If a Council Member requests assistance from Administration in 
responding to a request, the Efficient Access Guidelines shall be 
followed. 

2. Correspondence received via email will receive a response that 'it 
has been received and will be forwarded to all Council Members' . 

3. All letters, memoranda and electronic communication (email, texts, 
tweets, etc.) involving City Council Members, the subject of which relates 
to the conduct of City government or the performance of any governmental 
function, with few exceptions as specifically set forth in the Public Records 
Law, are public records. Copies of such letters, memoranda, and electronic 
communication will be provided to the public or news media upon receipt of 
a public records request. Public records requests may be processed through 
the City Clerk in accordance with City policies. 

4. Copies of such communications received at the Council office and 
by Council Members outside the Council office are public records. Failure 
to retain or disclose (or the destruction oO public records may subject the 
Council Member to criminal penalties (see Ch. )). Council Members should 
provide copies of any public record received outside the Council office to 
staff so they can be retained and disclosed as required by law. 

5. Council Members will be assigned a City email address for City 
business. City Council Group Wise accounts will be automatically forwarded 
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to council@stpete.org. Council Members should forward any non
GroupWise email, texts, tweets or any other electronic message that pertains 
to City business to council@stpete.org. 

6. Email should be used cautiously when seeking legal advice or to 
discuss matters of pending litigation or other confidential City business. In 
general, email is a public record, is discoverable in litigation, and even 
deleted email is not necessarily removed from the City email system. 

7. Council Members are discouraged from using City email for 
personal use. Emails include the City' s "return address." The email 
addresses of the senders of all emails received by City Council are public 
records. 

8. Council Members may be called upon to write letters to citizens, 
businesses, or other public agencies. Typically, the Chair is responsible for 
transmitting the City's position on policy matters to outside agencies on 
behalf of the City Council. Individual Council Members may prepare letters 
for constituents in response to inquiries, or to provide requested information. 
City letterhead is available for this purpose, and Council staff can assist in 
the preparation of such correspondence. 

a. On occasion Council Members may wish to correspond on an 
issue on which City Council has yet to take a position or about an 
issue for which the City Council has no position. In these 
circumstances, Council Members should clearly indicate that they 
are not speaking for the City Council as a whole, but for 
themselves as one Council Member. City letterhead and office 
support may be utilized in these circumstances. 

b. Council Members may occasionally be asked to prepare letters of 
recommendation for students or others seeking employment or 
appointment. Council Members may utilize City letterhead and 
their Council titles for such letters. Care should be taken in using 
City letterhead for these purposes so that the use may not be 
construed as a misuse of power. 

c. City letterhead and Council staff support cannot be utilized for 
personal or political purposes or to aid in any political campaign. 

CHAPTER FOURTEEN 
STANDARD OF CONDUCT FOR COUNCIL MEMBERS 
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u The following is not an exhaustive list of all standards of conduct and ethics rules and laws 
for Council Members. Council Members are responsible for complying with all such standards, 
laws and rules and all case law construing same. If you have a question regarding a standard of 
conduct or ethics rules and laws or the application of these standards, rules and laws to a specific 
factual situation, please consult the City Attorney's Office or your own private counsel for 
advice. Many of the standards, laws and rules set forth below also apply to candidates for City 
Council. 

I. Code of ethics. The code of ethics for public officers and employees set forth in F .S. 
112 shall apply to all elected and appointed officers and employees of the City. Sec. 
3.07, City Charter. Additionally, Section 22-23, City Code, relating to the 
employment of persons, is a part of this code of ethics. Section 22-26, St. Petersburg 
City Code. 

A. Penalty. A Council Member determined to be in violation of the standard of 
conduct/code of ethics in the St. Petersburg City Code or F.S. 112 may be 
removed from office. Sec. 3.04(c), City Charter and Section 22-24, St. Petersburg 
City Code. 

II. Voting conRicts; disclosure. No Council Member shall vote in an official capacity 
upon any measure which would inure to his or her special private gain or loss; which 
he or she knows would inure to the special private gain or loss of any principal by 
whom he or she is retained or to the parent organization or subsidiary of a corporate 
principal by which he or she is retained; or which he or she knows would inure to the 
special private gain or Joss of a relative or business associate of the Council Member. 
F_l.etwlf:I-S)ulufes J I 12.3143(3). 

A. Such Council Member shall, prior to the vote being taken, publicly state to the 
assembly the nature of the Council Member's interest in the matter from which he 
or she is abstaining from voting and, within 15 days after the vote occurs, disclose 
the nature of his or her interest as a public record in a memorandum filed with the 
City Clerk, who shall incorporate the memorandum in the minutes. F~kwitltt 
S~foMes § I I 2. 3 I 43 (3). 

**The voting conflict and conflict of interest laws are some of the most 
complicated laws applicable to Council Members. To understand their effect on a 
Council Member's actions, it is suggested that Council Members discuss the law 
and potential conflicts with a private attorney or the City Attorney. It is 
imperative that Council Members identifY in advance what their conflicts are. It is 
illegal to fail to declare a conflict of interest or to participate or otherwise be 
involved in discussions on issues or contracts where such an interest exists. 
Violations of the conflict of interest law may result in significant penalties, 
including criminal prosecutions. 
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Ill. Gift law issues. 

A. Gift solicitation prohibition. Council Members are prohibited from soliciting .!illY 
gift from a political committee, committee of continuous existence, or lobbyist {as 
defined below) or from a partner, firm, employer, or principal of a lobbyist. 
Fjot'itltt-SJtlfll,'es § I 12.31./8(3). For purposes of the gift law, the term "lobbyist" 
means any natural person who, for compensation, seeks, or sought during the 
preceding 12 months, to influence the governmental decision-making of City 
Council or the City, or seeks or sought during the preceding 12 months, to 
encourage the passage, defeat. or modification of any proposal or recommendation 
by City Council or the City. 1:Jeridt1 Slt~~H~tMFS.--f 112.3/.J8(2)(b)l. The term 
"lobbyist" is broadly construed by the Commission on Ethics and includes, but is 
not limited to, any person or entity who receives funds from the City or contracts 
with the City. 

B. Gift acceptance prohibition. Counci l Members are prohibited from directly or 
indirectly accepting a gift worth over $1 00 from a lobbyist (as defined above), from 
a partner, firm, employer, or principal of the lobbyist, or from a political committee 
or committee of continuous existence. {However, a gift may be accepted by a 
Council Member on behalf of a governmental entity or charitable organization, 
provided the gift is promptly transferred to the intended entity or organization.). 
!- !m·ida S«Jiule'> .fF S. I I 2. 3 I 48( .J). 

C. Gift disclosure. Council Members are required to file a Form 9 Quarterly Gift 
Disclosure on the last day of a calendar quarter (March 31, June 30, September 30 
or December 3 1) for the previous calendar quarter during which a gift {non
prohibited gift) worth over $100 was received {this means that the June 30 report is 
for the quarter ending March 31, etc.). A Form 9 need not be filed if no reportable 
gift was received during the prior calendar quarter. Gift Disclosure forms are public 
records. Failure to file required reports may result in financial fines and other 
penalties. Gifts from the City must also be reported. These would be things such as 
tickets the City receives as part of a contractual relationship {e.g. Rays, Grand Prix, 
Mahaffey Theater tickets, etc.). 

D. Additional prohibition regarding solicitation or acceptance of gifts. No Council 
Member shall solicit or accept anything of value, including a gift, loan, reward, 
promise of future employment, favor, or service, based upon any understanding that 
the vote, official action, or judgment of the Council Member would be influenced 
thereby. NerititJ S!c:.'toes §FS I 12.3/3(2). 

IV. Financial disclosures. Council Members are required to file a Statement of Financial 
Interests (Form I) with the Pinellas County Supervisor of Elections annually 
(currently by July 1). r!wida S.•a1111e.~ J F.S. I 12.3145(2)(b). Council Members are 
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also required to file a Full and Public Disclosure of Financial Interests (Form 6) 
annually with the Florida Commission on Ethics. Section 22- 9(b), St. Petersburg 
City Code; /:',4/mli: fl"wl-lt~-F.S. I/2. 3/-1-1. Penalties are imposed for late filings . 

V. Doing business with City Council. No Council Member acting in his or her official 
capacity shall either directly or indirectly purchase, rent, or lease any realty, goods, or 
services for the City from any business entity of which the Council Member or the 
Council Member's spouse or child is an officer, partner, director, or proprietor or in 
which such Council Member or Council Member's spouse or child, or any 
combination of them, has a material interest. Nor shall a Council Member, acting in a 
private capacity, rent, lease, or sell any realty, goods, or services to the City while he 
or she is acting as a Council Member. !-.lendt:J ~kllute" §F.S. 112.313(3). 

VI. Conflicting Employment or Contractual Relationship. No Council Member shall 
have or hold any employment or contractual relationship with any business entity or 
any agency which is subject to the regulation of, or is doing business with, the City; 
nor shall Council Member have or hold any employment or contractual relationship 
that will create a continuing or frequently recurring conflict between his or her private 
interests and the performance of his or her public duties or that would impede the full 
and faithful discharge of his or her public duties. F.S. F!ondu S!atmes § 112.313(7). 

VII. Unauthorized compensation. No Council Member or his or her spouse or minor 
child shall, at any time, accept any compensation, payment, or thing of value when 
such Council Member knows, or, with the exercise of reasonable care, should know, 
that it was given to influence a vote or other action in which the Council Member was 
expected to participate in his or her official capacity . I· S !'lm·h,la S!t:tules ·' 
J/ 2.313(-1). 

VIII. Salary and expenses. No Council Member shall be prohibited from voting on a 
matter affecting his or her salary, expenses, or other compensation as a Council 
Member, as provided by law. F 51 n e ... ,.f>le 8-uw,·,•c.'; f 112.313(5). 

