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COUNCIL === MEETING

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

April 3, 2014
8:30 AM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION

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

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


http://www.stpete.org/

April 3, 2014
8:30 AM

Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.
Invocation and Pledge to the Flag of the United States of America.

Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.

Open Forum

If you wish to address City Council on subjects other than public hearing or quasi-judicial
items listed on this agenda, please sign up with the Clerk prior to the meeting. Only the
individual wishing to speak may sign the Open Forum sheet and only City residents, owners
of property in the City, owners of businesses in the City or their employees may speak. All
issues discussed under Open Forum must be limited to issues related to the City of St.
Petersburg government.

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

Consent Agenda (see attached)

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

Public Hearings

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

1. Ordinance 106-H waiving St. Petersburg City Code Section 20-80 (1) that provides that
it is unlawful for any person to operate or ride a skateboard in or upon any sidewalk or
street within the area bounded by Fifth Avenue North, Tampa Bay, Fifth Avenue South,
and 16th Street, on the streets and sidewalks closed pursuant to a street closure permit
during the times of actual closure for the June 21, 2014 City co-sponsored event entitled
Go Skate St. Pete presented by the Ian Tilmann Foundation, Inc. between the hours of
11:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. in Spa Beach Park and adjacent downtown streets.

Quasi-Judicial Proceedings

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

2



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.

2. Amending the land use and zoning of a 7.32 acre subject property generally located on
the northeast corner of 34th Street North and 13th Avenue North. (City File FLUM-18)
[ITEM DELETED - added to New Ordinance for 1st Reading and setting public hearing
to April 17, 2014]

(a) Ordinance 703-L amending the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial
Limited to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use.

(b) Ordinance 732-Z rezoning the above described property from IS (Industrial
Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

(c) Resolution requesting amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Plan, as
described above, to comply with the requirements of the Pinellas Planning Council
and Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners.

Reports

1. Land Use & Transportation: (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral)
(a) Pinellas Planning Council (PPC)

(b) Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) & Advisory Committee for Pinellas
Transportation (ACPT); TBTMA (Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area);
and MPO Action Committee

2. Pinellas Planning Council. (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral)

3. Pinellas Suncoast Transportation Authority. (Councilmember Newton) (Oral)

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

Setting April 17, 2014 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s):

1. Authorizing encumbrances on Albert Whitted Airport property in accordance with
Section 1.02(c)(5)(b)., St. Petersburg City Charter, for receipt of a Federal Aviation
Administration Grant in an amount not to exceed of $201,600 for the Runway 7/25
Rehab Project; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept the Grant
in an amount not to exceed $201,600; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance. (Requires affirmative vote
of at least six (6) members of City Council.)

2. Authorizing encumbrances on Albert Whitted Airport property in accordance with
Section 1.02(c)(5)(b)., St. Petersburg City Charter, for receipt of a Florida Department
of Transportation Joint Participation Agreement ("JPA"), or any Supplemental JPA, in
an amount not to exceed $225,500 for the Runway 7/25 Rehab Project; authorizing the
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J.

K.

Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept the JPAs in an amount not to exceed
$225,500; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary
to effectuate this Ordinance. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of

City Council.)

Amending the land use and zoning of a 7.32 acre subject property generally located on
the northeast corner of 34th Street North and 13th Avenue North. (City File FLUM-18)

(a) Ordinance amending the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited
to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use.

(b) Ordinance rezoning the above-described property from IS (Industrial Suburban) to
CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

New Business

1.

Referring to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a request that the St.
Petersburg City Council honor all of our fallen officers by having a moment of silence
and showing a photo of the officer at the Council meeting that is the closest to the
anniversary of their passing. (Councilmember Kornell)

Requesting Joe Kubicki, Transportation & Planning Director, to attend a Public Services
& Infrastructure Committee for discussion on what steps should be taken to improve
traffic safety. (Councilmember Nurse)

Council Committee Reports

1.  Youth Services Committee. (3/20/14)

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (3/27/14) [To be heard at 9:00 a.m.]

3. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (3/27/14)

4. Housing Services Committee. (3/27/14)

Legal

1. Resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a revised
Architect/Engineering Agreement and all other necessary documents with firms
providing miscellaneous architect/engineering services for the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida.

Open Forum

Adjournment



CONSENT == AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda A
April 3, 2014

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. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Premier Magnesia, LLC, a sole source
supplier, for wastewater odor control services for the Water Resources Department at an
estimated annual cost of $600,000.
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CONSENT =@ AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda B
April 3, 2014

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. Accepting a bid from TankRehab.com, LLC to repair and paint water storage tanks for
the Water Resources Department at a total cost of $403,950.00. (Engineering Project
No0.13016-121; Oracle Project No.14472); and approving a supplemental appropriation
in the amount of $425,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources
Capital Projects Fund (4003) to the COS Tank Painting & Repair FY14 Project (14472).

2. Approving an increase in the allocation for polymer in the amount of $180,000 which
increases the total authorized allocation amount to $480,000.

3. Approving the purchase of a cycad collection from Dr. U.A. Young Estate, a sole
source supplier, for the Parks & Recreation Department at a total cost of $125,000.

4. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Leidos, Inc. f/k/a Science Applications
International Corporation for post-disaster debris compliance monitoring services.

(City Development)

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell a City-owned property in accordance with
the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and Section
2301(d)(2) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 located at 1015 - 40th
Street South, St. Petersburg, for the sum of $82,000; and to pay appropriate closing
related costs and down payment assistance in accordance with the Neighborhood
Stabilization Program.

(
(Public Works)

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-03-URS/GC to the
Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and URS Corporation, Inc. in the amount
of $116,229, for engineering services related to the 4th Street South and Interstate I-175
Interchange Operational Analysis Report (IOAR). (Engineering Project No. 14060-112;
Oracle No. 14152)




(Miscellaneous)

7.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a ten-year lease agreement with two
automatic five-year renewals with Pinellas County for use by the Fire & Rescue
Department of a 1989 GMC, 4 wheel drive brush firefighting vehicle for the sum of one
dollar ($1.00), which may be terminated by Pinellas County or the city with thirty (30)
days written notice; and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate this
transaction.

Approving the First Amendment to the License and Use Agreement between the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, and St. Anthony’s Hospital, Inc.; and authorizing the Mayor or
his designee to execute the First Amendment.

Approving the minutes of December 5, December 12, and December 19, 2013 City
Council meetings.
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MEETING ==+= AGENDA

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

Note: An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, March 27, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, March 27, 2014, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

Housing Services Committee
Thursday, March 27, 2014, 10:30 a.m., Room 100

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, March 27, 2014, 1:30 p.m., Room 100




CITY OF ST. PETERSRBURG o —
Board and Commission Vacancies ms: s

Arts Advisory Committee
1 Regular Member
(Term expire 9/30/16)

City Beautiful Commission
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/16)

Civil Service Board
1 Regular & 3 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 6/30/14 & 6/30/16)

Code Enforcement Board
1 Alternate Member
(Term expires 12/31/16)

Commission on Aging
4 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16)

Public Arts Commission
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 4/30/14 & 4/30/17)

Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments (CAPI)
1 Regular & 2 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16)

Nuisance Abatement Board
2 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 8/31/14 & 11/30/14)

Community Planning & Preservation Commission
1 Regular Member
(Term expires 1/1/15)



PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6. Rebuttal/Closing. Each party shall have five (5) minutes to provide a closing argument or rebuttal.
a. Rebuttal by Opponents.
b.  Rebuttal by City Administration.
c. Rebuttal by Appellant followed by the Applicant, if different.
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Ordinance No.

AN ORDINANCE WAIVING ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE
SECTION 20-80 (1) THAT PROVIDES THAT IT IS
UNLAWFUL FOR ANY PERSON TO OPERATE OR RIDE A
SKATEBOARD IN OR UPON ANY SIDEWALK OR STREET
WITHIN THE AREA BOUNDED BY FIFTH AVENUE NORTH,
TAMPA BAY, FIFTH AVENUE SOUTH, AND 16TH STREET,
ON THE STREETS AND SIDEWALKS CLOSED PURSUANT
TO A STREET CLOSURE PERMIT DURING THE TIMES OF
ACTUAL CLOSURE FOR THE JUNE 21, 2014 CITY CO-
SPONSORED EVENT ENTITLED GO SKATE ST. PETE
PRESENTED BY THE IAN TILMANN FOUNDATION, INC.
BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 11:00 A.M. AND 5:00 P.M. IN
SPA BEACH PARK AND ADJACENT DOWNTOWN
STREETS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Notwithstanding any other Ordinance of the City of St. Petersburg,
the operation or riding a skateboard in or upon any sidewalk or street within the area bounded by
Fifth Avenue North, Tampa Bay, Fifth Avenue South, and 16th Street, shall be permissible on
the streets and sidewalks closed pursuant to a street closure permit during the times of actual
closure for the June 21, 2014 City co-sponsored event entitled Go Skate St. Pete presented by
The lan Tilmann Foundation, Inc. between the hours of 11:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m in Spa Beach
Park and adjacent downtown streets...

SECTION 2. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective after the fifth business day after
adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City
Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall take effect
immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this ordinance is
vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless
and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case
it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to form and content:

City Attorney (designee)

Legal: 00190929.doc V. 1



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of April 3, 2014

TO: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File FLUM-18: The 7.32 acre subject property is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34" Street North and 13" Avenue North.

A detailed analysis of the request is provided in the attached Staff Report FLUM-

18.

REQUEST: (A)

ORDINANCE 703-L amending the Future Land Use Map designation
from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use.

(B)  ORDINANCE 732-Z vezoning the above described property from IS
(Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other
less intensive use.

(C) RESOLUTION requesting amendment to the Countywide Future
Land Use Plan, as described above, to comply with the requirements of the
Pinellas Planning Council and Pinellas County Board of County
Commissioners.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: The subject property is located within the boundaries of the North
Kenwood Neighborhood Association. The Planning & Economic Development
Department received:

Two (2) telephone calls regarding this application. Each telephone call
was a general inquiry about the public notice. The callers did not express
support for, or opposition to, the application.

Two (2) letters regarding this application:

o One (1) letter was submitted by a property owner in the North
Kenwood neighborhood and expressed general opposition to the
application;

o One (1) letter was received by CSX Real Property, owner of
abutting property.  CSX Real Property recommended: 1)
designation of a 50-foot buffer between any development and the
rail right-of-way; and 2) installation of a fence along the common
property line between the operating track and any future
development.

Planning & Visioning Commission (PVC): On December 10, 2013 the PVC held
a public hearing on this matter. The PVC recommended APPROVAL of both

“Parcel A” and “Parcel B” by a vote of four (4) to one (1).



City Council: This application was originally scheduled for public hearing review
on January 23, 2014. At the request of the applicant, and consent of the City
Council, the application was deferred. The purpose of the request was to allow

addition time for the applicant to consult with the Pinellas Planning Council
(PPC) staff.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading and
public hearing for the proposed ordinances; 2) APPROVE the attached resolution;
and 3) ADOPT the attached ordinances.

Attachments: Ordinances (2), Resolution, Maps, draft Planning & Visioning
Commission Minutes and Staff Report.



ORDINANCE NO. 703-L

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT OF
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,
FLORIDA; CHANGING THE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 34™ STREET
NORTH AND 13" AVENUE NORTH, FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (IL)
TO PR-MU (PLANNED REDEVELOPMENT-MIXED USE); PROVIDING
FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PROVISIONS
THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, established the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by law to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and 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 St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided herein as being consistent with the
proposed amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Map amendment which has been
initiated by the City; now, therefore

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development 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

“Parcel A”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF I3TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET
TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL,;

BEARING NORTH 00°0636" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A
POINT;



THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62

FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET
TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING
NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075
SQUARE FEET OR 6.13 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

“Parcel B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL,;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°5921" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91
FEET TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 27°2723", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET
BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00" WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;



THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30 FEET
TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687
SQUARE FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

Land Use Category

From: Industrial Limited
To:  Planned Redevelopment - Mixed Use

SECTION 2. 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 3. 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 Land
Use Plan change by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners and upon issuance of a
final order determining this amendment to be in compliance by the Department of Economic
Opportunity (DEO) or until the Administration Commission issues a final order determining this
amendment to be in compliance, pursuant to Section 163.3189, F. S. 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 set forth above.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-18
(Land Use)
~
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ORDINANCE NO. 732-Z

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; BY CHANGING THE ZONING OF
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
34" STREET NORTH AND 13" AVENUE NORTH, FROM INDUSTRIAL
SUBURBAN (IS) TO CCS-1 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN);
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:

“Parcel A”

Property

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN

DESCRIBED PARCEL;

BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00
FEET TO A POINT:;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING
NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.



THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075
SQUARE FEET OR 6.13 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

“Parcel B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°5921" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91
FEET TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 27°27'23", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET
BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00" WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687
SQUARE FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.



District
From: IS (Industrial Suburban)
To:  CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 2. 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 3. 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 SUBSTANCE: FLUM-18
(Zoning)

B 3 - 18-14
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE
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RESOLUTION NO. 2013-__

A RESOLUTION  TRANSMITTING A
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CITY OF
ST. PETERSBURG LOCAL GOVERNMENT
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has held the requisite public hearing
in consideration of a request to amend the Local Government Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan amendment, and determined it to be consistent with
the Countywide Future Land Use Plan and Rules.

NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida:

That the City Council of St. Petersburg does hereby transmit the
proposed amendment to the Local Government Comprehensive
Plan to the Pinellas Planning Council (PPC) for a consistency
review with the Countywide Future Land Use Plan and Rules.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED ORM AND SUBSTANCE: City File FLUM-18
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE

4/“/\ &Q_" 12}]5’))3

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY DATE
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING
Electronically approved as written 1/6/14

Council Chambers December 10, 2013
City Hall Tuesday, 4:00 p.m.
MINUTES

Present: Thomas Whiteman, Jr., Chair

William E. Klein, Vice-Chair
Robert M. Eschenfelder

Ed Montanari

Robert “Lee” Nolan

Commissioners Absent: Douglas E. Robison, Alternate' Vexcused
Jeff Rogo, Alternate'

Staff Present: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation
Tom Whalen, Planner, Transportation & Parking 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 November 12, 2013 meeting were approved by a unanimous vote.

II. QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING

A. City File FLUM-18 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn
893-7872
Location: The subject property, estimated to be 7.32 acres in size, is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34™ Street North and 13" Avenue North.

Request: To amend the Future Land Use Map designation from IL (Industrial Limited) to PR-MU
(Planned Redevelopment — Mixed-Use) and the official Zoning Map designation from IS
(Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

Staff Presentation

Derek Kilborn gave a presentation based on the staff report.
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Commissioner Klein questioned the consistency of the proposal with the surrounding neighborhood. Mr.
Kilborn stated that the entire 34" Street corridor, with the exception of this particular property, is zoned CCS-1;
a mixed-use classification that accommodates both commercial activity as well as multi-family dwelling units.
This proposal would convert the frontage along 34" Street to that mixed-use category to be consistent with
everything around it.

Commissioner Klein asked if a response was obtained from the owner of the corner parcel between Parcel “A”
and Parcel “B.” Mr. Kilborn stated that staff had advised the applicant to make contact with that property
owner and the applicant would have to speak to the details of how that happened.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff agreed that core commercial is almost always going to be the most
valuable and profitable use of the land. Mr. Kilborn replied not in all cases but could be the case here.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked what the Economic Development Dept. does specifically to draw or create
industrial businesses to the City. Mr. Kilborn explained that he does not work on the economic development
side of the department; however, generally speaking there are a number of different initiatives (community
redevelopment areas, special area plans, enterprise zones) trying to seek industrial investment in existing
Industrial zoning categories. There are several areas in the City with a high concentration of industrial zoning
(e.g. Industrial Dome Area and west of Tyrone Mall) and in this case there is a smaller isolated industrial zoned
piece of property that is a little harder to target that type of concentrated activity. In terms of specific program
details he would have to refer to the economic development section of the department.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff had researched the viability of the use of this size of land, given what
roads are connected and the infrastructure in place, for a heavier industrial use. Mr. Kilborn replied that he had
not been involved with that type of study but knows that the Economic Development Dept. is now and has in
the past invested the time and resources, and did the necessary types of background research and outreach.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff knew the inventory of the remaining industrial land and what other
similar sized parcels are remaining that could be taken advantage of by future industrial developers. Mr.
Kilborn stated that he did not have a specific acreage count; however, it will become incrementally more
difficult to request these types of changes because following the 2007 rezoning, there are much more
concentrated locations of industrial activity and the subject property is one of the few pieces of land left where
the frontage is on a commercial corridor creating some kind conflict between the two types of land uses
(commercial and industrial) so staff felt this case was a little stronger, especially with the frontage along 34™
Street, than what would be seen in other industrial areas.

Commissioner Montanari asked staff for background information on the furniture store which looks out of
place; a retail establishment in an industrial suburban area. Mr. Kilborn stated that the Industrial zoning
classification does allow some accessory retail activity to take place provided the floor area for that activity is
limited to no more 25% of the entire building square footage. In this particular case, the commercial character
reflects the direction of where staff sees the 34" Street activity is going.

Commission Chair Whiteman compared the Walgreen’s proposal at Roosevelt Blvd. and 9™ Street, a piece of

property under-utilized with staff’s recommendation of denial to protect the City’s industrial property, with
today’s request which the staff’s recommendation is basically the opposite. Mr. Kilborn replied that in
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Walgreen’s case, there were other surrounding issues (e.g. preservation area abutting the property and the
northeast corner of the intersection is zoned industrial) and in this case, there is currently commercial activity on
the east side of 34™ Street leading up to 13" Avenue North and then picking up again at 17" Avenue moving
north and staff felt that this was a stronger application providing the connectivity along 34" Street, where the
Walgreen’s proposed site would have been a stand-alone corner piece with commercial zoning with no
connectivity to any neighboring commercial property.

Applicant Presentation

Marilyn Mullen Healey, Esq. with Adams and Reese and representing the owner, Times Publishing Company,
began in support of the request with Susan Finch, AICP, concluding the presentation. Ms. Finch submitted her
resume and complete planning analysis for the record.

Commissioner Klein asked who owns the rectangular piece of property. Ms. Finch replied CSX.

Commission Chair Whiteman asked if the subject property is contaminated in any way. Ms. Healey replied that
she believes that there were some issues in the past but clean-up activities were undertaken and believes that all
is good now.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked what the applicant, Tampa Bay Times, has done to market the property as
industrial. Ms. Healey replied that they had not listed the property as industrial but over the years have been
approached by people to buy the property but not for industrial uses. Ms. Healy went on to say that industrial
users tend to go toward areas where there are other industrial uses and the subject area does not have the
industrial concentration, and believes that there is only a commercial market there.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked why the Times had not listed the property for sale. David Box with Box
Realty Advisors replied that they have the subject property listed for sale without an industrial use-specific
because it is surrounded by commercial uses, feeling that this is not an industrial site.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked Mr. Box, in his professional opinion, that if this land is rezoned to
commercial then he has little doubt that commercial is what would be put in place, to which Mr. Box agreed.
Mr. Box went on to say that everyone who has approached him is more of a traditional type of CCS-1 type of
business (e.g. bank, restaurant-type use, etc.).

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked Mr. Box if the applicant’s group have done any studies showing the dire
need for more commercial in this area. Mr. Box replied that he is not sure about dire need but it’s a matter of
supply and demand; if the demand is perceived then the uses will come and he has only been approached by
strictly commercial users. Ms. Healey added that although the applicant’s group had not done a study, the City
has and had identified the subject area as a commercial corridor in the Vision Plan.

Commissioner Eshenfelder stated his concern of which many times when a new retail/commercial business is

developed it pulls customers, businesses and investments from some place else within the City causing blight
many times in the surrounding area.
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Public Hearing

Steve Galvin, 3161 — 12" Ave N located directly across from the Times rear parking lot, spoke in opposition of
the request; employee parking currently in Parcel “A” having to move to behind the Times plant creating
increased traffic and noise on 13" Ave N., losing a significant area of green space if Parcel “A” is redeveloped,
and there is currently a large inventory of vacant commercial properties in the area. Mr. Galvin also believes,
after talking with several people who have been in the area for quite awhile, that most of the subject property
continues to have a large level of toxicity; the Times property has had no soil cleansing.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked about the apparent conflict of facts regarding whether or not environmental
mediation has occurred. Ms. Healy stated that the subject property is in full compliance with any of the
environmental laws. Ms. Healy went on to say that the parking in Parcel “A” is not at full capacity and is not
needed, and the plant site would stand on its own (i.e., green space, water retention, adequate parking).

Mr. Galvin stated that the parking in Parcel “A” is the primary lot for employee parking with a smaller lot
behind the Times plant along 13™ Avenue used by the warehouse people. In regards to the green space, 2/3 of
the Parcel “A” has a significant amount of green area and adds livability to the area. He has no issue with
Parcel “B.”

Mr. Kilborn stated that the act of rezoning the property does not waive the property owner from meeting
minimum parking requirements or any other type of land development regulation but simply changes the
classification of the property. If at some point the subject property along 34"™ Street is redeveloped, the owner
would have to provide information and data showing that they are still meeting the minimum number of
required parking, the minimum impervious surface ratio requirements as well as the drainage requirements for
the property.

Cross Examination

City Administration and Applicant waived cross examination.

Rebuttal

Mr. Kilborn stated that the implementation of the Land Development Regulations in 2007 really concentrated
many of these districts in a more meaningful pattern so when rezoning inquiries or applications are received by
the City often times the property is isolated, in the middle of a block with no connectivity to surrounding
commercial activity. Staff provides their professional input to those individuals and most times the person will
leave with that information and never file an application. These days the Commission is not seeing those types
of applications; however, with the 34™ Street frontage staff feels that this is one of those cases that warranted
bringing forward and offering some support to rezone to the commercial classification.

Ms. Healy stated that whoever purchases the subject property would have to present their development plan to
the City which, hopefully, will alleviate some of Mr. Galvin’s concerns.
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Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Nolan moved and Commissioner Klein seconded a motion to approve
the Future Land Use Map designation and Official Zoning Map designation request
Jor Parcels “A” and “B.”

Commissioner Nolan stated that it seemed to him that the zoning is just catching up to reality.

Commissioner Montanari stated that he plans to approve the motion of both parcels and voiced his agreement
with the applicant with not seeing the subject property as an industrial area anytime in the future and the fact
that this land has been vacant for 45 years speaks to that exemption to LU3.26.a.

Commissioner Eschenfelder stated that if he were to approve, he would approve both Parcel “A” and Parcel
“B.” He understands staff’s justification for splitting their recommendation with respect to Parcel “B” but feels
this would create more problems in the future. However, he can not support the motion because he feels the
City needs to get a grip on redevelopment. He feels that there are a number of sites in the City ripe for
redevelopment that could host commercial/retail but understands this could be more difficult than building on a
piece of raw land (e.g. assembling parcels, demolition, infrastructure enhancements, etc.) When a commercial
development is done on this kind of footprint, he feels that this kills the ‘mom & pop” businesses and will
increase traffic along 34™ Street which is quite congested already, and that he does not feel more commercial
development along 34" Street is needed. Commissioner Eschenfelder went on to say that if the Times had
marketed the property as industrial, they might have perhaps found an industrial developer and that the City
should give that a try. He is not influenced by the preservation of green space because industrial development
could be more disruptive to the wildlife than commercial development, but he is more influenced by the fact
that industrial land needs to be preserved and while the subject property is not a perfect site he feels that the
entire Times site is ripe for redevelopment if the Times ever decide in the future to move their plant elsewhere,
which is another concern of his.

Commissioner Klein stated that he feels that commercial is perfect for the subject site. Industrial development
could be a lot worse for the area traffic-wise, noise-wise and environmentally-wise. Commissioner Klein went
on to say that he agreed with Commissioner Nolan that the rezoning request is just catching up with reality and
that he did not agree with Commissioner Eschenfelder because he feels that we, the consumers, are putting the
“mom & pop” establishments out of business, not someone else. It supports the motion.

Commission Chair Whiteman stated that he feels urban retail is a better fit than heavy industry on the subject
site and then asked what kind of light industry could be developed that would serve the neighborhood and, if the
motion is approved where would the parking for retail development be located (in front or behind). Mr.
Kilborn responded that light industrial consists primarily of assembly pre-manufactured parts (mechanically or
manually) and in regards to commercial zoning setbacks, CCS allows for a smaller setback of one row/drive
lane with a row of parking in front and the remaining parking located on the side or to the rear.

VOTE: YES — Montanari, Nolan, Klein, Whiteman
NO - Eschenfelder

Motion was approved by a vote of 4 tol.
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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 December 10, 2013
at 4:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File: FLUM-18
Agenda Item #1

According to Planning and Economic Development Department records, no Planning & Visioning Commission
member owns property located within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other possible conflicts should be
declared upon announcement of the item.

APPLICANT/ OWNER: Times Publishing Company
490 1* Avenue South
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REPRESENTATIVE: Marilyn Mullen Healy, Esq.
Adams and Reese, LLP
101 East Kennedy Blvd. Ste. 4000
Tampa, FL 33602

SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property, estimated to be 7.32 acres in size, is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34™ Street North and 13™ Avenue North.

PIN/LEGAL:

The application includes two (2) parcels from combined portions of four (4) PIN nos.
The subject parcels are detached, constituting two (2) separate pieces. A legal
description and map of the parcels is attached:

“Parcel A”
® 14/31/16/71460/000/0242 (whole)
e 14/31/16/54054/000/0010 (portion of)

City File: FLUM-18
Page 1



“Parcel B”
¢ 14/31/16/71460/000/0180 (portion of)
¢ 14/31/16/71460/000/0240 (portion of)

REQUEST:
The request is to amend the Future Land Use Map designation for both “Parcel “A” and
“Parcel B” from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use, and the
Official Zoning Map designation for both parcels from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

PURPOSE:
The applicant’s desire is to sell the property for use in a commercial development.

EXISTING USES:

Parcel “A” — vacant, parking lot and stormwater drainage facility.
Parcel “B” — vacant and parking lot.

SURROUNDING EXISTING USES:

The surrounding uses are as follows:

¢ North: Sam’s Club, furniture resale store and a retail shopping center
o South: Commercial development along 34™ Street North
e [East: St. Petersburg Times Printing and Distribution Centers
e West: Commercial development along 34™ Street North
ZONING HISTORY:

From 1977 to 2007, the subject property was designated with IP (Industrial Park) zoning,
The current IS (Industrial Suburban) zoning designation has been in place since
September 2007, following implementation of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan, the city-wide
rezoning and update of the City Code Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations
(LDRs).

In 2010, the adjacent properties to the north, requested the same future land use map and
zoning changes being requested by this application. City File FLUM-6 and associated
ordinances (691-L and 719-Z) were adopted on second reading by City Council on May
20, 2010. The adjacent properties were subsequently developed with a Sam’s Club retail
warehouse and an affiliated gas-filling station.

City File: FLUM-18
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APPLICABLE REGULATIONS:

The subject property is estimated to be 7.32 acres, or 318,762 square feet (mol), in size.
“Parcel A” comprises an area of 267,075 square feet or 6.13 acres; “Parcel B” comprises
an area of 51,687 square feet or 1.19 acres. As previously stated, the applicant’s request
is to amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited to Planned
Redevelopment Mixed-Use and rezone from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor
Commercial Suburban).

Development potential under the present IS zoning designation is 207,195 square feet of
light industrial, industrial park or office park use, based on a floor-area-ratio of 0.65.

Development potential under the requested CCS-1 zoning designation is as follows:

1. Single-use residential up to 110 multi-family units, calculated at a density of 15 units
per acre. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A workforce housing density bonus of six (6) units per acre; and
b. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of nine (9) units per acre.

2. Single-use non-residential up to 175,319 square feet by right, calculated at a
maximum floor-area-ratio (FAR) of 0.55. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of 0.2 FAR.

3. Mixed-use residential and non-residential up to 175,319 square feet and not to exceed
110 multi-family units. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A workforce housing bonus of 0.2 FAR; and
b. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of 0.2 FAR.

SPECIAL INFORMATION:

The subject property is located within the boundaries of the North Kenwood
Neighborhood Association.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

As has been described, the 7.32 acre subject property is generally located on the northeast
corner of 34™ Street North and 13" Avenue North. The vacant subject area is part of a
larger 34 acre (mol) industrial tract owned by the Times Publishing Company. The
Times’ operations on this larger property include newspaper printing and distribution.

While the applicant has indicated that the subject property will be repurposed with non-
residential development, there is no binding commitment or obligation at this time. City
staff’s analysis of the request is based on a review of consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan.

City File: FLUM-18
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The primary issues related to the applicant’s request are the following: 1) consistency of
the requested designations with the established land use and zoning patterns; 2)
commercial corridor redevelopment opportunities; 3) loss of industrial land; 4) traffic
impact; and 5) other level of service considerations.

Land Use and Zoning Consistency

The subject application has been divided into two (2) parcels. “Parcel A” is the larger of
the two (2) parcels totaling 267,075 square feet or 6.13 acres. “Parcel A” has substantial
frontage along 34™ Street North. “Parcel B” is the smaller of the two (2) parcels totaling
57,687 square feet or 1.19 acres. “Parcel B” is detached from “Parcel A,” lacks frontage
along 34" Street North and is only accessible from 17" Avenue North.

Action on both “Parcel A” and “Parcel B” would isolate property located at 1601 34"
Street North (PIN no. 14-31-16-71460-000-0171) from the remaining Industrial Limited
Future Land Use Map designation and IS (Industrial Suburban) Official Zoning Map
designation to the east and southeast. For this reason, city staff recommended the
applicant make contact with the registered property owner(s) and invite them to join this
application. Since October 23, 2013, the applicant has made numerous attempts to
contact the registered owner(s), as requested. According to the applicant, each attempt
remains unanswered. This critical piece of property would provide the connectivity that is
necessary for the provision of an orderly land use arrangement. Its exclusion however,
requires city staff to make a split recommendation in support of “Parcel A” and
opposition to “Parcel B”.

Generally, the requested PR-MU Future Land Use Map designation and CCS-1 Official
Zoning Map designation are consistent with existing designations to the north, south and
west. Except for the conditions described in the preceding paragraph, the request is
consistent with Policy LU3.4 of the Comprehensive Plan, which states that “the Land Use
Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition through an orderly land use
arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of physical and natural separators.”

The requested designations are also consistent with Policy LU3.6 which states that land
planning should weigh heavily the established character of predominantly developed
areas where changes of use or intensity of development are contemplated. The character
of this area of the City is dominated by commercial uses along 34™ Street North, a major
arterial roadway.

City staff believes that the applicant’s request is also consistent with Policy LU3.5, which
states that “the tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the
appropriate use of properties based on their locational characteristics and the goals,
objectives and policies within this Comprehensive Plan.”

City File: FLUM-18
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Commercial Corridor Redevelopment Opportunities

If approved, the applicant’s request will result in new investment and redevelopment
within an existing commercial corridor, which is consistent with the following objectives
and policies from the Comprehensive Plan: Policy LU3.17, which states that “furure
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;” Objective LU4(2), which states that
“...the City shall provide opportunities for additional commercial development where
appropriate;” Policy LU11.2, which states that “the need for redevelopment should be
assessed based on potential for private investment,” and Objective LU18, which states
that “commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited to
infilling and redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages.”

Loss of Industrial Land

The subject property presently has an Industrial Limited future land use plan designation
and IS (Industrial Suburban) zoning. The purpose and intent of the IS zoning district is to
provide for areas where labor intensive light manufacturing can occur, as well as
corporate headquarters and office uses. As stated previously, the subject area is part of a
larger industrial tract of land owned by Times Publishing, Inc. The City has a limited
amount of industrial land, thus retaining industrially-zoned land aids in keeping the local
economy diversified, improves the tax base, and presents opportunities for high
skill/higher paying employment opportunities.

The requested CCS-1 zoning, however, will not preclude the subject property from being
used for light manufacturing/assembly-type uses. The CCS-1 regulations permit light
manufacturing operations, as well as construction businesses, motor vehicle service &
repair, publishing & printing operations, and fleet-based service businesses.

While policies set forth in the Comprehensive Plan protect and support industrially-zoned
land, in 2004 the City Council adopted Policy LU3.26 which is intended to allow greater
flexibility in evaluating future land use plan amendments involving industrial land uses,
and provide clarity and guidance about when it is appropriate to designate property as
industrial and when it is appropriate to remove an industrial land use designation. Policy
LU3.26.a states that “Plan amendment applications that propose changing
underperforming industrially designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited)
to a non-industrial designation may be favorably considered if one or more of the
Jfollowing characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1) vacant or
underutilized land; 2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor quality job creation in
terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or multiplier effects; and 4) chronic
competitive disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility
and other market considerations.

The request to rezone the subject property is consistent with the first criterion, because
the land, which has been zoned industrial since at least 1977, has never been developed.

City File: FLUM-18
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In addition, market considerations affecting the subject site are favorable toward
commercial development because high traffic counts on 34" Street and the current
commercial development pattern of the corridor.

Traffic Impact

Roadway level of service (LOS) and traffic impacts are discussed in greater detail in the
Impact Section of this report. To summarize, an amendment from Industrial Limited to
Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use will likely result in a net increase of 112 p.m. peak
hour trips; however, such an increase would not have an impact on roadway level of
service.

In summary, City staff concludes that the traffic generated from the proposed
development of the property will not significantly impact the surrounding roadway
network, which is consistent with the following Comprehensive Plan policies:

o Policy LU3.18, which states that 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.

o Policy LUS5.3, which states that the Concurrency Management System shall continue
to be implemented to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval
shall be in conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
facilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service standards,
concurrent with the impacts of development.

e Policy T1.3, which states that the City shall review the impact of all rezoning
proposals and requests to amend the FLUM on the City’s transportation system.
FLUM amendment requests that increase traffic generation potential shall
demonstrate that roadway and/or mass transit capacity are available to
accommodate the additional demand.

o Policy T3.1, which states that all major city, county and state streets, not including
those identified as constrained in the City's most current concurrency annual
monitoring report shall operate at LOS D or better in the peak hour of vehicular
traffic. Florida Intrastate Highway System facilities shall operate at a LOS that is
consistent with Rule 14-94, FAC.

Other Level of Service (LOS) Considerations

The Level of Service (LOS) impact section of this report concludes that the requested
Plan change and rezoning will not have a significant negative effect upon the City’s
adopted LOS standards for public services and facilities including schools, potable water,

City File: FLUM-18
Page 6



sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit, recreation, and stormwater management.

A summary of the potential impact on the City’s public facilities is as follows:

Existing Proposed

Public Facilities Impact Summary Zoning Zoning Net Change

(highest use calculations) (18) (CCS-1)
Population 2.0 192 190
School Age Population 1.0 36 35
Potable Water 20,720 gpd 43,830 gpd 23,110 gpd
Sanitary Sewer 10,360 gpd 43,830 gpd 33,470 gpd
Solid Waste 3.0 250 tons/yr 247 tons/yr
Traffic (p.m. peak hour) 127 trips 239 trips 112 trips

Thus, the applicants’ request is consistent with the following three policies due to the fact
that sufficient public facility capacity exists:

e Policy LU2.4, which states that the City may permit higher intensity uses outside of
activity centers only where available infrastructure exists and surrounding uses are
compatible.

o Policy LU3.18, which states that 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.

e Policy LUS5.3, which states that the Concurrency Management System shall continue
to be implemented to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval
shall be in conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
Jacilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service standards,
concurrent with the impacts of development.

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Levels of Service impacts are addressed further in this report. Approval of this land use
change and rezoning request does not guarantee that the subject property will meet the
requirements of Concurrency at the time development permits are requested.
Completion of this land use plan change and rezoning does not guarantee the right
to develop on the subject property. Upon application for site plan review, or
development permits, a full concurrency review will be completed to determine whether
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or not the proposed development may proceed. The property owner will have to comply
with all laws and ordinances in effect at the time development permits are requested.

RECOMMENDATION:

City staff recommends:

For “Parcel A,” APPROVAL of the request to amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use, and
Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or less intensive use, on the basis that the
request is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the City's
Comprehensive Plan.

For “Parcel B,” DENIAL of the request to amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use, and
Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or less intensive use, on the basis that any
decision to approve the request will break existing continuity and create an
isolated industrial property that is inconsistent with the goals, objectives and
policies of the City's Comprehensive Plan.

City File: FLUM-18
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RESPONSES TO RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS
TO THE LAND USE PLAN:

Compliance of probable use with goals, objectives, policies and guidelines of the
City's Comprehensive Plan.

The following policies and objectives from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable:

LU2.4

The City may permit higher intensity uses outside of activity centers only
where available infrastructure exists and surrounding uses are compatible.

LU3.1.(C)(1) Industrial Limited (IL) — allowing a mixture of light industrial, industrial

LU3.1.(F)2)

LU34

LU3.5

LU3.6

LU3.7

LU3.17

LU3.18

park and office park uses not to exceed a floor area ratio of 0.65.

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use (MU) - allowing mixed use retail,

office, service and medium density residential uses not to exceed a floor
area ratio of 1.25 and a net residential density of 24 dwelling units per
acre.

The Land Use Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition
through an orderly land use arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of
physical and natural separators.

The tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the
appropriate use of properties based on their locational characteristics and
the goals, objectives and policies within this Comprehensive Plan.

Land planning should weigh heavily the established character of
predominantly developed areas where changes of use or intensity of
development are contemplated.

Land use planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether
existing Land Use Plan boundaries are logically drawn in relation to
existing conditions and expected future conditions.