IX. Misuse of public position. No Council Member shall corruptly use or attempt to use 
his or her official position or any property or resource which may be within his or her 
trust, or perform his or her official duties, to secure a special privilege, benefit, or 
exemption for himself, herself, or others. F.S. &e i':'fltir:kl d'f<lllllef § 112.313(6). 

X. Disclosure or use of certain information. A current or former Council Member may 
not disclose or use information not available to members of the general public and 
gained by reason of his or her official position for his or her personal gain or benefit 
or for the personal gain or benefit of any other person or business entity. This would 
include information learned in a closed session of City Council (e.g., labor 
negotiations, attorney/client closed sessions) and information communicated to a 
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Council Member by staff other than in a public meeting. /·_S N-t->ridu Xluluk~- f 
112.313(8). 

XI. Prohibition on lobbying by former Council Members. A person who has been 
elected to City Council may not personally represent another person or entity for 
compensation before the City Council or its advisory committees for a period of 2 
years after vacating that office. /· _S. I !.~ridtl .s;w:lh'es .f 112.313 (/ 4). 

CHAPTER FIFTEEN 
CHARTER POWERS AND RESTRICTIONS 

I. There shall be a City Council which shall be the governing body of the City with all 
legislative powers of the City vested therein consisting of eight (8) Council Members, 
one (I) to be elected from each of the eight (8) election districts of the City.§ 3.01, 
Municipal Charter. 

A. The City Council shall, upon adoption of the Charter, enact by ordinance a code 
of ethics for all elected and appointed offi cers and employees of the City which 
shall set standards of conduct equal to or stronger than the standards of conduct 
established by law.§ 3.07, Municipal Charter. 

B. City Council is governed by the ethics provisions ofF.S. 112. 

II. Charter Restrictions on Council Powers 

A. Neither the City Council nor any of its committees or any Council Members, 
individually or collectively, shall direct or request the appointment of anyone to, 
or removal from, office by the Mayor or any of the Mayor's subordinates, or in 
any manner, directly or indirectly, take part in the appointment or removal of any 
officer or employee or members of boards in the administrative service of the 
City. Violation of this provision is grounds for removal. § 4.05(a), Municipal 
Charter. 

B. Neither the City Council nor any Council Member shall give any orders to any 
subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately, directly or 
indirectly. Violation of this provision is grounds for removal. § 4.05(a), 
Municipal Charter. (For further clarification, please see the memorandum from 
John C. Wolfe, City Allorney to Tish Elston, City Administrator, dated March 20, 
20/3, regarding Council Members Direct Contact with City Administration Staff, 
included in the Appendix) 

C. There are restrictions on the abil ity of City Council to sell, donate or lease park 
and waterfront property as identified in the Charter. Some leases are allowed with 
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the approval of six Council Members. Other leases, and sales and donations 
generally must be approved by a referendum. 

Ill. Original Powers of City Council 

A. Approval of ordinances which are enforceable as local law. 

B. Approval of resolutions which are matters of an administrative nature relating to 
the business ofthe City. 

IV. Additional Charter Powers of City Council 

A. To confirm (or deny confirmation of) the Mayor' s appointees as City Clerk (§ 
3. 10, Municipal Charter), City Administrator (§ 3.11, Municipal Charter), and 
City Attorney (see § 4.04(a), Municipal Charter). These appointees remain in 
office unless and until removed as provided in the Charter or until they resign. 

B. To fix the compensation of the Mayor.§ 4. 02, Municipal Charter. 

C. To direct the examination and audit of the City's finances at least once a year by a 
certified public accountant and may direct a management evaluation of the 
administrative activities of the City by a professional consultant. § 4. 05(b)(l), 
Municipal Charter 

D. To request information in a form that presently exists and could be obtained by a 
public record request under Florida law of the Mayor or the Mayor's 
subordinates, subject to such reasonable regulations of use as City Council may 
prescribe by ordinance or resolution from time to time. § 4.05(b)(2), Municipal 
Charter. 

E. To request by majority vote a redistricting report at more frequent intervals if it is 
determined to be necessary (otherwise submitted to City Council within one year 
of receipt by the City of the results of the census conducted by the Federal 
Government). § 5.06(b), Municipal Charter. 

F. To redistrict the City, in accordance with the provisions of the Charter, upon 
receiving a redistricting report from the Mayor and receiving a recommendation 
from the Citizens Redistricting Commission.§ 5.06(d), Municipal Charter. 

G. To make the determination as to the extent of the conflict (in the event two or 
more Charter amendments are placed on the same ballot at the same election with 
conflicting provisions and more than one such amendment is approved by the 
voters) and to approve the appropriate language resolving any such conflict 
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through adoption of an ordinance which shall detennine the final language to be 
incorporated into the City Charter. § 5. 07, Municipal Charter. 

H. To remove from office any Council Members or the Mayor for corruption, 
criminal misconduct, gross malfeasance in office, or for violation of the City 
Code of Ethics, after due written notice is delivered to the accused and the 
accused has an opportunity to be heard and defend against the accusations. The 
violation must by shown by a preponderance of the substantial competent 
evidence. 3. 0-l(c), Municipal Charter. 

I. To override the Mayor' s veto of an ordinance by an affinnative vote of at least 
two-thirds of the entire membership of City Council, provided that the veto is 
overridden at any time prior to midnight on the fourteenth day after the day the 
Mayor exercises the veto or prior to midnight on the day of the next City Council 
meeting after the exercise of the veto, whichever occurs last.§ 3.05(d), Municipal 

harter. 

J. To override the Mayor's line item veto of a portion of a budget or appropriation 
ordinance by an affinnative vote of at least two-thirds of the entire membership of 
City Council, provided that the line item veto is overridden at any time prior to 
midnight on the fourteenth day after the day the Mayor exercises the veto or prior 
to midnight on the day of the next City Council meeting after the exercise of the 
veto, whichever occurs last, and provided that the total effect of all actions taken 
to override the vetoes of the Mayor do not cause expenditures to exceed revenues 
as projected and contained in the adopted budget.§ 3.05(e}, Municipal Charter. 

K. To appoint a Special Assistant City Attorney to City Council - § 3. 06, Municipal 
Charter. 

I. City Council may appoint, without the Mayor's consent, one 
Assistant City Attorney, whose title shall be Special Assistant City Attorney 
to City Council. 

2. The Special Assistant City Attorney to City Council shall (I) be 
responsible to City Council; (2) serve only in an advisory capacity and shall 
perfonn only such duties as are of a technical nature, including drafting of 
ordinances, legal research and providing advisory opinions; (3) perfonn 
other duties as requested by the City Attorney and approved by the City 
Council; and (4) be subject to tennination by City Council. 

3. The Special Assistant City Attorney to City Council shall not file 
suit or bring or defend any action in court on behalf of the City, City 
Council or the Mayor without the written authorization of the City Attorney. 
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No action or opinion of the Special Assistant City Attorney to City Council 
shall be construed to be the official legal position of the City. 

4. The Special Assistant City Attorney to City Council shall be an 
employee at will and may be terminated with or without cause at any time 
unless said attorney has a written contract with the City Council that 
specifically provides to the contrary. However, if such a contract provision 
does exist, the contract provision shall not be binding upon the City beyond 
the end of the term of the Council Member having the shortest remaining 
time in their term among the Council Members who were serving on City 
Council at the time the contract was approved. § 3.13, Municipal Charter. 

CHAPTER SIXTEEN 
ELECTIONS, TERMS, VACANCIES, AND REMOVAL FROM OFFICE 

I. Elections - § 3. 02, Municipal Charter. 

A. Council Members shall be elected through nonpartisan primary and general 
elections held in odd-numbered years on the dates and in the manner provided in 
the Charter. 

B. Base year for elections for Council Members for districts I, 3, 5, and 7 is 2003. 

C. Base year for elections for Council Members for districts 2, 4, 6, and 8 is 2005. 

D. Ties shall be decided by lot under the direction of the City Clerk.§§ 5.05(b), 
Municipal Charter. 

II. Use of City resources in Election Cam paign 

A. Public funds cannot be used for what amounts to a strictly private purpose . The 
use of any publ ic funds to aide in the campaign of a person running for public 
office is considered a private purpose and thus, a prohibited expenditure . This 
means that no City equipment, City materials . Ctty employees and any other 
City resources can be used for any campaign purposes whatsoever. Violations 
could constitute a misdemeanor. 

B. Candidates are prohibited from requiring, directing, commanding. coercing or 
attempting to require , direct, command or coerce any employee to participate m 
a campaign or contribute to that campaign. F.S . 104.31 

-I+_II_I._Terms 
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A. Term of office for Council Members is four (4) years, commencing on January 2nd 

in the year following the election.§§ 3.02 and 5.05(e), Municipal Charter. 

B. No person who has, or but for resignation or removal would have, served as 
Council Member for two (2) full successive terms of office shall be elected to 
serve as a Council Member for the succeeding term.§ 3.08. Municipal Charter. 

1~-h.!.Y.,_ Vacancies. 

A. Vacancies on the City Council caused by death, resignation, refusal to serve, 
removal, the moving of a Council Member from the electoral district from which 
the Council Member is elected, or for any other reason, shall be filled by an 
appointment made by a majority of the remaining Council Members within forty
five (45) days after the vacancy occurs.§ 3.04(a)(l), Municipal Charter. 

B. The appointee appointed by City Council must be a resident of the district in 
which the vacancy occurs and must have and possess all the qualifications 
required for elected Council Members.§ 3.04(a)(l), Municipal Charter. 