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.
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LU3.26.a

LU4(2)

LU5.3

LU11.2

LUIB:

T1.3

T3.1

Plan amendment applications that propose changing underperforming
industrially designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a
non-industrial designation may be favorably considered if one or more of
the following characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1)
vacant or underutilized land; 2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor
quality job creation in terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or
multiplier effects; and 4) chronic competitive disadvantages in terms of
location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and other market
considerations.

Commercial — the City shall provide opportunities for additional
commercial development where appropriate.

The Concurrency Management System shall continue to be implemented
to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval shall be in
conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
facilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service
standards, concurrent with the impacts of development.

The need for redevelopment should be assessed based on the following
factors; 1) building conditions, 2) socio/economic characteristics, 3) land
to improvement value ratios, 4) non-conforming uses and 5) potential for
private investment.

Commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited
to infilling and redevelopment of existing commercially designated
frontages.

The City shall review the impact of all rezoning proposals and requests to
amend the FLUM on the City’s transportation system. FLUM amendment
requests that increase traffic generation potential shall demonstrate that
transportation capacity is available to accommodate the additional
demand.

All major city, county and state streets, not including those identified as
constrained in the City’s most current concurrency annual monitoring
report shall operate at LOS D or better in the peak hour of vehicular
traffic. Roadway facilities on the State Highway System, Strategic
Intermodal System and Florida Intrastate Highway System and roadway
facilities funded by Florida’s Transportation Regional Incentive Program
shall operate at a LOS that is consistent with Rule 14-94, FAC.

Whether the proposed amendment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or
areas which are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the
Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.
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The proposed amendment will not impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas which
are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

Whether the proposed change would alter population or the population density
pattern and thereby impact residential dwelling units and or public schools.

Under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, a total of 110 multifamily dwelling units could be
developed, calculated at a density of 15 units per acre. Assuming that there are 1.74
persons per multifamily unit, the buildout population is estimated to be 192 persons. The
previous zoning designation of IS does not permit residential development. Therefore,
there are no population or student population figures calculated for the IS zoning district.

The Pinellas County School District estimates that there are 0.32 school age persons per
household. For analysis purposes, under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, it is again assumed
that if the subject site is redeveloped with 110 residential units, it is estimated that the
resident population will include 36 persons (110 units x .32 students per unit) of school
age. The school impact assessment is as follows:

Elementary School Students: 0.15 students per unit x 110 units = 17 elementary students

Middle School Students: 0.07 students per unit x 110 units = 8 middle school
students

High School Students: 0.1 students per unit x 110 units = 11 high school students

Impact of the proposed amendment upon the following adopted levels of service
(LOS) for public services and facilities including but not limited to: water, sewer,
sanitation, traffic, mass transit, recreation, stormwater management.

The following analysis indicates that the proposed change will not have a significant
impact on the City's adopted levels of service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid
waste, traffic, mass transit, stormwater management and recreation. Should the requested
land use change and rezoning for the subject 7.32 acres be approved, the City has
sufficient capacity to serve the subject property.

WATER

Based on the present IS designation, the maximum demand for potable water is estimated
to be 20,720 gallons per day as follows:

Manufacturing: 207,195 sq. ft. x 0.05 gpd/sq. ft. = 10,350 gallons/day

Corporate/executive/administrative offices: 207,195 sq. ft. x 0.10 gpd/sq. ft. =
20,720 gallons/day

Source: Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.
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Under the requested CCS-1 zoning, the maximum demand for potable water could reach
43,830 gallons per day, as follows:

Multifamily development: 192 persons x 125 gpcpd = 24,000 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 175,319 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq.
ft. = 43,830 gallons/day

Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

In summary, the demand for potable water will increase under the requested CCS-1
zoning. Regardless, the rezoning of the subject property from IS to CCS-1 will not
significantly impact the City's adopted LOS for potable water.

Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region’s
local governments are required to project and submit, on or before February 1 of each
year, the anticipated water demand for the following water year (October 1 through
September 30). TBW is contractually obligated to meet the City’s and other member
governments’ water supply needs. The City’s current potable water demand is 29.00
mgd.

While the City's adopted LOS standard for potable water is 125 gallons per capita per day
(gpcd), in 2012 the City's actual gross consumption was approximately 86 gpcd. Reasons
why St. Petersburg's average day demand and gross per capita consumption of potable
water are not increasing, and actually decreasing in some water years, are the
overwhelming success of the City's water conservation program and reclaimed water
program.

WASTEWATER
The subject property will be served by the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility.

Based on the present IS designation, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer is
estimated to be 10,360 gallons per day as follows:

Manufacturing: 207,195 sq. ft. of industrial space x 0.05 gpd/sq. ft. =
10,360 gallons/day

Source: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000

Under the requested CCS-1 zoning, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer could reach
43,830 gallons per day, as follows:

Multifamily development: 192 persons x 161 gpcpd = 30,912 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 175,319 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq.
ft. = 43,830 gallons/day
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Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

In summary, since the subject property is currently vacant, any development will increase
demand for service. While there is a potential for increased sanitary sewer demand, the
rezoning of the subject property from IS to CCS-1 will not significantly impact the City's
adopted LOS for wastewater. In 2012, the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility had an
estimated excess capacity of 9.67 million gallons per day, thus an increase of 43,830 gpd
can easily be processed.

SOLID WASTE

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City. Approval of this request will not
affect the City's ability to provide collection services. The County and the City have the
same designated level of service of 1.3 tons per year per person, while there is no
generation rate for nonresidential uses.

All solid waste disposal is the responsibility of Pinellas County. 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 Plant and
the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities,
Department of Solid Waste Operations; however, they 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. 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 has
approximately 30 years remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans.

Although the subject property is proposed to be developed commercially, the following
calculations reflect solid waste generation for residential development that would be
permitted under the proposed zoning designation. Assuming a population of 192 persons
under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, it is estimated that approximately 250 tons of solid
waste per year may be generated (192 persons x 1.3 tpypp). Such an increase will not
impact the City's adopted LOS for solid waste.

TRAFFIC

Summary of traffic impact (p.m. peak hour trips):
Existing Industrial Limited Plan Category 127

Requested Planned Redevelopment-

Mixed Use Plan Category 239

Existing Conditions

There is one major road with geographic proximity to the subject property, 34" Street
North, designated as a principal arterial. Based on the Pinellas County MPO's 2013
Level of Service Report, the level of service for 34th Street from 5th Avenue North to
22nd Avenue North is "C." The average annual daily traffic (AADT) is 34,500. The
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peak hour directional traffic is 1,803 and the physical capacity is 2,830; the volume-to-
capacity ratio is 0.64.

Appropriate traffic impact mitigation measures will be determined at the time of site plan
and special exception approval. Review of such development is based on compliance
with a list of criteria that includes on-site or off-site road capacity enhancements,
accommodations for transit, pedestrians and bicyclists, transportation demand
management strategies, traditional design features and site design that minimizes cut-
through traffic on neighborhood streets.

Sources: Pinellas County MPO 2013 Transportation LOS Report, City of St. Petersburg, Comprehensive
Plan.

Trip Generation Under the Existing Industrial Limited and Proposed Planned
Redevelopment-Mixed Use Future Land Use Map Designations

The traffic impact assessment provided here is a “macro” level of service analysis that is
based on the present Industrial Limited designation.

The vehicle trip generation rate under the existing Industrial Limited land use is
approximately 127 p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 178 avg. daily trips per acre of IL land x 7.5 acres = approximately
1,335 avg. daily trips

Step b. 1,335 avg. daily trips x .095 percent = approximately 127 p.m.
peak hour trips

The vehicle trip generation rate under the requested PR-MU land use is approximately
239 p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 335 avg. daily trips per acre of PR-MU land x 7.5 acres =
approximately 2,513 avg. daily trips

Step b. 2,513 avg. daily trips x .095 percent = approximately 239 p.m.
peak hour trips

A Plan change from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use will likely
result in a net increase of 112 p.m. peak hour trips. Such an increase would not have a
significant impact on roadway level of service.

(The traffic analysis presented here is based on the applicable trip generation rates from the City’s Vision
2020 Special Area Plan Update and the Countywide Plan Rules of the Pinellas Planning Council, Table I:
Traffic Generation Characteristics.)
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MASS TRANSIT

The Citywide LOS for mass transit will not be affected. PSTA provides local transit
service along 34" Street (Route 19) with a 20-minute headway. The LOS for mass transit
is headways less than one hour.

RECREATION

The City's adopted LOS for recreational acreage, which is 9 acres per 1,000 population,
will not be impacted by this proposed rezoning. Under both the existing and proposed
zoning, the LOS citywide will generally remain at 21.9 acres per 1,000 population.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Prior to development of the subject property, site plan approval will be required. At that
time, the stormwater management system for the site will be required to meet all city and
SWFWMD stormwater management criteria. Also, there is an existing stormwater pond
on the subject property that will be relocated and reconfigured to accommodate the
proposed use.

Appropriate and adequate land area sufficient for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion.

The land area is both appropriate and adequate for the anticipated use of the subject
property.

The amount and availability of vacant land or land suitable for redevelopment
shown for similar uses in the City or in contiguous areas.

There are approximately 98 acres of vacant land in the City designated with CCS-1
zoning.

Whether the proposed change is consistent with the established land use pattern.

The proposed Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use land use designation is consistent with
the established land use pattern to the north, south and west.

Whether the existing district boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing
conditions on the property proposed for change.

The existing IS zoning district boundaries are not illogically drawn in relation to existing
conditions.

If the proposed amendment involves a change from a residential to a nonresidential
use, whether more nonresidential land is needed in the proposed location to provide
services or employment to the residents of the City.
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Not applicable, as the present designation is Industrial Limited.

Whether the subject property is located within the 100-year flood plain or Coastal
High Hazard Area as identified in the Coastal Management Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), the subject property is
located in the “X-Zone,” i.e., not in the flood zone. In addition, the tract does not lie
within the CHHA (Coastal High Hazard Area).

Other pertinent information. None
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR “PARCEL A”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE
INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET TO
THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED
PARCEL;

BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45 FEET TO A
POINT; )

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET TO A
POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A DISTANCE
OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075 SQUARE
FEET OR 6.13 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS,
CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED WITHIN THE CHAIN OF
TITLE.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR “PARCEL B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE
INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20 FEET TO
THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED
PARCEL;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°59'21" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91 FEET TO A
POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE
SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 27°27'23", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00"
WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A DISTANCE
OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687 SQUARE
FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS,
CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED WITHIN THE CHAIN OF
TITLE.
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damien_d’anns@csx com

Damien D’Anna
Regional Manager - Sales & Leasing

PLANNING & ECan
OMIC DEy
December 6, 2013 ELOPMENT

City of St. Petersburg

Planning and Economic Development Department
Municipal Services Center, Eighth Floor

One 4" Street North

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

Re: Future Land Use Plan Change and Related Rezoning
City File FLUM-18
7.5 acres - 34" Street North and 13" Avenue North
St. Petersburg, Florida

Gentlemen:

We are in receipt of your Notice of Public Hearing scheduled for December 10, 2013 to discuss the application requesting to
amend the Future Land Use Map designation from IL (Industrial Limited) to PR-MU (Planned Redevelopment-Mixed-Use),
and the Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other
less intensive use.

According to the aerial you provided and our aerial photograph attached, this area is adjacent to an industry spur track. We
have concems regarding the development of properties next to any operating track. Safety is CSX’s number one priority and
the addition of developments adjacent to active railroad tracks raises cause for concern.

Additionally, it has been CSX’s experience that residents near active railroad tracks are often unhappy with the associated noise
of rail operations. Trains may use the tracks 24 hours a day, and the number and schedule of trains can change at any time due
to business needs and many other factors. Furthermore, the inherent vibration and noise from passing trains should be taken
into account regarding any new development.

Should the City approve the zoning for this property, we ask that a 50 foot buffer be established between any development and
the rail right of way in addition to fencing the common property line between the operating track and any development.

We appreciate the opportunity to express our objections and concems, and request that you enter our comments into the public
record.

Sincerely,

Attachment
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st.petersburg

www.stpete.org
TO: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: Derek S. Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning and Historic Preservation DivisioBy/_\

DATE: March 25,2014

SUBJECT: April 3, 2014 City Council Meeting - Agenda Item D.2, Quasi-Judicial Proceeding
for City File FLUM-18

City file FLUM-18 is an application amending the land use and zoning of a 7.32 acre subject
property generally located on the northeast corner of 34th Street North and 13th Avenue North.

Due to a technical error, which began with the ordinance language presented at first reading on
January 9, 2014, the Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division is hereby requesting the
following action for Thursday, April 3, 2014:

1. DELETE - Agenda item D.2, Quasi-Judicial Proceeding for City File FLUM-18;

2. ADD - First reading of title and setting the public hearing for April 17, 2014 for City File
FLUM-18:

1) ORDINANCE amending the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use.