C. The election to replace an appointed Council Member shall take place at the next 
primary and general election.§ 3.04(a)(l), Municipal Charter. 

D. Extraordinary vacancies.§ 3.04(b), Municipal Charter. 

I. If all Council Members are removed by death, disability or 
forfeiture of office, the governor shall appoint an interim City Council that 
shall call a special election to fill all City Council positions. 

2. If three or more vacancies occur simultaneously on City Council, 
the remaining Council Members shall within fifteen ( 15) days call a special 
election to fill the vacant City Council positions . 

.J-\!...;Y.,_Removal from office.§ 3.04(c), Municipal Charter. 

A. Council Members may be removed by the City Council for corruption, criminal 
misconduct, gross malfeasance in office, or for violation of the City Code of 
Ethics. 

B. The accused Council Member must receive due written notice of the accusations 
and must have an opportunity to be heard and defend against such accusations. 

C. The written notice to the accused must be approved by two-thirds of the existing 
membership of City Council that is eligible to vote on the matter. 
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D. After the written notice is delivered, City Council shall have the authority to 
suspend a Council Member pending the disposition of charges for removal if 
such suspension is approved by an affirmative vote of no less than two-thirds of 
the existing City Council membership that is eligible to vote on the matter. 

E. The final hearing for removal must take place and a decision be rendered within 
ninety (90) days after receipt by the accused of the written notice. 

F. If there is an affirmative vote by at least two-thirds of the existing City Council 
membership that is eligible to vote on the matter that the preponderance of the 
substantial competent evidence presented at the final hearing supports the 
charges, the accused Council Member may be removed from office. 

G. During any hearing regarding suspension or removal, the accused Council 
Member shall have the right to present evidence and testimony and to cross
examine witnesses. 

CHAPTER SEVENTEEN 
CLOSED SESSIONS 

I. Pursuant to the Sunshine Law, the City Council is allowed to have closed meetings 
for the purpose of discussing pending litigation currently before the court (sometimes 
referred to as 'shade' meetings). 

A. These meetings may only be for limited purposes (currently settlement 
negotiations or strategy sessions related to litigation expenditures). 

B. The meeting must initially be announced at a public meeting. 
C. Only elected officials, the City Attorney, Assistant City Attorneys and outside 

counsel may attend. 
D. The meeting must be recorded by a court reporter. The transcript of the 

meeting shall become a public record when the litigation is concluded. 
E. There are numerous other technical requirements that must be followed in 

order to legally conduct this type meeting. 

II. Pursuant to the Sunshine Law, the City Council is allowed to have closed meetings 
for the purpose of discussing matters that would reveal a security plan or portion 
thereof which has been made confidential by F.S. 119.071. 

Ill. Pursuant to F.S. 447.605, the City Council is allowed to have closed meetings for the 
purpose of having discussions with the Mayor, his staff and the City Attorney relative 
to collective bargaining. 

IV. A Council Member may not disclose any information provided during a closed 
meeting or the content of discussions conducted during a closed meeting, or use 
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information gained during these closed meetings for his or her personal gain or 
benefit or for the personal gain or benefit of any other person or business entity. (See 
Chapter /.J, Standard ~{Conduct) 

CHAPTER EIGHTEEN 
QUASI-JUDICIAL MA TIERS 

I. Quasi-judicial matters are required to meet certain specific legal requirements for 
validity. Specifically, the Jaw requires that since quasi-judicial matters are very 
similar to judicial cases, that similar levels of due process are required to protect the 
rights of the parties involved. 

II. 
A. Quasi-judicial matters are generally applications (or appeals of decisions on 

applications made by a City advisory committee) which allow a party to do 
something if the application meets the criteria set forth in the City Code. 

B. Parties are entitled to receive fundamental fairness in the hearing concerning their 
application. 

C. Parties are entitled to notice of the meeting at which the application will be heard. 
D. Parties are entitled to an opportunity to be heard at the meeting. 
E. Parties are entitled to present evidence at the meeting (written or oral). 
F. Parties are entitled to unbiased decisionmakers (Council Members). 
G. Council Members must make their decision based only on the evidence presented 

in the public hearing. No ex parte communications are allowed to be had by any 
Council Member and Council Members shall not conduct their own 
'investigation' of the application. Site visits are discouraged because that 
provides for gathering evidence that is not present in the hearing. 

H. If any ex parte communication accidently occurs, or any evidence is 
acquired outside the public hearing, the Council Member must disclose in 
the public hearing and on the record the time and date, the substance of 
the communication, who provided the communication and any other 
pertinent information. This disclosure does not necessarily solve the 
problem, the decision may still be challenged based on the ex parte 
communication. 

I. Parties are entitled to receive procedural due process. This means that, among 
other things, quasi-judicial items that must be approved by ordinance (e.g. historic 
designation, zoning changes) cannot be denied at first reading. The public hearing 
must be held to hear and receive evidence. 

J. Parties are entitled to a decision based on substantial competent evidence, not a 
decision based on how many people support or oppose the application. 

K. Parties are entitled to have the correct requirements of the Jaw applied to their 
application. 
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L. If the application meets the requirements of the law, parties are entitled to have 
their application approved. 

Ill. The following procedures should be followed for quasi-judicial proceedings unless 
circumstances necessitate different procedures. The City Attorney should be 
consulted prior to any change. 

A. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a speaker's card (currently yellow) 
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. 

B. At any time during the proceeding, Council Members may ask questions 
of any speaker or party. The time consumed by Council Member 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 land use cases, the Owner bears the burden of proof except in cases initiated 
by the City, 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. 

C. Initial Presentation. Each party shall be allowed ten (I 0) minutes for their 
initial presentation. 

I. Presentation by City Administration. 
2. Presentation by Applicant followed by the Appellant, if different. 

If Appellant and Applicant are different entities then each is 
allowed the allotted time for each part of these procedures. 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. 

3. 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. If there is an Appellant who is not the Applicant, 
then no Opponent is allowed. 
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D. 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. 

E. 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 appropriate witness. One (I) 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). 

I. Cross examination by Opponents. 
2. Cross examination by City Administration. 
3. Cross examination by Appellant followed by Applicant, if 

different. 
Note: Cross examination may be waived by any party . 

F. Rebuttal/Closing. Each party shall have five (5) minutes to provide a 
closing argument or rebuttal. 

I. Rebuttal by Opponents. 
2. Rebuttal by City Administration. 
3. Rebuttal by Appellant followed by the Applicant, if different. 
Note: Rebuttal may be waived by any party. 

CHAPTER NINETEEN 
CITY TELEVISION 

_!. __ The City operates television origination and transmission facilities which include a 
cable television channel for the primary purpose of providing information related to 
the functioning of the City government. Through these facilities the City presents 
unedited coverage of City Council meetings and other meetings where activities and 
issues are discussed and decided that affect the citizens of the City. The City also 
presents information related to City projects, programs and activities which may be of 
interest to the public. The City may also offer other types of programming which the 
City deems to be of interest to the persons residing in the area served by the cable 
channel. Section 2-487(a), St. Petersburg City Code. 
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II. Current!\ , nil City Council mcctmgs nrc televised. Also currently televised nrc 
Commillcc of the Whole meetings, workshops. Budget, l· innnec nnd Tnx Committee, 
Public Snfet) nnd lnfm~tructure Commillec nnd the 1-lousin !.!. Services Committee 
meetings. 

I _11_1 _ This television station is not a public forum. The goal of the City in operating this 
television facility is to televise only that programming which the City deems to be in 
the public interest. Section 2-.f87(b), St. Petersburg City Code. 

11._1\_No City public meeting cablecast shall be edited or subjected to editorial comments. 
Such meeting coverage shall be from gavel to gavel. Section 2-49/, St. Petersburg 
City Code. 

lt+-_\ _ Political debates between qualified candidates for the offices of Mayor and City 
Council must be held prior to each contested primary and each contested general 
election. The debates shall be televised on the City's government access channel and 
shall be open to the public. All qual ified candidates for such offices will have the 
opportunity to participate in the debates. Section 2-494(b), St. Petersburg City Code. 
City Council shall choose an impartial third party to conduct and facilitate the debates 
and shall determine the time, date and location for the debates by resolution. If no 
impartial facilitator is available then the debate shall not take place. 

CHAPTER TWENTY 
WEEKI WACHEE PROCESS 

I. The City Charter restricts the sale of waterfront property without approval by 
referendum. In 1940 the City purchased an area of Hernando County known as Weeki 
Wachee Springs. A portion of this land lay west of U.S. 19 and the remainder lay to 
the east of U.S. 19. The Charter designated the westerly portion as waterfront 
property. In 1999, the voters authorized the City to sell the waterfront portion but 
limited the use of the proceeds to parks, recreation, beautification, and preservation 
purposes. Both portions were sold and the funds placed into a special fund. 
Expenditures are limited to these four purposes and by ordinance must follow a 
certain procedure and have additional limitations. The portion of the fund attributed 
to the easterly portion of the property (which was not restricted by the referendum) is 
restricted by ordinance to the same four purposes as the waterfront portion. An 
ordinance amendment is required to use this portion of the fund for other purposes. 

II. Chapter 21, City Code, contains the procedures for expending money from the Weeki 
Wachee Fund, wh ieh ha\'e been e'(flaAaea ay City (mtRei l flOiicy . To initiate an 
expenditure from the fund: 
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A. A proposed project must be formally recommended in writing to City Council by 
the Mayor or a Council Member (usually illi..._a new business item). 
Recommendations should include an estimated total cost or a request to the 
Administration to pre pare an estimated total cost. 

B. City Council would refer the proposed project to the BFT Committee to ae 
Eliseussed al lhe-ttooft.efl.y--linaneial report 111~g at which 11-le staff flFOvitles-a 
report on the Weel;i Wachee FwHl mah.e a recommendation to City Council as to 
whether to place the project on the ' project list.~ 
:J-Ii~nlflli.Hee eeeides where tO fllaee the J'I FO JlOSed llfOjeel in the queue and 
nuty ntake a reco•tlmendation to a Committee of the Whole. 

I+:C. Project selection and fund allocation shall be undertaken by a Committee 
of the Whole which may make a recommendation to City Council. 

.!2._City Council will consider the recommendation, if one is made, at a City Council 
meeting. 

E. Recommendations may be made to fund phases of the pro ject and the failure to 
approve a recommendation of the COW shall not cause the pro ject to be removed 
from the pro ject list. 

Ill. There are a number of procedural limitations and substantive restrictions on the use of 
Weeki Wachee Funds which are too numerous to address here, but which are 
addressed during the process. 

CHAPTER TWENTY ONE 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPM ENT AGENCY 

I. City Counci l sits as St. Petersburg's Community Redevelopment Agency 
(Agency) for each of the seven current (2013) community redevelopment areas (CRAs) created 
under the authority of Florida' s Community Redevelopment Act of 1969 (Chapter 163, Part III, 
FS). These CRAs and the adoption years of their plans are 161

h Street South (1982), lntown 
( 1982), Bayboro Harbor ( 1986), In town West ( 1990), Dome Industrial Park Pilot Project (2000), 
Tangerine Avenue (2003) and Dome Industrial Park (2007). Each CRA expires on a specific 
date. 

Pinellas County must approve all community redevelopment plans and tax increment financing 
areas, and has required City Council to serve as the Agency when it has delegated redevelopment 
authority to the City for each of the CRAs. Three of the CRAs have redevelopment trust funds 
that receive tax increment finance (TIF) revenues (lntown, Bayboro Harbor and Intown 
West). TIF revenues are based on the increase in property tax revenues in the CRA (after a base 
year is established at its inception) and must be spent on public improvement projects in the 
CRA in which they are generated. 

A. Creation of a New Community Redevelopment Area and Plan:-~FS 163.360;-N;) 
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I. City Council makes a finding of necessity based on evidence presented, 
establishes a new CRA, and designates itself as the Agency. 

2. Agency requests Administration to initiate preparation of Community 
Redevelopment Plan (CRP) for the CRA. 

3. Administration prepares CRP that meets the data and substance requirements of 
the Community Redevelopment Act. (Sec. 163.362, FS). The draft CRP may also 
include creating a tax increment financing (TIF) district, establishing a 
redevelopment trust fund and drafting an interlocal agreement with Pinellas 
County, ifnecessary. 

4. The Local Planning Agency (currently the Community Planning and Preservation 
Commission) reviews the CRP for consistency with the City's comprehensive 
plan. 

5. Agency makes a recommendation to City Council on CRP, which may include 
action on a TIF district, redevelopment trust fund and lnterlocal agreement. 

6. City Council takes action on CRP, which may include action on a TIF district, 
redevelopment trust fund and interlocal agreement 

7. The CRP, and other instruments as necessary, are transmitted to Pinellas County 
for approval. 

B. Modifications to Existing Community Redevelopment Plans FS. 163. 361~163.361. 

~ 

I. Administration prepares modifications to the CRP that meet the data and 
substance requirements of the Community Redevelopment Act. 

2. The Local Planning Agency reviews CRP modification for consistency with the 
City's comprehensive plan. 

3. Agency makes recommendation to City Council on CRP modification, which may 
include action on a TIF district, redevelopment trust fund and interlocal 
agreement. 

4. City Council takes action on the CRP modification, which may include action on 
a TIF district, redevelopment trust fund and interlocal agreement. 

5. The CRP modification, and other instruments as necessary, are transmitted to 
Pinellas County for approval. 

C. Disposal of Land acquired for community redevelopment purposes. I·.S 163.380~ 

I 63 .38Q. 

I. Administration prepares staff report and disposition agreement after proposal 
meets the competitive disposition, notification and other requirements of the 
Community Redevelopment Act. 
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2. Agency makes recommendation to City Council on property disposition. 

3. City Council takes action on property disposition. 

I D. Meetings. (ltesolufion ~'X l5} 

I. Regular meetings of the Agency shall be held on the same days as regular City 
Council meetings, if there are CRA items on the agenda. 

2. Regular meetings shall begin at the same time as the City Council meeting held 
on that day, however, if there are CRA items on the agenda, the starting time of 
the Agency meeting may be delayed so City Council may finish all or part of its 
agenda. 

3. Administration may schedule Agency items on the Agency agenda by following 
the requirements for placing items on the Council agenda. 

4. Agenda review shall begin at the same time as the City Council agenda reviews if 
there are CRA items on the agenda. 

I E. Administrative matters. (J~~elt11ieH 91 2) 

I. The Mayor is designated as the Executive Director of the Agency. 

2. The Executive Director may uti lize City staff to provide the services necessary for 
the operation of the Agency. City staff which is utilized by the Executive Director 
for Agency purposes are hereby designated to be Agency staff when acting in 
that capacity. 

3. The City Clerk and City Attorney, and their designees including bond counsel, are 
hereby designated to be the Agency clerk and attorney when acting in that 
capacity. 

I F. Review of Development Projects within CRAs. (Jwsolu.'ien 2fHJ L J.; 

I. City staff reviews building permits and/or site plans and transmits applications 
that are within a CRA to Agency staff for review for compliance with the CRP. 

2. Agency staff prepares a staff report reviewing the compliance of the application 
with the CRP. 

3. Agency staff determines construction cost of development application. 

a. Applications with an estimated total construction cost less than $1 million 
are reviewed and approved, conditioned or rejected by Agency staff. If 
such applications present new or unusual circumstances, staff may forward 
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the application to the Agency for review. Appeals of decisions of the 
Agency staff may be made to the Agency by following the procedures for 
appeals set forth in Sec. 16.70 ofthe City Code. 

b. Applications with an estimated total construction cost $1 million or greater 
are reviewed and approved, conditioned or rejected by the Agency at a 
public meeting. No public hearing is required. 

4. Approvals are valid for the period of time consistent with the time frames of the 
accompanying City approvals unless the Agency specifies a different period of 
time. When an accompanying City approval receives an extension from the City 
for that approval , then the Agency or Agency staff approval shall be automatically 
extended to be consistent with the City approval extension. 

CHAPTER TWENTY TWO 
MISCELLANEOUS 

I. Local ballot measures (referenda). At times, referendum questions may be 
placed on the ballot which may affect City policy. There are restrictions regarding 
what actions the City may take on such ballot measures. Specifically, state 
statutes prohibit the City from using or expending publ ic funds. including using 
its personnel, equipment, materials, bui ldings, or other resources. to influence the 
outcome of elections. The City may distribute informational reports or pamphlets 
for the purpose of informing the public of the facts of an issue. I S I 06113 

11. Amendments to this Manual. 

A. City Council shall have the authority to amend or modify the policies 
and procedures established in this Manual by resolution unless the 
policy or procedure is required by law or the Charter. Failure of the 
City Council to follow the policies or procedures which are not 
required by law or the Charter shall not invalidate or otherwise affect 
any action of the City Council. 

B. Changes in the law which would require amendment of this Manual 
shall be made by written memorandum from the City Attorney 
specifically providing the amended language and identifying the 
reason for the change. No City Council action is necessary for a 
change caused by changes in the law because any law in conflict with 
any portion of this Manual automatically supercedes the provisions of 
this Manual. 

C. When Appendix documents are amended or revised, they may be 
appended to this Manual and replace the prior Appendix document 
without further action of City Council. 
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A IT ACI-IMENT A 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Tish Elston, City Administrator 

FROM: John C. Wolfe, City Attome 

DATE: March 20,2013 

RE: Council Members Direct Contact with City Administration Staff 

You have requested that I update my memo of August 6, 2001 that was addressed to 
City Council and which clarified the parameters regarding Charter restrictions on 
City Council Members' contact with Administrative staff. The memo of August 6, 
2001 is basically repeated here with the only exceptions being an update of certain 
charter provisions and the attachment that contains updated guidelines for staff 
communication with Council that the cmTent Mayor has approved. 

Except for City Council staff, the City Clerk and the City Attorney, who are 
discussed separately at the end of this memo, the Charter restrictions allow for very 
limited direct contact with City staff. However, restricting this memo to an 
interpretation of the Charter would not provide a full explanation of when staff 
contact is permitted since the Mayor has indicated that City Council Members will 
be afforded greater latitude than that permitted by the Charter. Therefore, this memo 
will first discuss the Charter restrictions and then address those areas where the 
Mayor has indicated he will permit contact beyond the Charter limitations. 

COUNCIL MEMBER CONTACT WITH STAFF 

Section 4.05 of the City Charter states that: 

(a) Neither the Council nor any of its committees or any of its 
members, individually or collectively, shall direct or request the 
appointment of anyone to, or removal from office by the Mayor or any 
of the Mayor's subordinates, or in any manner, directly or indirectly, 
take part in the appointment or removal of any officer or employee or 
members of boards in the administrative service of the City. All inquiry 
dealing with any portion of the administrative service of the City with 



the exception of (b) herein shall be with the Mayor and neither the 
council nor any member thereof shall, give any orders to any 
subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately, directly 
or indirectly. Any violation of the provisions of this section by a 
member of the Council shall be grounds for removal from office under 
Section 3.04(c). 