2) ORDINANCE rezoning the above described property from IS (Industrial
Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

CC: The Honorable Mayor Rick Kriseman
Gary Cornwell, City Administrator
Eva Andujar, City Clerk
Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney
Dave Goodwin, Director, Planning and Economic Development

Attachments



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

City Council Meeting of April 3, 2014
The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council
Dave Metz, Director, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department ~77171

An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City
Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained in Assurances (“Grant
Assurances”) which are set forth in the Grant Documents to be executed by
the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Federal Aviation Administration
("FAA") Grant ("Grant™) in an amount nof to exceed $201,600 which, inter
alig, require that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise
transfer or dispose of any part of the City's right, title, or other interests in
Albert Whitted Airport (“Airport™), nor cause or permit any activity or action
on the Airport which would interfere with its use for airport purposes, for a
period not to exceed 20 years from the date of acceptance of the grant;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept the Grant in
an amount not to exceed $201,600; authorizing the Mayor or his designee
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; providing
an effective date; and providing for expiration;

EXPLANATION: Ordinance 617-G was passed by City Council on September 18, 2003
and approved by the voters in a referendum held on November 4, 2003. Ordinance 617-G
authorized City Council, by ordinance (“Ordinance”), after a public hearing, to permit the
recording of encumbrances on Albert Whitted Airport as follows:

Encumbrances or restrictions of up to twenty years for that property or portions of
that property generally known as Albert Whitted Airport which would restrict the
use of that property, or portions of that property, to airport uses each fime such a
restriction is executed. The Albert Whitted property is generally described as:

All of Block 1, Albert Whitted Airport Second Replat and Additions as recorded in
Plat Book 112 Pages 23 and 24, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida

The Airport’s Airfield Pavement Management Program specifies the need to rehabilitate
primary Runway 7-25 ("Runway"”). The program recommended a combination of mill and
overlay and/or reconstruction of the pavement depending on the specific location. Besides
the Runway’s pavement, the project area will also include the five (5) taxiway stub
connectors located between Taxiway “A”.
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The City is including the replacement and upgrade of the Runway’s lighting system as part
of this project. The lighting system includes edge lights, threshold lights and Precision
Approach Path Indicators. Due to the airport’s location on the shores of Tampa Bay,
equipment is more susceptible to corrosion due to the heavy salt air and wet environment.
The equipment is also approximately 20 years old and the more efficient LED technology
will be specified.

In 2012 the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") updated the design standards specific
to taxiways. Accordingly it may be necessary to reconstruct the taxiway stub connectors
to new geometries due to the new design standards. The reconstruction will also
necessitate the relocation of the edge lighting and airfield guidance signage. This
opportunity will be used to update the edge lights to the new and more efficient LED
technology.

The grant being applied for under this ordinance is only for the design phase of the
project. The construction phase is planned for FY15 and would be funded through a
separate federal grant.

The Federal funding source for this project is the FAA's Airport Improvement Program
("AIP"). Under the AIP, the FAA will fund a ninety percent (90%) match against the total
cost of the project with the Airport Sponsor responsible for the remaining ten percent
(10%). The total estimated cost for this project is $224,000, of which $201,600 (90%)
would be funded through the FAA with the City responsible for the remaining ten percent
(10%) match of $23,400.

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has offered to participate in this project
by providing up to eighty percent (80%) or $17,920 toward the City’s match requirement
through a separate grant. Accordingly, the City’s match requirement drops to $4,480 or
two percent (2%) of the total project costs.

Runway 7/25 Rehab (Design)

FAA (90%) $201,600
FDOT (8%) $ 17,920
CITY (2%) $ 4480
Total $224,000

The City match for this project was already appropriated as part of the FY14 City Budget
process.

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

Each ordinance may only address one encumbrance and requires the affirmative vote of
six Council Members for adoption.
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This is the first reading of the ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends approval of the attached
Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are set
forth in the Grant Documents to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of
the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") Grant (“Grant") in an amount not to exceed
$201,600 which, inter alia, requires that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or
otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of the City’s right, title, or other interests in
Albert Whitted Airport ("Airport™), nor cause or permit any activity or action on the Airport
which would interfere with its use for airport purposes, for a period not to exceed 20
years from the date of acceptance of the grant; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
apply for and accept the Grant in an amount not to exceed $201,600; authorizing the
Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance;
providing an effective date; and providing for expiration;

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: The City receives a Federal grant of
up to $201,600 which will provide ninety percent (90%) of the cost of the design phase
for the Runway 7/25 Rehab Project (#14169). The remaining ten percent (10%) of the
project will be provided through a FDOT Grant (8%) and a City match (2%). This project
is already part of the adopted CIP plan for the Airport,

Approvals:

Legal: , Administration: é/m—é L/:ft__.{-

Budget: ( é 0_,‘

Legal: 00190608.docv. 3
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Ordinance No.

An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St.
Petersburg City Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained
in Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are set forth in the
Grant Documents to be executed by the City, as a requirement
for receipt of the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") Grant
("Grant”) in an amount not to exceed $201,600 which, inter
alia, require that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or
otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of the City’s title, or
other interests in Albert Whitted Airport ("Airport”), nor cause
or permit any activity or action on the Airport which would
interfere with its use for airport purposes, for a period not to
exceed 20 years from the date of acceptance of the grant;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept
the Grant in an amount not to exceed $201,600; authorizing
the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary
to effectuate this Ordinance; providing an effective date; and
providing for expiration;

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

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

Section Two. The Federal Aviation Administration has indicated funding is
available to provide a ninety percent (90%) federal match of the total costs for the
design phase of the Runway 7/25 Rehab project (#14169).

Section Three.  The restrictions contained in FAA Grant Assurances
Airport Sponsors (“Grant Assurances”) which are set forth in the grant documents to be
executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the FAA grant in an amount not to
exceed $201,600, for the project described in Section Two of this ordinance, which,
inter alia, require that the City will not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or
dispose of any part of the City’s right, title or other interests in Albert Whitted Municipal
Airport (“Airport™), nor cause or permit any activity or action on the Airport which would
interfere with its use for airport purposes for a period not to exceed 20 years from the
date of acceptance of the grant are authorized.

Page | of 2



Section Four. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to apply for and
accept a grant from the FAA in an amount not to exceed $201,600.

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

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

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

Section Eight. Expiration. In the event the FAA fails to award the grant
set forth in Section Two, above, within one year of the effective date of this ordinance,
this ordinance shall expire.

Approvals:

Legal: Ql‘d/ﬂL Administration: /Z/mg//lfhdq
!

Budget:

Legal: 00190609.doc v. 3
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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

City Council Meeting of April 3, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: David Metz, Director, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department =777

SUBJECT: An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City
Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint Participation Agreement (“JPA"™)
and any additional Supplemental Joint Participation Agreements (collectively, “JPAs"),
including but not limited to the Aviation Program Assurances ("Grant Assurances™), to be
executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of Transportation
("FDOT") funds in an amount not to exceed $225,500 ("Grants") for the Runway 7/25 Rehab
Project (Project #12477), which, inter alia, require that the City make Albert Whitted Airport
available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable terms, and maintain the project
facilities and equipment in good working order for the useful life of said facilities or
equipment, not to exceed 20 years from the effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor
or his designee to apply for and accept the Grants in an amount not to exceed $225,500;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this
Ordinance; providing an effective date; and providing for expiration.

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

Encumbrances or restrictions of up to twenty years for that property or portions of
that property generally known as Albert Whitted Airport which would restrict the use
of that property, or portions of that property, to airport uses each time such a
restriction is executed. The Albert Whitted property is generally described as:

All of Block 1, Albert Whitted Airport Second Replat and Additions as recorded in Plat
Book 112 Pages 23 and 24, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida

The Airport’s Airfield Pavement Management Program specifies the need to rehabilitate
primary Runway 7-25 ("Runway”). The program recommended a combination of mill and
overlay and/or reconstruction of the pavement depending on the specific location. Besides
the Runway's pavement, the project area will also include the five (5) taxiway stub connectors
located between Taxiway “A".
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The City is including the replacement and upgrade of the Runway's lighting system as part of
this project. The lighting system includes edge lights, threshold lights and Precision Approach
Path Indicators. Due to the airport’s location on the shores of Tampa Bay, equipment is more
susceptible to corrosion due to the heavy salt air and wet environment. The equipment is also
approximately 20 years old and the more efficient LED technology will be specified.

In 2012 the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") updated the design standards specific to
taxiways. Accordingly it may be necessary to reconstruct the taxiway stub connectors to new
geometries due to the new design standards. The reconstruction will also necessitate the
relocation of the edge lighting and airfield guidance signage. This opportunity will be used to
update the edge lights to the new and more efficient LED technology.

The Federal funding source for this project is the FAA's Airport Improvement Program (“AIP").
Under the AIP, the FAA will fund a ninety percent (90%) match against the total cost of the
project with the Airport Sponsor responsible for the remaining ten percent (10%). The
Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") has offered a grant to fund up to eighty
percent (80%) of the City’s match requirement (or eight percent (8%) of the total project’s
cost) for both the design and construction phases of this project.

Acceptance of any grants requires the City to meet certain grant assurances, including, but
not limited to a 20-year commitment to make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for
public use on fair and reasonable terms, and to maintain the project facilities and equipment
in good working order for the useful life of said facilities or equipment.

This is a first Reading of the Ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached An Ordinance in
accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, authorizing the restrictions
contained in the Joint Participation Agreement (“JPA”) and any additional Supplemental Joint
Participation Agreements (collectively, "JPAs™), including but not limited to the Aviation
Program Assurances (“Grant Assurances™), to be executed by the City, as a requirement for
receipt of the Florida Department of Transportation (*FDOT") funds in an amount not to
exceed $225,500 ("Grants”) for the Runway 7/25 Rehab Project (Project #12477), which,
inter alia, require that the City make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for public
use on fair and reasonable terms, and maintain the project facilities and equipment in good
working order for the useful life of said facilities or equipment, not to exceed 20 years from
the effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept
the Grants in an amount not to exceed $225,500; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; providing an effective date;
and providing for expiration.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: The City receives funding from the FDOT in the
total amount of $225,500 which will be used to cover up to eight percent (8%) of the total
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design and construction costs of the Runway 7/25 project (#14169). The remaining ninety-
two percent (92%) of the cost of the project will be funded through separate federal grants
(90%) and the City’'s match (2%). This project is already part of the adopted CIP plan for the
Airport.
Approvals;

Legal: Y

Sk
Budget:lg?w/\ (7 /éu-\

Legal; @bomnoc v.2

Administration: / /?M
Vi v,
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Ordinance No.

An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St.
Petersburg City Charter, authorizing the restrictions contained
in the Joint Participation Agreement (“JPA") and any additional
Supplemental Joint Participation Agreements (collectively,
“JPAs”), including but not limited to the Aviation Program
Assurances ("Grant Assurances”), to be executed by the City, as a
requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of
Transportation ("FDOT") funds in an amount not to exceed
$225,500 ("Grants”) for the Runway 7/25 Rehab Project (Project
#12477), which, inter alia, require that the City make Albert
Whitted Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and
reasonable terms, and maintain the project facilities and
equipment in good working order for the useful life of said
facilities or equipment, not to exceed 20 years from the
effective date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee
to apply for and accept the Grants in an amount not to exceed
$225,500; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; providing
an effective date; and providing for expiration.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

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

Section Two. The Florida Department of Transportation ("FDOT") has offered
the City a grant in the amount of $42,500 and has indicated that one or more future
supplements totaling $183,000 (“Grants”) will be available for the following project on the
Airport: Runway 7/25 Rehab Project (Project #12477). The Grants provide an eight percent
(8%) match toward the total cost of the project.

Section Three. The restrictions which are set forth in the Joint Participation
Agreement (“JPA"), including but not limited to the Aviation Program Assurances (“Grant
Assurances”) and any additional Supplemental Joint Participation Agreements ("JPAs”) to be
executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Grants in an amount not to exceed
$225,500 for the project described in Section Two of this ordinance, which /inter afia require,
that the City make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and
reasonable terms, and maintain the project facilities and equipment in good working order
for the useful life of said facilities or equipment not to exceed 20 years from the effective
date of the JPA are authorized.

Section Four. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to apply for and accept
the Grants from the FDOT in an amount not to exceed $225,500.
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Section Five. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this ordinance.

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

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

Section Eight. Expiration. In the event the FDOT fails to award the grant set
forth in Section Two, above, within one year of the effective date of this ordinance, this
ordinance shall expire.