(b) Permitted contact with City staff 

(I) The finances ofthe City shall, under the direction ofthe Council, 
be examined and audited by a certified public accountant at least once a 
year. The financial audit shall be a certified audit with no exceptions, and all 
reports and recommendations of the auditor shall be directed to the Council. 
City Council, at any time, shall be permitted to conduct a management 
evaluation, by a professional consultant, ofthe administrative activities of 
the City, or any portion thereof, under the direction of City Council. At least 
once every two years the City Council shall discuss and make a decision as 
to whether or not any such an audit is needed. The management evaluation 
and all reports and recommendations shall be directed to the Council. 

(2) The Council or any member thereof may request 
information of the Mayor or the Mayors' subordinates in a form that 
presently exists and could be obtained by a public record request 
under Florida law, subject to such reasonable regulations of use as 
City Council may prescribe by ordinance or resolution from time to 
time. 

In summary, Section 4.05 of the City Charter provides for the removal of any 
Council Member who either inquires directly of a staff member or gives an order 
directly or indirectly to a staff member of the Mayor except where that inquiry is 
made through a management evaluation firm hired by the City pursuant to the 
Charter or where the request of the staff member is simply for information in a 
form that presently exists and could be obtained by a public records request. 
Therefore, pursuant to the Charter, the only direct request that can be made by a 
City Council Member to subordinate staff members of the Mayor is for a copy of a 
public record. City staff members cannot be queried by a Council Member 



concerning administrative matters; they cannot be directed by a Council Member 
to compile a report; and they cannot be directed by a Council Member to 11go fix a 
pot hole." In short, the Charter places very tight restrictions on direct interaction 
between the Mayor's staff and City Council Members. 

Having said that, the Mayor has indicated that he wants Council to be able to gain 
information without the necessity of going through a cumbersome process. To 
accomplish this, the Mayor has developed the attached Efficient Access 
Guidelines to provide for Council Member interaction with the Mayor's staff. 

Since the Mayor has indicated his approval of the attached guidelines as methods 
of communication between his staff and Council Members, Council Members 
would not be subject to removal for violation of the Charter for communication in 
conformance with these guidelines. The Mayor has indicated that any future 
changes to these guidelines, made to insure smooth operation, will be 
communicated via a written memorandum similar to this one. 

COUNCIL MEMBER CONTACT WITH 
CITY ATTORNEY AND CITY CLERK 

The City Charter treats the City Clerk and City Attorney differently from other 
City employees with respect to direct communication with Council Members. 
Section 3.06 provides in part that: 

The City Attorney shall ... "In regard to all affairs of the City, be the 
legal advisor to the Mayor, the City Council and committees thereof, 
and all of the several departments, officers and boards ofthe City 
government; and, when required, shall furnish written or oral 
opinions to them upon any subject in which the City is interested". 

Section 3.10 ofthe Charter provides that: 

"There shall be a City Clerk who shall be appointed by the Mayor 
subject to confirmation by City Council1 and whose duties and 
responsibilities are as provided for by this Charter. Although an 
employee of the Mayor, the Clerk shall serve the entire City 
government". 



The attorneys for the City, in order to represent and advise City Council, must 
have direct communication with Council. The City Clerk, in order to serve the 11 

•• 

. entire City government", must also be allowed direct communication with City 
Council. 

Therefore, these specific Charter provisions, in order to be effective, must be 
interpreted to override any contrary general provisions and permit direct contact 
between Council Members and the Clerk and between Council Members and the 
City's attorneys. This interpretation is consistent with the comments made during 
meetings of the 2000 Charter Review Commission which produced changes in the 
wording of the duties of both the City Clerk and the City Attorney. 

COUNCIL :MEMBER CONTACT WITH 
COUNCIL OFFICE STAFF 

Although the City Charter does not provide for City Council to have any support 
staff, the City Charter must be read to allow City Council to pe1form its legislative 
function. That would be impossible without some support staff. Therefore the 
Charter has historically been interpreted to require the Mayor (formerly the City 
Manager) to assign a reasonable number of support staff to City Council and to 
allow that support staff to be directed by Council Members within the narrow 
confmes of those tasks necessary for the Council Members to execute their 
legislative function. This matter was considered by the 2000 Charter Review 
Commission, but the Commission chose not to advance a Charter amendment to 
allow for an independently hired staff for City Council. 



Efficient Access Guidelines 
as of March 2013 

ATTACHMENT B 

• Councilmembers who need quick information or guidance on how a process works or the status of 
something in progress may contact the appropriate Department Director or Chief for a quick direct answer. 
Any answerrequiring more than a few minutes• research should be directed to the appropriate Administrator, 
Chief or the City Administrator or Mayor. 

• Any questions concerning the status of an item on a Council Committee agenda should be directed to the 
Committee staff support person. 

• Any questions concerning an item on the City Council agenda should be addressed during the Council's 
Agenda Review if one is scheduled; if there is no Agenda Review meeting or if the Councilmember is unable 
to attend the Agenda review. questions may be directed to the Department Director involved, to the 
Administrator or to the City Administrator. Any written materials produced in response to an agenda 
question will be provided to all Councilmembers and to the Clerk. 

• Councilmembers who need assistance in responding to a contituent's request or complaint should send the 
request to their Council support staff member for input into the Citizen Response Module {CRM), where it 
will be routed to the appropriate department Instructions should include whether the response is to be 
prepared for the Councilmember's signature or whether the department should respond directly to the citizen 
via letter or e-mail, with a copy to the Councilmcmber. If the directions are to return a phone call to a citizen, 
an e-mail will be sentto the Council office confirming the follow-up call. The response will be logged into 
the CRM. Citizen complaints received by all members will be handled by Council staff through the CRM. 
Sensitive issues should be brought to the attention of the Mayor or City Administrator. 

• Councilmembers who need general advice or assistance with a city process or background/status item 
on a subject, should contact the appropriate Administrator or the City Administrator. 

• Councilmembers who need staff assistance in preparing for or attending regular meetings, (e.g., MPO, 
PST A, PPC) or special meetings {e.g •• neighborhood associations) should contact the appropriate Department 
Director, Administrator or City Administrator for information or materials. There is currently a staff person 
assigned to monitor many of the outside boards/commissions. 

• While Councilmembers may be contacted with information by staff members below the Director level, 
Councilmembers are not to initiate contact with employees unless instructed by the Department Director or 
Administrator. Other than routine Council Committee meetings held at City Hall, Councilmembers cannot 
direct staff to anend or set up meetings. If such assistance is needed, the request should go the appropriate 
Administrator, the City Administrator or the Mayor. 

• Any other requests or concerns should be brought to the attention of the Mayor or City Administrator. 



ATTACHMENT C 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL TRAVEL FUND 
ALLOCATION POLICY* 

SUBJECT: Allocation of City Council Travel APPROVAL: Council Cbalr 
Funds 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 10/01/05 REPLACES POLICY DATED: 9/01/05 

Synopsis: The Chair of City Council, in accordance with City Code Section 2-79, hereby 
establishes the following City Council Travel Fund Allocation Policy for members of City 
Council. Approved travel shall be reimbursed in accordance with the City Council Travel Policy 
(CCTP) from the monies available in the City Council Travel Fund which shall be allocated in 
accordance with the policy contained herein. 

Policy: 
1. Each year the City Council shall set a budget to fund the official travel of Council 

Members. 

2. The funds budgeted for such travel, although all part of the same line item in the budget, 
will be allocated as follows: 

a. Eighty percent of the total budgeted amount shall be a11ocated in equal amounts to 
each Council Member. Thus, each Council Member will have ten percent of the 
total budgeted amount allocated to the Council Member's Individual Travel 
Account (C:MIT A). 

b. The remaining twenty percent ofthe total budgeted amount shall be allocated to a 
Council General Travel Fund (CGTF). 

3. Expenditures from the CMITA by each Council Member shall be for official City travel 
and shall, subject to sections five and seven hereof, be at the individual Council Members 
discretion. 

4. Expenditures from the CGTF by a Council Member shall be for official City travel, shall 
be approved in advance by the Chair of City Council and shall meet the following 
criteria: 

a .. Attendance is necessary at meetings for which Council members hold 
leadership positions or committee memberships in: 

{1 ). Florida League of Cities; 
(2). National League of Cities; or 
(3). Suncoast League of Cities. 

b. There is sufficient monies available in the CGTF to fund the proposed travel. 



A Council Member wishing to receive reimbursement pursuant to this section of 
the policy must submit to the Council Chair a written request explaining why the 
Member's attendance Is necessary. The Chair shall promptly make one of the 
following determinations: (1 ). determine that the travel is necessary; (2) 
determine that the travel is not necessary, with reasons given for such 
determination; or (3) determine that more information is needed and request 
such further information. 

5. ff, at any time, the monies in the CGTF are not sufficient to cover the expenses for travel 
deemed necessary by the Chair, in accordance with the criteria established in section four, 
hereof, the Chair may request Council Members with unused monies in their CMITA to 
contribute to the CGTF. Any Council Member wishing to do so may then transfer any 
amount of funds from their CMIT A to the CGTF by so notifying the Chair in writing. 
Any such transfer is irrevokable. 

6. Subject to appropriate funds being available, all travel shall be reimbursed in accordance 
with the official Council Travel Policy as promulgated by the Chair of City Council. 

7. Once it is known that a Council Member's tenure in office will terminate on a given date, 
that Council Member shall not, except as provided in this section, expend funds from 
either the CGTF or their CMITA for any travel that will begin in the period beginning 90 
days prior to the date the Council Member will leave office. If, prior to a known date of 
termination of tenure, funds have been expended for future travel which would begin 
within said ninety day period, a refund or a substitution of traveler shall be undertaken by 
the Chair. The purpose of this provision is to preclude travel that would not materially 
benefit the City. However, where travel during this 90 day period would be of substantial 
and primary benefit to the City, as opposed to the traveler, such as travel where the 
traveler holds a local, state or national office or position and where attendance by the 
traveler would allow the traveler to effectively shape a policy that would be of benefit to 
the City, the Chair may permit such travel upon application by the traveler. In such 
instances, the traveler shall submit a request to the Chair explaining why such travel is 
necessary for the benefit of the City. The Chair shall promptly make one of the 
following determinations: {1 ). determine that the travel is appropriate because it 
would be of substantial and primary benefit to the City, as opposed to the traveler, and 
pennit such travel provided appropriate funds are available; {2} determine that the 
travel is not appropriate, with reasons given for such determination; or (3) 
determine that more information is needed and request such further information. 