Approvals:

Legal: Krf% Administration: /éfpl{/héhﬂ;_

Legal: 00190342.doc v. 2
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of April 3, 2014

TO: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File FLUM-18: The 7.32 acre subject property is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34™ Street North and 13™ Avenue North.

A detailed analysis is provided in the attached Staff Report FLUM-18.

REQUEST: (A)

ORDINANCE . amending the Future Land Use Map designation
from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use.

(B) ORDINANCE rezoning the above described property from IS
(Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other
less intensive use.
RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: The subject property is located within the boundaries of the North
Kenwood Neighborhood Association. The Planning & Economic Development
Department received:

Two (2) telephone calls regarding this application. Each telephone call
was a general inquiry about the public notice. The callers did not express
support for, or opposition to, the application.

Two (2) letters regarding this application:

o One (1) letter was submitted by a property owner in the North
Kenwood neighborhood and expressed general opposition to the
application;

o One (1) letter was received by CSX Real Property. owner of
abutting property. CSX Real Property recommended: 1)
designation of a 50-foot buffer between any development and the
rail right-of-way; and 2) installation of a fence along the common
property line between the operating track and any future
development.

Planning & Visioning Commission (PVC): On December 10, 2013, the PVC held

a public hearing on this matter. The PVC recommended APPROVAL of both
“Parcel A” and “Parcel B” by a vote of four (4) to one (1).



City Council: This application was originally scheduled for public hearing review
on January 23, 2014. At the request of the applicant, and consent of the City
Council, the application was deferred. The purpose of the request was to allow
addition time for the applicant to consult with the Pinellas Planning Council
(PPC) staff. Due to a technical error, which began with the ordinance language
presented at first reading on January 9, 2014, the Urban Planning and Historic
Preservation Division is starting with a new request for first reading on April 3,
2014.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the first reading of the
attached proposed ordinances; AND 2) SET the second reading and adoption
public hearing for April 17, 2014.

Attachments: Ordinances (2), Resolution, Maps, draft Planning & Visioning
Commission Minutes and Staff Report.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT OF
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,
FLORIDA; CHANGING THE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 34" STREET
NORTH AND 13" AVENUE NORTH, FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (L)
TO PR-MU (PLANNED REDEVELOPMENT-MIXED USE); PROVIDING
FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PROVISIONS
THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, established the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by law to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and 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 St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided herein as being consistent with the
proposed amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Map amendment which has been
initiated by the City; now, therefore

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development 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
“Parcel A”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET
TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL,

BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A
POINT;



THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET
TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET. A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING
NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075
SQUARE FEET OR 6.13 ACRES. MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

“Parcel B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL,;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°5921" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91
FEET TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 27°2723", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET
BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00" WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;



THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30 FEET
TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687
SQUARE FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

Land Use Category

From: Industrial Limited
To:  Planned Redevelopment - Mixed Use

SECTION 2. 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 3. 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 Land
Use Plan change by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners and upon issuance of a
final order determining this amendment to be in compliance by the Department of Economic
Opportunity (DEO) or until the Administration Commission issues a final order determining this
amendment to be in compliance, pursuant to Section 163.3189, F. S. 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 set forth above.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-18
(Land Use)
~
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; BY CHHANGING THE ZONING OF
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THI; NORTHEAST CORNER OF
34" STREET NORTIH AND 13" AVENUE NORTH, FROM INDUSTRIAL
SUBURBAN (IS) TO CCS-1 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN);
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:

“Parcel A”

Property

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN

DESCRIBED PARCEL;

BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00
FEET TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING
NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.



THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075
SQUARE FEET OR 6.13 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.

“Parcel B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
THE INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET
NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20
FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN
DESCRIBED PARCEL,;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°59'21" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91
FEET TO A POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE
CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 27°2723", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET
BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00" WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A
DISTANCE OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24
FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687
SQUARE FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL
EASEMENTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE CHAIN OF TITLE.



District
From: IS (Industrial Suburban)
To:  CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 2.  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 3. 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 ¢lfective (Ordinance ).

APPROVED.AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-18
(Zoning)

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE

MNNVA) 3|51y

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY DATE
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION
PusBLIC HEARING
Electronically approved as written 1/6/14

Council Chambers December 10, 2013
City Hall Tuesday, 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Present: Thomas Whiteman, Ir., Chair
William E. Klein, Vice-Chair
Robert M. Eschenfelder
Ed Montanari
Robert “Lee” Nolan

Commissioners Absent: Douglas E. Robison, Alternate' 'excused
Jeff Rogo, Alternate'

Staff Present: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation
Tom Whalen, Planner, Transportation & Parking 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 November 12, 2013 meeting were approved by a unanimous vote.

II. QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING

A. City File FLUM-18 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn
893-7872
Location: The subject property, estimated to be 7.32 acres in size, is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34™ Street North and 13™ Avenue North.

Request: To amend the Future Land Use Map designation from IL (Industrial Limited) to PR-MU
(Planned Redevelopment — Mixed-Use) and the official Zoning Map designation from IS
(Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

Staff Presentation

Derek Kilborn gave a presentation based on the staff report.



ELECTRONICALLY APPROVED AS WRITTEN 1/6/14
PLANNING & VISIONING COMMISSION MINUTES DECEMBER 10, 2013

Commissioner Klein questioned the consistency of the proposal with the surrounding neighborhood. Mr.
Kilborn stated that the entire 34" Street corridor, with the exception of this particular property, is zoned CCS-1;
a mixed-use classification that accommodates both commercial activity as well as multi-family dwelling units.
This proposal would convert the frontage along 34™ Street to that mixed-use category to be consistent with
everything around it.

Commissioner Klein asked if a response was obtained from the owner of the corner parcel between Parcel “A”
and Parcel “B.” Mr. Kilborn stated that staff had advised the applicant to make contact with that property
owner and the applicant would have to speak to the details of how that happened.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff agreed that core commercial is almost always going to be the most
valuable and profitable use of the land. Mr. Kilborn replied not in all cases but could be the case here.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked what the Economic Development Dept. does specifically to draw or create
industrial businesses to the City. Mr. Kilborn explained that he does not work on the economic development
side of the department; however, generally speaking there are a number of different initiatives (community
redevelopment areas, special area plans, enterprise zones) trying to seek industrial investment in existing
Industrial zoning categories. There are several areas in the City with a high concentration of industrial zoning
(e.g. Industrial Dome Area and west of Tyrone Mall) and in this case there is a smaller isolated industrial zoned
piece of property that is a little harder to target that type of concentrated activity. In terms of specific program
details he would have to refer to the economic development section of the department.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff had researched the viability of the use of this size of land, given what
roads are connected and the infrastructure in place, for a heavier industrial use. Mr. Kilborn replied that he had
not been involved with that type of study but knows that the Economic Development Dept. is now and has in
the past invested the time and resources, and did the necessary types of background research and outreach.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked if staff knew the inventory of the remaining industrial land and what other
similar sized parcels are remaining that could be taken advantage of by future industrial developers. Mr.
Kilborn stated that he did not have a specific acreage count; however, it will become incrementally more
difficult to request these types of changes because following the 2007 rezoning, there are much more
concentrated locations of industrial activity and the subject property is one of the few pieces of land left where
the frontage is on a commercial corridor creating some kind conflict between the two types of land uses
(commercial and industrial) so staff felt this case was a little stronger, especially with the frontage along 34"
Street, than what would be seen in other industrial areas.

Commissioner Montanari asked staff for background information on the furniture store which looks out of
place; a retail establishment in an industrial suburban area. Mr. Kilborn stated that the Industrial zoning
classification does allow some accessory retail activity to take place provided the floor area for that activity is
limited to no more 25% of the entire building square footage. In this particular case, the commercial character
reflects the direction of where staff sees the 34" Street activity is going.

Commission Chair Whiteman compared the Walgreen’s proposal at Roosevelt Blvd. and 9" Street, a piece of

property under-utilized with staff’s recommendation of denial to protect the City’s industrial property, with
today’s request which the staff’s recommendation is basically the opposite. Mr. Kilborn replied that in
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Walgreen’s case, there were other surrounding issues (e.g. preservation area abutting the property and the
northeast corner of the intersection is zoned industrial) and in this case, there is currently commercial activity on
the east side of 34™ Street leading up to 13" Avenue North and then picking up again at 17" Avenue moving
north and staff felt that this was a stronger application providing the connectivity along 34" Street, where the
Walgreen’s proposed site would have been a stand-alone corner piece with commercial zoning with no
connectivity to any neighboring commercial property.

Applicant Presentation

Marilyn Mullen Healey, Esq. with Adams and Reese and representing the owner, Times Publishing Company,
began in support of the request with Susan Finch, AICP, concluding the presentation. Ms. Finch submitted her
resume and complete planning analysis for the record.

Commissioner Klein asked who owns the rectangular piece of property. Ms. Finch replied CSX.

Commission Chair Whiteman asked if the subject property is contaminated in any way. Ms. Healey replied that
she believes that there were some issues in the past but clean-up activities were undertaken and believes that all
is good now.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked what the applicant, Tampa Bay Times, has done to market the property as
industrial. Ms. Healey replied that they had not listed the property as industrial but over the years have been
approached by people to buy the property but not for industrial uses. Ms. Healy went on to say that industrial
users tend to go toward areas where there are other industrial uses and the subject area does not have the
industrial concentration, and believes that there is only a commercial market there.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked why the Times had not listed the property for sale. David Box with Box
Realty Advisors replied that they have the subject property listed for sale without an industrial use-specific
because it is surrounded by commercial uses, feeling that this is not an industrial site.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked Mr. Box, in his professional opinion, that if this land is rezoned to
commercial then he has little doubt that commercial is what would be put in place, to which Mr. Box agreed.
Mr. Box went on to say that everyone who has approached him is more of a traditional type of CCS-1 type of
business (e.g. bank, restaurant-type use, etc.).

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked Mr. Box if the applicant’s group have done any studies showing the dire
need for more commercial in this area. Mr. Box replied that he is not sure about dire need but it’s a matter of
supply and demand; if the demand is perceived then the uses will come and he has only been approached by
strictly commercial users. Ms. Healey added that although the applicant’s group had not done a study, the City
has and had identified the subject area as a commercial corridor in the Vision Plan.

Commissioner Eshenfelder stated his concern of which many times when a new retail/commercial business is

developed it pulls customers, businesses and investments from some place else within the City causing blight
many times in the surrounding area.
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Public Hearing

Steve Galvin, 3161 — 12" Ave N located directly across from the Times rear parking lot, spoke in opposition of
the request; employee parking currently in Parcel “A” having to move to behind the Times plant creating
increased traffic and noise on 13™ Ave N., losing a significant area of green space if Parcel “A” is redeveloped,
and there is currently a large inventory of vacant commercial properties in the area. Mr. Galvin also believes,
after talking with several people who have been in the area for quite awhile, that most of the subject property
continues to have a large level of toxicity; the Times property has had no soil cleansing.

Commissioner Eschenfelder asked about the apparent conflict of facts regarding whether or not environmental
mediation has occurred. Ms. Healy stated that the subject property is in full compliance with any of the
environmental laws. Ms. Healy went on to say that the parking in Parcel “A” is not at full capacity and is not
needed, and the plant site would stand on its own (i.e., green space, water retention, adequate parking).

Mr. Galvin stated that the parking in Parcel “A” is the primary lot for employee parking with a smaller lot
behind the Times plant along 13™ Avenue used by the warehouse people. In regards to the green space, 2/3 of
the Parcel “A” has a significant amount of green area and adds livability to the area. He has no issue with
Parcel “B.”

Mr. Kilborn stated that the act of rezoning the property does not waive the property owner from meeting
minimum parking requirements or any other type of land development regulation but simply changes the
classification of the property. If at some point the subject property along 34™ Street is redeveloped, the owner
would have to provide information and data showing that they are still meeting the minimum number of
required parking, the minimum impervious surface ratio requirements as well as the drainage requirements for
the property.

Cross Examination

City Administration and Applicant waived cross examination.

Rebuttal

Mr. Kilborn stated that the implementation of the Land Development Regulations in 2007 really concentrated
many of these districts in a more meaningful pattern so when rezoning inquiries or applications are received by
the City often times the property is isolated, in the middle of a block with no connectivity to surrounding
commercial activity. Staff provides their professional input to those individuals and most times the person will
leave with that information and never file an application. These days the Commission is not seeing those types
of applications; however, with the 34™ Street frontage staff feels that this is one of those cases that warranted
bringing forward and offering some support to rezone to the commercial classification.

Ms. Healy stated that whoever purchases the subject property would have to present their development plan to
the City which, hopefully, will alleviate some of Mr. Galvin’s concerns.
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Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Nolan moved and Commissioner Klein seconded a motion to approve
the Future Land Use Map designation and Official Zoning Map designation request
Jor Parcels “A”’ and “B.”

Commissioner Nolan stated that it seemed to him that the zoning is just catching up to reality.

Commissioner Montanari stated that he plans to approve the motion of both parcels and voiced his agreement
with the applicant with not seeing the subject property as an industrial area anytime in the future and the fact
that this land has been vacant for 45 years speaks to that exemption to LU3.26.a.

Commissioner Eschenfelder stated that if he were to approve, he would approve both Parcel “A” and Parcel
“B.” He understands staff’s justification for splitting their recommendation with respect to Parcel “B” but feels
this would create more problems in the future. However, he can not support the motion because he feels the
City needs to get a grip on redevelopment. He feels that there are a number of sites in the City ripe for
redevelopment that could host commercial/retail but understands this could be more difficult than building on a
piece of raw land (e.g. assembling parcels, demolition, infrastructure enhancements, etc.) When a commercial
development is done on this kind of footprint, he feels that this kills the ‘mom & pop” businesses and will
increase traffic along 34™ Street which is quite congested already, and that he does not feel more commercial
development along 34™ Street is needed. Commissioner Eschenfelder went on to say that if the Times had
marketed the property as industrial, they might have perhaps found an industrial developer and that the City
should give that a try. He is not influenced by the preservation of green space because industrial development
could be more disruptive to the wildlife than commercial development, but he is more influenced by the fact
that industrial land needs to be preserved and while the subject property is not a perfect site he feels that the
entire Times site is ripe for redevelopment if the Times ever decide in the future to move their plant elsewhere,
which is another concern of his.

Commissioner Klein stated that he feels that commercial is perfect for the subject site. Industrial development
could be a lot worse for the area traffic-wise, noise-wise and environmentally-wise. Commissioner Klein went
on to say that he agreed with Commissioner Nolan that the rezoning request is just catching up with reality and
that he did not agree with Commissioner Eschenfelder because he feels that we, the consumers, are putting the
“mom & pop” establishments out of business, not someone else. It supports the motion.

Commission Chair Whiteman stated that he feels urban retail is a better fit than heavy industry on the subject
site and then asked what kind of light industry could be developed that would serve the neighborhood and, if the
motion is approved where would the parking for retail development be located (in front or behind). Mr.
Kilborn responded that light industrial consists primarily of assembly pre-manufactured parts (mechanically or
manually) and in regards to commercial zoning setbacks, CCS allows for a smaller setback of one row/drive
lane with a row of parking in front and the remaining parking located on the side or to the rear.

VOTE: YES - Montanari, Nolan, Klein, Whiteman
NO - Eschenfelder

Motion was approved by a vote of 4 tol.
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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 December 10, 2013
at 4:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File: FLUM-18
Agenda Item #1

According to Planning and Economic Development Department records, no Planning & Visioning Commission
member owns property located within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other possible conflicts should be
declared upon announcement of the item.

APPLICANT/OWNER: Times Publishing Company
490 1% Avenue South
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REPRESENTATIVE: Marilyn Mullen Healy, Esq.
Adams and Reese, LLP
101 East Kennedy Blvd. Ste. 4000
Tampa, FL 33602

SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property, estimated to be 7.32 acres in size, is generally located on the
northeast corner of 34™ Street North and 13" Avenue North.

PIN/LEGAL:

The application includes two (2) parcels from combined portions of four (4) PIN nos.
The subject parcels are detached, constituting two (2) separate pieces. A legal
description and map of the parcels is attached:

“Parcel A”
e 14/31/16/71460/000/0242 (whole)
® 14/31/16/54054/000/0010 (portion of)

City File: FLUM-18
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“Parcel B”
e 14/31/16/71460/000/0180 (portion of)
* 14/31/16/71460/000/0240 (portion of)

REQUEST:

The request is to amend the Future Land Use Map designation for both “Parcel “A” and
“Parcel B” from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use, and the
Official Zoning Map designation for both parcels from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

PURPOSE:
The applicant’s desire is to sell the property for use in a commercial development.
EXISTING USES:

Parcel “A” — vacant, parking lot and stormwater drainage facility.
Parcel “B” — vacant and parking lot.

SURROUNDING EXISTING USES:

The surrounding uses are as follows:

North: Sam’s Club, furniture resale store and a retail shopping center
South: Commercial development along 34™ Street North

East:  St. Petersburg Times Printing and Distribution Centers

West: Commercial development along 34" Street North

ZONING HISTORY:

From 1977 to 2007, the subject property was designated with IP (Industrial Park) zoning.
The current IS (Industrial Suburban) zoning designation has been in place since
September 2007, following implementation of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan, the city-wide
rezoning and update of the City Code Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations
(LDRs).

In 2010, the adjacent properties to the north, requested the same future land use map and
zoning changes being requested by this application. City File FLUM-6 and associated
ordinances (691-L and 719-Z) were adopted on second reading by City Council on May
20, 2010. The adjacent properties were subsequently developed with a Sam’s Club retail
warehouse and an affiliated gas-filling station.

City File: FLUM-18
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APPLICABLE REGULATIONS:

The subject property is estimated to be 7.32 acres, or 318,762 square feet (mol), in size.
“Parcel A” comprises an area of 267,075 square feet or 6.13 acres; “Parcel B” comprises
an area of 51,687 square feet or 1.19 acres. As previously stated, the applicant’s request
is to amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited to Planned
Redevelopment Mixed-Use and rezone from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1 (Corridor
Commercial Suburban).

Development potential under the present IS zoning designation is 207,195 square feet of
light industrial, industrial park or office park use, based on a floor-area-ratio of 0.65.

Development potential under the requested CCS-1 zoning designation is as follows:

1. Single-use residential up to 110 multi-family units, calculated at a density of 15 units
per acre. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A workforce housing density bonus of six (6) units per acre; and
b. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of nine (9) units per acre.

2. Single-use non-residential up to 175,319 square feet by right, calculated at a
maximum floor-area-ratio (FAR) of 0.55. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of 0.2 FAR.

3. Mixed-use residential and non-residential up to 175,319 square feet and not to exceed
110 multi-family units. The following bonuses may be added:
a. A workforce housing bonus of 0.2 FAR; and
b. A transfer of development rights (TDR) bonus of 0.2 FAR.

SPECIAL INFORMATION:

The subject property is located within the boundaries of the North Kenwood
Neighborhood Association.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

As has been described, the 7.32 acre subject property is generally located on the northeast
corner of 34™ Street North and 13™ Avenue North. The vacant subject area is part of a
larger 34 acre (mol) industrial tract owned by the Times Publishing Company. The
Times’ operations on this larger property include newspaper printing and distribution.

While the applicant has indicated that the subject property will be repurposed with non-
residential development, there is no binding commitment or obligation at this time. City
staff’s analysis of the request is based on a review of consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan.

City File: FLUM-18
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The primary issues related to the applicant’s request are the following: 1) consistency of
the requested designations with the established land use and zoning patterns; 2)
commercial corridor redevelopment opportunities; 3) loss of industrial land; 4) traffic
impact; and 5) other level of service considerations.

Land Use and Zoning Consistency

The subject application has been divided into two (2) parcels. “Parcel A” is the larger of
the two (2) parcels totaling 267,075 square feet or 6.13 acres. “Parcel A” has substantial
frontage along 34" Street North. “Parcel B” is the smaller of the two (2) parcels totaling
57,687 s?uare feet or 1.19 acres. “Parcel B” is detached from “Parcel A,” lacks frontage
along 34" Street North and is only accessible from 17" Avenue North.

Action on both “Parcel A” and “Parcel B” would isolate property located at 1601 34™
Street North (PIN no. 14-31-16-71460-000-0171) from the remaining Industrial Limited
Future Land Use Map designation and IS (Industrial Suburban) Official Zoning Map
designation to the east and southeast. For this reason, city staff recommended the
applicant make contact with the registered property owner(s) and invite them to join this
application. Since October 23, 2013, the applicant has made numerous attempts to
contact the registered owner(s), as requested. According to the applicant, each attempt
remains unanswered. This critical piece of property would provide the connectivity that is
necessary for the provision of an orderly land use arrangement. Its exclusion however,
requires city staff to make a split recommendation in support of “Parcel A” and
opposition to “Parcel B”,

Generally, the requested PR-MU Future Land Use Map designation and CCS-1 Official
Zoning Map designation are consistent with existing designations to the north, south and
west. Except for the conditions described in the preceding paragraph, the request is
consistent with Policy LU3.4 of the Comprehensive Plan, which states that “the Land Use
Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition through an orderly land use
arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of physical and natural separators.”

The requested designations are also consistent with Policy LU3.6 which states that /and
planning should weigh heavily the established character of predominantly developed
areas where changes of use or intensity of development are contemplated. The character
of this area of the City is dominated by commercial uses along 34™ Street North, a major
arterial roadway.

City staff believes that the applicant’s request is also consistent with Policy LU3.5, which
states that “the tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the
appropriate use of properties based on their locational characteristics and the goals,
objectives and policies within this Comprehensive Plan.”

City File: FLUM-18
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Commercial Corridor Redevelopment Opportunities

If approved, the applicant’s request will result in new investment and redevelopment
within an existing commercial corridor, which is consistent with the following objectives
and policies from the Comprehensive Plan: Policy LU3.17, which states that ‘‘furure
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;” Objective LU4(2), which states that
“...the City shall provide opportunities for additional commercial development where
appropriate;” Policy LU11.2, which states that “the need for redevelopment should be
assessed based on potential for private investment;” and Objective LU18, which states
that “commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited to
infilling and redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages.”

Loss of Industrial Land

The subject property presently has an Industrial Limited future land use plan designation
and IS (Industrial Suburban) zoning. The purpose and intent of the IS zoning district is to
provide for areas where labor intensive light manufacturing can occur, as well as
corporate headquarters and office uses. As stated previously, the subject area is part of a
larger industrial tract of land owned by Times Publishing, Inc. The City has a limited
amount of industrial land, thus retaining industrially-zoned land aids in keeping the local
economy diversified, improves the tax base, and presents opportunities for high
skill/higher paying employment opportunities.

The requested CCS-1 zoning, however, will not preclude the subject property from being
used for light manufacturing/assembly-type uses. The CCS-1 regulations permit light
manufacturing operations, as well as construction businesses, motor vehicle service &
repair, publishing & printing operations, and fleet-based service businesses.

While policies set forth in the Comprehensive Plan protect and support industrially-zoned
land, in 2004 the City Council adopted Policy LU3.26 which is intended to allow greater
flexibility in evaluating future land use plan amendments involving industrial land uses,
and provide clarity and guidance about when it is appropriate to designate property as
industrial and when it is appropriate to remove an industrial land use designation. Policy
LU3.26.a states that ‘“Plan amendment applications that propose changing
underperforming industrially designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited)
to a non-industrial designation may be favorably considered if one or more of the
Jollowing characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1) vacant or
underutilized land; 2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor quality job creation in
terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or multiplier effects; and 4) chronic
competitive disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infirastructure/accessibility
and other market considerations.

The request to rezone the subject property is consistent with the first criterion, because
the land, which has been zoned industrial since at least 1977, has never been developed.

City File: FLUM-18
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In addition, market considerations affecting the subject site are favorable toward
commercial development because high traffic counts on 34™ Street and the current
commercial development pattern of the corridor.

Traffic Impact

Roadway level of service (LOS) and traffic impacts are discussed in greater detail in the
Impact Section of this report. To summarize, an amendment from Industrial Limited to
Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use will likely result in a net increase of 112 p.m. peak
hour trips; however, such an increase would not have an impact on roadway level of
service.

In summary, City staff concludes that the traffic generated from the proposed
development of the property will not significantly impact the surrounding roadway
network, which is consistent with the following Comprehensive Plan policies:

e Policy LU3.18, which states that 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.

e Policy LUS.3, which states that the Concurrency Management System shall continue
to be implemented to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval
shall be in conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
Jacilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service standards,
concurrent with the impacts of development.

e Policy T1.3, which states that the City shall review the impact of all rezoning
proposals and requests to amend the FLUM on the City's transportation system.
FLUM amendment requests that increase traffic generation potential shall
demonstrate that roadway and/or mass transit capacity are available to
accommodate the additional demand.

e Policy T3.1, which states that all major city, county and state streets, not including
those identified as constrained in the City’s most current concurrency annual
monitoring report shall operate at LOS D or better in the peak hour of vehicular
traffic. Florida Intrastate Highway System facilities shall operate at a LOS that is
consistent with Rule 14-94, FAC.