8. Where a person has been elected or appointed to City Council but not yet sworn in. the 
individual shall be known as a Successor City Council Member. The Chair may authorize 
travel for Successor City Council Member in the same manner as if the individual were a 
sitting Council Member. Funds for travel by the Successor City Council Member shall be 
taken from the CMIT A of the Council Member who is to be replaced by the Successor 
City Council Member or, where appropriate in accordance with the criteria, from the 
CGTF. 



9. Where this policy requires approval by the Chair and the Chair is the Council Member 
traveling, such approvals will be the responsibility of the Vice-Chair. 

10. Any decision of the Chair or Vice-Chair made pursuant to this policy is appealable to the 
Council Procedures Committee. The decision by of the Council Procedures Committee, 
on any such appeal, shall be binding upon the Chair or Vice-Chair unless the decision is 
reversed by the City Council. 

• Typographical error corrected in synopsis. 



NO. 2004-374 

A RESOLUTION RESTRICTING 
PARTICIPATION BY THE MEMBERS OF 
SPECIFIED CITY BOARDS AND 
COMMISSIONS, INCLUDING THE CITY 
COUNCIL, FROM PARTICIPATING IN 
CERTAIN MATTERS BEFORE SUCH BOARDS 
AND COMMISSIONS; PROHIBITING MEMBERS 
OF CERTAIN CITY BOARDS AND 
COMMISSIONS, INCLUDJNG THE CITY 
COUNCIL, FROM APPEARING AND SPEAKING 
FOR OR AGAINST CERTAIN MATTERS BEING 
CONSIDERED BY OTHER BOARDS AND 
COMMISSIONS; DEFINING TERMSi 
PROVIDING FOR EXCEPTIONS; PROVIDING 
FOR THE REPEAL OF RESOLUTIONS 
INCONSISTENT WITH THIS RESOLUTION; 
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

ATTACHMENT 0 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, bas prohibited 
members of certain city boards and commissions from participating in matters before the same or 
other city boards and conunissions, including the City Council, beginaing with the adoption of 
Resolution 83-1102, which has been amended and reaffinned by Resolutions 84-16, 86-584, and 
93-405; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to revise and clarify the terms and conditions 
of such prohibition as set forth herein; now, therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that; 

1. Definitions: The terms listed below when used in this resolution shall be defined 
as follows: 

A. "Specified City Board" or "Board" shall mean any of the following: 

(1) Board of Adjustment 
(2) City Council 
(3) Code Enforcement Board 
(4) Environmental Development Commission 
(5) Historic Preservation Commission 
(6) Nuisance Abatement Board 
(7) Planning Commission 
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B. "Participate" or "participation" shall mean speaking for or against, or 
voting upon any matter before any Specified City Board. The term also 
includes advocacy for or against any matter by written correspondence or 
any other form of communication. 

C. "Indirect Ownership Interest" shall mean an interest in any asset in which 
legal title is held by another as trustee or other representative capacity but 
the equitable or beneficial inlerest is held by a Member. 

D. "Matter" means any item of business before a Specified City Board. 
Maners consist of: 

(I) Legislative and Administrative Maners, including but not limited to 
proposals and recommendations to amend the City Code or the 
Comprehensive Plan of the City, or to formulate policy of a general 
and pennanent nature, but not with respect to specific parcels of 
property or specific cases of a quasi~judicial character. 
Administrative matters include the award of contracts which do not 
present a conflict of interest for a Member (see "Contract Matters," 
below). 

(2) Quasi-Judicial Matters. which means any matter relating to the 
application of policy to a specific case such as, but not limited to, 
the application of a land development regulation to a specific parcel 
of property, or a case in which the rigbts of specific persons are to 
be detennined. Examples of the foregoing include, without 
limitation, requests for variances, special exceptions, subdivision 
plats, and changes in zoning, and complaints relating to the 
maintenance of code violations or public nuisances. In addition, 
notwithstanding that "small scale amendments" to the 
Comprehensive Plan of the City may be deemed by a court to be 
"legislative" for the purposes of judicial review, a small-scale 
amendment to the Comprehensive Plan shall be deemed quasi
judicial for the limited purposes of this resolution. 

(3) Contract Matters, meaning the award of a contract to any business 
entity of which a Member bas an Ownership Interest or which 
otherwise presents a conflict of interest on the part of the Member. 

E. "Ownership Interest" shall mean having a direct or Indirect Ownership 
Interest in real property. Ownership Interest shall not mean: 



(1) The Ownership Interest of a substation, easement or transmission 
facility by a public utility; 

(2) The Ownership Interest of property or easement by a public agency; 
or 

(3) The holding of a mortgage or legal title, by an Employer, as 
security for a loan. 

F. "Employer• shall mean, in addition to the meaning normally ascribed to the 
term, a client who hires a Member to render professional services including 
but not limited to architectural, engineering, fmancial and legal services. 

G. "Member" shall mean a person who is a regular or alternate Member 
appointed or elected to any Specified City Board. 

2. Panicioatioo in matters before own Board: No Member of any Specified City 
Board shall participate in any Quasi-Judicial or Contract Matter before his or ber 
Board, if one or more of the following is true: 

A. The Member or his or her spouse or employer is the applicant. (Except for 
the limited participation allowed by Section 2. H hereof.) 

B. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or Indirect 
Ownership Interest of more than five percent of the total assets or capital 
stock of any business entity which is an applicant or which may experience 
a pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

C. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or Indirect 
Ownership Interest in real property or other asset which is the subject of the 
application or which may experience a gain or loss in value as a 
consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

D. The Member or his or her spouse has a direct or Indirect Ownership 
Interest in real property located within 2,000 feet of real property 
contained within an application or whicb is the subject of the matter 
(measured in a straight line between the nearest points on the property 
Hoes). 
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E. The Member or his or her spouse or employer holds membership in a club, 
organization, or other entity which is the applicant or which may experience 
a pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence oftbe vote upon the maner; aod 
the Member, the Member's Employer or the Member's spouse will 
experience an economic gain or loss as a consequence of tbe vote upon the 
matter. 

F. The Member or his or her spouse or employer holds an office in or a 
position on the Board of Directors of the applicant or another entity which 
may experience an economic gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon 
the matrer. 

G. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon any right a Member may 
otherwise have to participate before his or her Specified City Board and to 
speak for or against any Legislative or Administrative Matter, except to the 
extent that the Member may be precluded from such paniclpation by the 
Code of Ethics for Public Officers and Employees, Chapter 112, Florida 
Statutes. 

H. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this resolution, any 
Member may appear before tbe Member's board to present an application 
when the Member is the applicant provided the Member does not otherwise 
participate in the Maner. However, the Member is encouraged to have a 
representative appear on behalf of the Member as opposed to appearing 
personally. 

3. Participation in matters before otber Boar4s: No Member of any Specified City 
Board shall participate in any Quasi-Judicial or Contract Matter before any other 
Specified City Board, uoJess one or more of the following is true: 

A. The Member or his or her spouse or employer is the applicant. 

B. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or indirect 
Ownership Interest in reaJ property or other asset which is the subject of 
the application or which may experience a gain or loss in value as a 
consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

C. The Member or his or her spouse bas a direct or indirect Ownership 
Interest in real property located within 2,000 feet of real property 
contained within an application or which is the subject of the matter 
(measured in a straight line between the nearest points on the property 
lines). 



D. The Member or his or her spouse holds an office in or a position on the 
Board of Directors of the applicant or other entity which may experience 
a pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

E. The Member belongs to one of the following classes of professionals and 
is representing the applicant in that professional capacity: 

(1) Attorney 
(2) Architect 
(3) Engineer 
(4) Contractor 

F. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon the right of a Member to 
appear before another Board where the Member's Board has participated in 
the Matter where: 

(1) Tbe Matter is a Legislative or Administrative Matter; 

(2) Tbe Member does not claim and is not authorized to speak on behalf 
of the Member's Board since the Board speaks only through its 
actions and record; and 

(3) The Member speaks only for his or her self as an individual and 
receives no special deference or weight because of his or her status as 
a Member 

G. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon the right of a Member to 
participate before another Specified City Board and to speak for or against 
any Legislative or Administrative Matter which has not come before his or 
her Board, and which is not likely to come before his or her Board. 

4. State of Florida Code of Ethics. This Resolution shall be deemed supplemental to 
the Code of Ethics for Public Officers and Employees, Chapter 112, Florida 
Statutes, which shall be applicable to all Members. 

5. Removal from Office: Except in the case of members of City Council, a violation 
of tbis resolution shall constitute grounds for removal from office. Upon proof of 
such violation the City Council may remove the violator from office on any Specified 
City Board except City Council. 
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6. No Waiver: Except in the case of members of City Council, this resolution shall be 
mandatory and cannot be waived. lo the case of members of City Council, this 
resolution shall be considered to constitute a policy of the City Council and a request 
that each member of City Council abide therewith. 

7. Resignation: Any Member of a Specified City Board who is prohibited from 
appearing before a Specified City Board by the terms of this resolution may resign 
from his or her Specified City Board with an immediate effective date, and may then 
participate on behalf of an applicant before such Specified City Board. 

8. Violation Does Not Invalidate Action: If any Member of a Board violates the 
provisions of this resolution, any action of the Board which was the occasion of such 
violation shall not be invalidated or in any way be subject to challenge because of 
such violation. 

9. Construction: Whenever the City Attorney or one of his Assistants construes this 
resolution, any construction shall be placed in writing and furnished to City Council 
within five (5) days so that if City Council shall disagree with the construction it may 
override the City Attorney's construction by a clarifying resolution. Until such 
clarifying resolution occurs, the City Attorney's construction may be relied upon. 

10. Rem;al: That all prior resolutions inconsistent with this resolution are hereby repealed 
to the extent of any such inconsistency. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Adopted at a regular session of the City Council held on the 17th day of June, 2004. 

ATTEST: 



A IT ACHMENT E 

--------------·-·-·· ... 

NO. 2009-58 

A RESOLUTION REAFFIRMING PREVIOUS 
AUTHORIZATIONS FOR THE CITY 
AITORNEY'S OFFICE TO FILE CERTAIN 
ACTIONS; AUTHORlZING THE CITY 
AITORNEY TO FD..E CERTAIN OTHER 
ACfiONS; SUPERCEDING OTHER 
RESOLUTIONS WffiCH MAY BE IN 
CONFLICT HEREWITH, TO THE EXTENT OF 
SUCH CONFUCT; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City Charter provides that no lawsuits other than County Court 
prosecutions may be filed without City Co~cil approval; and 

WHEREAS, tbe City Charter allows the City Attorney to file couoterclabus, 
crossclaims, third party claims, appeals and administrative actions without City Council 
approval; and 

WHEREAS, this CotmCil wishes to reaffirm previous authorizations and expand 
upon the types of lawsuits authorized to be filed without prior Council permission; and 

WHEREAS, this resotudon does not supercede any previous approval by City 
Council authorizing any specific lawsuit; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of tbe City of 
St. Petersburg, Florida that the City Council hereby delegates to the City Attorney the 
authority to file or to authorize the filing of legal actions as follows: 

1. To ftle actions to collect or recover: 

a. outstanding invoices for physical damage to City property; 

b. police and fire false security alann fees; 

c. employee contract reimbursement obligatioos for education and training; 

d. past due rent or other payments due the City through contractual 
obligations~ 

e. overpayments made by the Cityi 
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f. worker's compensation benefits provided by the City in any case in 
which recovery by the City is authorized by law, Including but not 
limited to recovery from third party liability insurance carriers and 
others whom may be liable to the City; 

g. outstandiog invoices for costs, fees, or expenses owed to the City for 
services performed qr for the enforcement of City Codes; 

b. fees required to be paid to the City by ordinance or other law, 

2. To file post judgment actions to collect. enforce, and extend the life of any 
judgment and to protect the City's rights and Interest which are established in 
any judgment. 

3. To file actions to enforce City rights under mortgages and promissory notes. 

4. To file foreclosure actions: 

a. under Chapter 173, Florida Statutes, on any property on which special 
assessments are delinquent. 

b. on any property when the City holds a first priority lien which is unpaid 
if due. 

s. To file quiet title actlons on City-owned property when title insurance cannot be 
obtained without exceptions (excluding standard exceptions). 

6. To file actions for declaratory relief when the City is named as an additional 
insured under an insurance policy and the insurance company bas declined to 
provide coverage or a defense to the City when obligated to do so under the 
policy or certificate of insurance. 

7. To file public nuisance actions pursuaot to Chapter 60.05, F. S. and actions for 
declaratory, injunctive aod equitable relief pursuant to Chapter 86, F. S. and 
Florida Rule of CivU Procedure 1.610 when the City bas obtained at least two 
convictions or guilty pleas for the same municipal ordinance violation on the 
same property within a twelve montb period, or three within a 24 month period. 
or a public nuisance bas been found to exist by dle Nuisance Abatement Board. 

8. To file civU forfeiture actions, 
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9. 

10. 

11. 

To flle tenant eviction actions when a tenant of City-owed property is in 
violation of tbeil: lease. 

To file actions to enforce City Codes and ordinances including actions for 
injunctive relief to require compliance with City Codes and ordinances. 

To file emergency actions in order to protect the City when the City Attorney, 
Mayor aod the Chair or Vice Chair of City Council determine that it is 
necessary. provided that a written report is hiunediately provided to City 
Council members. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that nothing contained herein shall revoke or 
modify any previous authority granted unless specifically set forth herein nor shall it require 
the flUng of any action. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any resolution which may be in conflict 
herewith is hereby superceded to the extent of such conflict. . . 

This resolution sball become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Adopted at a regular session of the City Council held on the 22nd day of January. 
2009. 

Jell"~ilm-:'iiiltf:::: 
Presiding Officer of the City Council 

ATIEST: ~~r 
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Co-Sponsorship Resolution 
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St. Petersburg City Council - Performer Questionnaire 

Name of Performer/Band: 

Contact Person: -------------- Phone: 

Address: 

Email Address: 

Name of Song to be Performed: 

Is this song an original work of the performer(s)? Yes No (Circle One) 

ATfACHMENTG 

Song licensed by: ASCAP I BMI (Circle One) Other:-----------

Please list Instruments I equipment you will be supplying: 

CRUERIA FOR PERFORMERS AT CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 
Performances will be scheduled for Awards 8t Presentations Meetings, generally held 
the second Thursday of each month at 3:00 pm. 

1 - All performances must be family oriented. 
2 - All songs must be licensed and commlssio.ned to be aired on broadcast television, cable 
television and the web without charge to the City of St. Petersburg. 
3 - There will be no compensation for the performance. 
4- Performer(s) must sign release form allowing their lmage(s) and song to be aired by the city. 
5 - Acoustic performances are preferred. Performer(s) must supply their own equipment and PA. 
6 - Performer(s) must arrive l hr. prior to meeting time (usually 2:00pm) to set up. 
7 - Space is limited - 10' x 6' 
8 - Power outlets are located near performance area. 
9 - Length of performance Is limited to 5 min. 
10 - Check In at security desk at main entrance to City Hall. You will be directed to loading area. 
11 -Sound check with City staff will be at 2:30pm sharp (or 30 minutes prior to meeting start). 
12- After your performance you will need to tear down equipment quickly and efficiently. 
13- You will be supplied 1 OVO copy of the meeting. It will also be posted on the City website. 
14 - Your contact for technical questions for the City will be: 
Mike Ramsey, Station Manager 
Ph# 727·551-3325 
Email mike.ramsey@stpete.org 
175 5t11 St. North 
St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: FAX 727-892-5360 or Council@stpete.org • 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For Staff Use Only Meeting Date Scheduled: ---------- Initials: -----



A JU::;;ui.UT JON 1\II'HIIlll I Z I Nt Till" ~MI1J.OYMI.NT 
OF NON· S'J'AtlJ: AT'I'lliCNI.!V S H'' 'J'III. CJ 'J'Y A'I"I'OIH'IJ:Y' S 
ClHICE ON A t:ASJ: In' CASE 8/\SIS; PPOVTIHNc; 
GU1DBLJNE5 1:on SIJCH lllo!Jli.Onii!NT; AND 11ROVJ llJNli 
AN EFFEC'J'T VIi U/\'1'£. 

ATTACHMENT H 

WJIERI;As, the CHy Attornuy has l'ccomrncndcd and th~.: 1 egal 

Department Advisory Sulu:ommitt.:c of the City concurs, that the tlty 

Attorney be nuthorh.cc.l to associate lo{':tl counsel for t.hc City other 

tlton stnff attornets in tho l.cgnl JlcportliiCnt on a case by case lw!lis 

subject to strict monetary restriction~ and other guideline~. 

NOW, THP.RE.JlORii, BH 11' Jtf:SOL'/t:D By the City Co\JncH u f the 

City of St. Petersburg, Jl'lorido, thut the City Atto1·nuy is author.iz.cd 

to associate outside legal counsel to represent the City without 

prior authorization from this Councll provided that the umount 

expended for ench caso or assignment sho.ll not exceed $5 1 000 without 

prior app'l oval of this Council, provided that the Legnl Department 

Advbory Subcommi ttce o! Council shall be a.Jvised in writing or the 

retention of tho special legal counsel, the nature or the legal 

assignment or case and the osUmntod cost thereof within ten (10) 

days of the retention and pro 1idcd thot the snid Subcommi ttec shall 

be advised of the totul cost of the ass i gnmont Hhon completed. •this 

resolution shall not affect the existing nuthoriutions to employ 

speclal counsel. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon 

its adoption. 

J\dopted at o regulnr session or tho City Council hch' on 

the 1st day of September, l983. 

~ ?tfdiL?Jtfl&t_ 
loin)· or· Councilman 

Clud rman of tho Cl t)' Counc1 1 
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Attached documents for item Amending the City's conflict of interest resolution (Res. No. 2004-374) 

to reflect the changes to the names of certain boards and commissions recently approved by City 

Council. 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: The Honorable Chair and City Council Members 

FROM: Mark A. Winn, Chief Assistant City Attorney 

DATE: December 13, 2013 

RE: Conflict of Interest Resolution 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
In 1983 City Council adopted a 'conflict of interest' resolution which has been amended 
several times, most recently in 2004. The City Council recently renamed certain boards 
and commissions and eliminated one, and this resolution needs to be amended to 
reflect the changed names of those boards and commissions. 

The original purpose of the resolution was to establish certain additional conflicts of 
interest for members of certain boards and commissions that heard quasi-judicial 
matters or to specifically identify situations where there appeared to be a conflict of 
interest, in addition to those set forth by State law. 

Attached you'll find the first page of the resolution with strike-through and underline 
showing the proposed changes relating to the changed names of the boards and 
commissions, the full resolution is attached thereafter without strike-through and 

· underlines but with the changes included. 

I recommend that you adopt the resolution as revised to reflect the changes in the board 
and commission structure which you have recently adopted. If you have any questions, 
please feel free to contact me. 

M:qf 
Attachments 

00186188 1 
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OLUTION RESTRICTING PARTICIPATION BY THE MEMBERS OF SPECIFIED CITY 
BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS, INCLUDING THE CITY COUNCIL, FROM 
PARTICIPATINGINCERTAINMATfERSBEFORESUCHBOARDSANDCOl\.1MISSIONS; 
PROHIBITING MEMBERS OF CERTAIN CITY BOARDS AND COJvflvfiSSIONS, INCLUDING 
THE CITY COUNCIL, FROM APPEARING AND SPEAKING FOR OR AGAINST CERTAIN 
MA TfERS BEING CONSIDERED BY OTHER BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS; DEFINING 
TERMS; PROVIDING FOR EXCEPTiONS; PROVIDING FOR TiiE REPEAL OF 
RESOLUTIONS INCONSISTENT WITH THIS RESOLUTION; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has prohibited members 
of certain city boards and commissions from participating in matters before the same or other city 
boards and commissions, including the City Council, beginning with the adoption of Resolution 
83-1102, which has been amended and reaffirmed by Resolutions 84-16, 86-584, 93-405 and 2004-
374; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to revise and clarify the terms and conditions of such 
prohibition as set forth herein and this resolution hereby supercedes the resolutions identified herein; 
and 

WHEREAS, this resolution may be referred to as the 'conflict resolution.' 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, 
Florida, that: 

1. Definitions: The terms listed below when used in this resolution shall be defined as 
follows: 

Adj nstment 

Commission 

A. "Specified City Board" or "Board" shall mean any of the following or any 
successor board which performs their duties: 

(1) Community Planning and Preservation Commission Doa:rd of 

(2) City Council 
(3) Code Enforcement Board 
(4) Development Review Commission Environmental Development 

(5) Ilistmie Pteset vation Commission 
t61 Nuisance Abatement Board 
(7) Pla:rming Commission 

B. "Participate" or "participation" shall mean speaking for or against, or voting 
upon any matter before any Specified City Board. The term also includes 
advocacy for or against any matter by written correspondence or any other 
form of communication. 

C. "Indirect Ownership Interest" shall mean an interest in any asset in which 
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(3) Code Enforcement Board 
(4) Development Review Commission 
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advocacy for or against any matter by written correspondence or any other 
form of communication. 

C. "Indirect Ownership Interest" shall mean an interest in any asset in which 
legal title is held by another as trustee or other representative capacity but the . . 



equitable or beneficial interest is held by a Member. 

D. ..Matter" means any item ofbusiness before a Specified City Board. Matters 
consist of: 

(1) Legislative and Administrative Matters, including but not limited to 
proposals and recommendations to amend the City Code or the 
Comprehensive Plan of the City, or to formulate policy of a general 
and permanent nature, but not with respect to specific parcels of 
property or specific cases of a quasi-judicial character. 
Administrative matters include the award of contracts which do not 
present a conflict of interest for a Member (see "Contract Matters," 
below). 

(2) Quasi-Judicial Matters, which means any matter relating to the 
application of policy to a specific case such as, but not limited to, the 
application of a land development regulation to a specific parcel of 
property, or a case in which the rights of specific persons are to be 
determined. Examples of the foregoing include, without limitation, 
requests for variances, special exceptions, subdivision plats, and 
changes in zoning, and complaints relating to the maintenance of 
code violations or public nuisances. In addition, notwithstanding that 
"small scale amendments" to the Comprehensive Plan of the City 
may be deemed by a court to be "legislative" for the purposes of 
judicial review, a small-scale amendment to the Comprehensive Plan 
shall be deemed quasi-judicial for the limited purposes of this 
resolution. 

(3) Contract Matters, meaning the award of a contract to any business 
entity of which a Member has an Ownership Interest or which 
otherwise presents a conflict of interest on the part of the Member. 

E. "Ownership Interest" shall mean having a direct or Indirect Ownership 
Interest in real property. Ownership Interest shall not mean: 

(1) The Ownership Interest of a substation, easement or transmission 
facility by a public utility; 

(2) The Ownership Interest of property or easement by a public agency; 
or 

(3) The holding of a mortgage or legal title, by an Employer, as security 
for a loan. 

F. 11Employer" shall mean, in addition to the meaning normally ascribed to the 
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term, a client who hires a Member to render professional services including 
but not limited to architectural, engineering, financial and legal services. 

G. "Member" shall mean a person who is a regular or alternate Member 
appointed or elected to any Specified City Board. 

2. Participation in matters before own Board: No Member of any Specified City Board 
shall participate in any Quasi-Judicial or Contract Matter before his or her Board, if 
one or more of the following is true: 

A. The Member or his or her spouse or employer is the applicant. (Except for 
the limited participation allowed by Section 2. H hereof.} 

B. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or Indirect 
Ownership Interest of more than five percent of the total assets or capital 
stock of any business entity which is an applicant or which may experience 
a pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

C. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or Indirect 
Ownership Interest in real property or other asset which is the subject of the 
application or which may experience a gain or loss in value as a consequence 
of the vote upon the matter. 

D. The Member or his or her spouse has a direct or Indirect Ownership Interest 
in real property located within 2,000 feet of real property contained within an 
application or which is the subject of the matter (measured in a straight line 
between the nearest points on the property lines}. 

E. The Member or his or her spouse or employer holds membership in a club, 
organization, or other entity which is the applicant or which may experience 
a pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter; and the 
Member, the Member's Employer or the Member's spouse will experience 
an economic gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

F. The Member or his or her spouse or employer holds an office in or a position 
on the Board of Directors of the applicant or another entity which may 
experience an economic gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the 
matter. 

G. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon any right a Member may 
otherwise have to participate before his or her Specified City Board and to 
speak for or against any Legislative or Administrative Matter, except to the 
extent that the Member may be precluded from such participation by the 
Code of Ethics for Public Officers and Employees, Chapter 112, Florida 
Statutes. 
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H. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this resolution, any 
Member may appear before the Member's board to present an application 
when the Member is the applicant provided the Member does not otherwise 
participate in the Matter. However, the Member is encouraged to have a 
representative appear on behalf of the Member as opposed to appearing 
personally. 

3. Participation in matters before other Boards: No Member of any Specified City 
Board shall participate in any Quasi-Judicial or Contract Matter before any other 
Specified City Board, unless one or more of the following is true: 

A. The Member or his or her spouse or employer is the applicant. 

B. The Member or his or her spouse or employer has a direct or indirect 
Ownership Interest in real property or other asset which is the subject of the 
application or which may experience a gain or loss in value as a consequence 
of the vote upon the matter. 

C. The Member or his or her spouse has a direct or indirect Ownership Interest 
in real property located within 2,000 feet of real property contained within an 
application or which is the subject of the matter (measured in a straight line 
between the nearest points on the property lines). 

D. The Member or his or her spouse holds an office in or a position on the 
Board of Directors of the applicant or other entity which may experience a 
pecuniary gain or loss as a consequence of the vote upon the matter. 

E. The Member belongs to one of the following classes of professionals and is 
representing the applicant in that professional capacity: 

(I) Attorney 
(2) Architect 
(3) Engineer 
( 4) Contractor 

F. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon the right of a Member to 
appear before another Board where the Member's Board has participated in 
the Matter where: 

(1) The Matter is a Legislative or Administrative Matter; 

(2) The Member does not claim and is not authorized to speak on behalf 
of the Member' s Board since the Board speaks only through its 
actions and record; and 
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(3) The Member speaks only for his or her self as an individual and 
receives no special deference or weight because of his or her status as 
a Member 

G. Nothing herein shall be deemed a limitation upon the right of a Member to 
participate before another Specified City Board and to speak for or against 
any Legislative or Administrative Matter which has not come before his or 
her Board, and which is not likely to come before his or her Board. 

4. State of Florida Code of Ethics. This Resolution shall be deemed supplemental to 
the ·code ofEthics forPublic Officers and Employees, Chapter I i2, Florida Statutes, 
which shall be applicable to all Members. 

5. Removal from Office: Except in the case of members of City Council, a violation 
of this resolution shall constitute grounds for removal from office. Upon proof of 
such violation the City Council may remove the violator from office on any Specified 
City Board except City Council. 

6. No Waiver: Except in the case of members of City Council, this resolution shall be 
mandatory and cannot be waived. In the case of members of City Council, this 
resolution shall be considered to constitute a policy of the City Council and a request 
that each member of City Council abide therewith. 

7. Resignation: Any Member of a Specified City Board who is prohibited from 
appearing before a Specified City Board by the terms of this resolution may resign 
from his or her Specified City· Board with an immediate effective date, and may then 
participate on behalf of an applicant before such Specified City Board. 

8. Violation Does Not Invalidate Action: If any Member of a Board violates the 
provisions of this resolution, any action of the Board which was the occasion of such 
violation shall not be invalidated or in any way be subject to challenge because of 
such violation. 

9. Construction: Whenever the City Attorney or one of his Assistants construes this 
resolution, any construction shall be placed in writing and furnished to City Council 
within five ( 5) days so that if City Council shall disagree with the construction it may 
override the City Attorney's construction by a clarifying resolution. Until such 
clarifying resolution occurs, the City Attorney's construction may be relied upon. 

10. Repeal: That all prior resolutions inconsistent with this resolution are hereby repealed 
to the extent of any such incopsistency. 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to form and substance: 
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