Other Level of Service (LOS) Considerations

The Level of Service (LLOS) impact section of this report concludes that the requested
Plan change and rezoning will not have a significant negative effect upon the City’s
adopted LOS standards for public services and facilities including schools, potable water,
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sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit, recreation, and stormwater management.
A summary of the potential impact on the City’s public facilities is as follows:

Existing Proposed

Public Facilities Impact Summary Zoning Zoning Net Change

(highest use calculations) (1S) (CCS-1)
Population 20 192 190
School Age Population 1.0 36 35
Potable Water 20,720 gpd 43,830 gpd 23,110 gpd
Sanitary Sewer 10.360 gpd 43.830 gpd 33.470 gpd
Solid Waste 3.0 250 tons/yr 247 tons/yr
Traffic (p.m. peak hour) 127 trips 239 trips 112 trips

Thus, the applicants’ request is consistent with the following three policies due to the fact
that sufficient public facility capacity exists:

e Policy LU2.4, which states that the City may permit higher intensity uses outside of
activity centers only where available infrastructure exists and surrounding uses are
compatible.

e Policy LU3.18, which states that 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.

e Policy LUS5.3, which states that the Concurrency Management System shall continue
to be implemented to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval
shall be in conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
Jacilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service standards,
concurrent with the impacts of development.

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Levels of Service impacts are addressed further in this report. Approval of this land use
change and rezoning request does not guarantee that the subject property will meet the
requirements of Concurrency at the time development permits are requested.
Completion of this land use plan change and rezoning does not guarantee the right
to develop on the subject property. Upon application for site plan review, or
development permits, a full concurrency review will be completed to determine whether

City File: FLUM-18
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or not the proposed development may proceed. The property owner will have to comply
with all laws and ordinances in effect at the time development permits are requested.

RECOMMENDATION:

City staff recommends:

For “Parcel A,” APPROVAL of the request to amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use, and
Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or less intensive use, on the basis that the
request is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the City's
Comprehensive Plan.

For “Parcel B,” DENIAL of the request to amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use, and
Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban), or less intensive use, on the basis that any
decision to approve the request will break existing continuity and create an
isolated industrial property that is inconsistent with the goals, objectives and
policies of the City's Comprehensive Plan.
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RESPONSES TO RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS
TO THE LAND USE PLAN:

Compliance of probable use with goals, objectives, policies and guidelines of the
City's Comprehensive Plan.

The following policies and objectives from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable:

LU2.4

LU3.1.(CX1)

LU3.1.(F)(2)

LU3.4

LU3.5

LU3.6

LU3.7

LU3.17

LU3.18

The City may permit higher intensity uses outside of activity centers only
where available infrastructure exists and surrounding uses are compatible.

Industrial Limited (IL) — allowing a mixture of light industrial, industrial
park and office park uses not to exceed a floor area ratio of 0.65.

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use (MU) - allowing mixed use retail,
office, service and medium density residential uses not to exceed a floor
area ratio of 1.25 and a net residential density of 24 dwelling units per
acre.

The Land Use Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition
through an orderly land use arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of
physical and natural separators.

The tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the
appropriate use of properties based on their locational characteristics and
the goals, objectives and policies within this Comprehensive Plan.

Land planning should weigh heavily the established character of
predominantly developed areas where changes of use or intensity of
development are contemplated.

Land use planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether
existing Land Use Plan boundaries are logically drawn in relation to
existing conditions and expected future conditions.

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.

City File: FLUM-18
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LU3.26.a

LU4(2)

LUS5.3

LUI1.2

LUIS:

T1.3

T3.1

Plan amendment applications that propose changing underperforming
industrially designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a
non-industrial designation may be favorably considered if one or more of
the following characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1)
vacant or underutilized land; 2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor
quality job creation in terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or
multiplier effects; and 4) chronic competitive disadvantages in terms of
location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and other market
considerations.

Commercial — the City shall provide opportunities for additional
commercial development where appropriate.

The Concurrency Management System shall continue to be implemented
to ensure proposed development to be considered for approval shall be in
conformance with existing and planned support facilities and that such
facilities and services be available, at the adopted level of service
standards, concurrent with the impacts of development.

The need for redevelopment should be assessed based on the following
factors; 1) building conditions, 2) socio/economic characteristics, 3) land
to improvement value ratios, 4) non-conforming uses and 5) potential for
private investment.

Commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited
to infilling and redevelopment of existing commercially designated
frontages.

The City shall review the impact of all rezoning proposals and requests to
amend the FLUM on the City’s transportation system. FLUM amendment
requests that increase traffic generation potential shall demonstrate that
transportation capacity is available to accommodate the additional
demand.

All major city, county and state streets, not including those identified as
constrained in the City’s most current concurrency annual monitoring
report shall operate at LOS D or better in the peak hour of vehicular
traffic. Roadway facilities on the State Highway System, Strategic
Intermodal System and Florida Intrastate Highway System and roadway
facilities funded by Florida’s Transportation Regional Incentive Program
shall operate at a LOS that is consistent with Rule 14-94, FAC.

Whether the proposed amendment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or
areas which are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the
Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

City File: FLUM-18
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The proposed amendment will not impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas which
are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

Whether the proposed change would alter population or the population density
pattern and thereby impact residential dwelling units and or public schools.

Under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, a total of 110 multifamily dwelling units could be
developed, calculated at a density of 15 units per acre. Assuming that there are 1.74
persons per multifamily unit, the buildout population is estimated to be 192 persons. The
previous zoning designation of IS does not permit residential development. Therefore,
there are no population or student population figures calculated for the IS zoning district.

The Pinellas County School District estimates that there are 0.32 school age persons per
household. For analysis purposes, under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, it is again assumed
that if the subject site is redeveloped with 110 residential units, it is estimated that the
resident population will include 36 persons (110 units x .32 students per unit) of school
age. The school impact assessment is as follows:

Elementary School Students: 0.15 students per unit x 110 units = 17 elementary students

Middle School Students: 0.07 students per unit x 110 units = 8§ middle school
students

High School Students: 0.1 students per unit x 110 units = 11 high school students

Impact of the proposed amendment upon the following adopted levels of service
(LOS) for public services and facilities including but not limited to: water, sewer,
sanitation, traffic, mass transit, recreation, stormwater management.

The following analysis indicates that the proposed change will not have a significant
impact on the City's adopted levels of service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid
waste, traffic, mass transit, stormwater management and recreation. Should the requested
land use change and rezoning for the subject 7.32 acres be approved, the City has
sufficient capacity to serve the subject property.

WATER

Based on the present IS designation, the maximum demand for potable water is estimated
to be 20,720 gallons per day as follows:

Manufacturing: 207,195 sq. ft. x 0.05 gpd/sq. ft. = 10,350 gallons/day

Corporate/executive/administrative offices: 207,195 sq. ft. x 0.10 gpd/sq. ft. =
20,720 gallons/day

Source: Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study. 2000

City File: FLUM-18
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Under the requested CCS-1 zoning, the maximum demand for potable water could reach
43,830 gallons per day, as follows:

Multifamily development: 192 persons x 125 gpepd = 24,000 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 175,319 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq.
ft. = 43,830 gallons/day

Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan: and Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

In summary, the demand for potable water will increase under the requested CCS-1
zoning. Regardless, the rezoning of the subject property from IS to CCS-1 will not
significantly impact the City's adopted LOS for potable water.

Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region’s
local governments are required to project and submit, on or before February 1 of each
year, the anticipated water demand for the following water year (October 1 through
September 30). TBW is contractually obligated to meet the City’s and other member
governments’ water supply needs. The City’s current potable water demand is 29.00
mgd.

While the City's adopted LOS standard for potable water is 125 gallons per capita per day
(gpced), in 2012 the City's actual gross consumption was approximately 86 gpcd. Reasons
why St. Petersburg's average day demand and gross per capita consumption of potable
water are not increasing, and actually decreasing in some water years, are the
overwhelming success of the City's water conservation program and reclaimed water
program.

WASTEWATER
The subject property will be served by the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility.

Based on the present IS designation, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer is
estimated to be 10,360 gallons per day as follows:

Manufacturing: 207,195 sq. ft. of industrial space x 0.05 gpd/sq. ft. =
10,360 gallons/day

Source: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

Under the requested CCS-1 zoning, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer could reach
43,830 gallons per day, as follows:

Multifamily development: 192 persons x 161 gpcpd = 30,912 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 175,319 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq.
ft. = 43,830 gallons/day

City File: FLUM-18
Page 12



Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County, Water/ Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000,

In summary, since the subject property is currently vacant, any development will increase
demand for service. While there is a potential for increased sanitary sewer demand, the
rezoning of the subject property firom IS to CCS-1 will not significantly impact the City's
adopted LOS for wastewater. In 2012, the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility had an
estimated excess capacity of 9.67 million gallons per day, thus an increase of 43,830 gpd
can easily be processed.

SOLID WASTE

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City. Approval of this request will not
affect the City's ability to provide collection services. The County and the City have the
same designated level of service of 1.3 tons per year per person, while there is no
generation rate for nonresidential uses.

All solid waste disposal is the responsibility of Pinellas County. 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 Plant and
the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities,
Department of Solid Waste Operations; however, they 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. 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 has
approximately 30 years remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans.

Although the subject property is proposed to be developed commercially, the following
calculations reflect solid waste generation for residential development that would be
permitted under the proposed zoning designation. Assuming a population of 192 persons
under the proposed CCS-1 zoning, it is estimated that approximately 250 tons of solid
waste per year may be generated (192 persons x 1.3 tpypp). Such an increase will not
impact the City's adopted LOS for solid waste.

TRAFFIC

Summary of traffic impact (p.m. peak hour trips):
Existing Industrial Limited Plan Category 127
Requested Planned Redevelopment-

Mixed Use Plan Category 239

Existing Conditions

There is one major road with geographic proximity to the subject property, 34™ Street
North, designated as a principal arterial. Based on the Pinellas County MPO's 2013
Level of Service Report, the level of service for 34th Street from 5th Avenue North to
22nd Avenue North is "C." The average annual daily traffic (AADT) is 34,500. The
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peak hour directional traffic is 1,803 and the physical capacity is 2,830; the volume-to-
capacity ratio is 0.64.

Appropriate traffic impact mitigation measures will be determined at the time of site plan
and special exception approval. Review of such development is based on compliance
with a list of criteria that includes on-site or off-site road capacity enhancements,
accommodations for transit, pedestrians and bicyclists, transportation demand
management strategies, traditional design features and site design that minimizes cut-
through traffic on neighborhood streets.

Sources: Pinellas County MPO 2013 Transportation LOS Report. City of St. Petersburg, Comprehensive
Plan,

Trip Generation Under the Existing Industrial Limited and Proposed Planned
Redevelopment-Mixed Use Future Land Use Map Designations

The traffic impact assessment provided here is a “macro” level of service analysis that is
based on the present Industrial Limited designation.

The vehicle trip generation rate under the existing Industrial Limited land use is
approximately 127 p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 178 avg. daily trips per acre of IL land x 7.5 acres = approximately
1,335 avg. daily trips

Step b. 1,335 avg. daily trips x .095 percent = approximately 127 p.m.
peak hour trips

The vehicle trip generation rate under the requested PR-MU land use is approximately
239 p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 335 avg. daily trips per acre of PR-MU land x 7.5 acres =
approximately 2,513 avg. daily trips

Step b. 2,513 avg. daily trips x .095 percent = approximately 239 p.m.
peak hour trips

A Plan change from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use will likely
result in a net increase of 112 p.m. peak hour trips. Such an increase would not have a
significant impact on roadway level of service.

(The traffic analysis presented here is based on the applicable trip generation rates from the City’s Vision
2020 Special Area Plan Update and the Countywide Plan Rules of the Pinellas Planning Council, Table /:
Traffic Generation Characteristics.)
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MASS TRANSIT

The Citywide LOS for mass transit will not be affected. PSTA provides local transit
service along 34™ Street (Route 19) with a 20-minute headway. The LOS for mass transit
is headways less than one hour.

RECREATION

The City's adopted LOS for recreational acreage, which is 9 acres per 1,000 population,
will not be impacted by this proposed rezoning. Under both the existing and proposed
zoning, the LOS citywide will generally remain at 21.9 acres per 1,000 population.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Prior to development of the subject property, site plan approval will be required. At that
time, the stormwater management system for the site will be required to meet all city and
SWFWMD stormwater management criteria. Also, there is an existing stormwater pond
on the subject property that will be relocated and reconfigured to accommodate the
proposed use.

Appropriate and adequate land area sufficient for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion.

The land area is both appropriate and adequate for the anticipated use of the subject
property.

The amount and availability of vacant land or land suitable for redevelopment
shown for similar uses in the City or in contiguous areas.

There are approximately 98 acres of vacant land in the City designated with CCS-1
zoning.

Whether the proposed change is consistent with the established land use pattern.

The proposed Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use land use designation is consistent with
the established land use pattern to the north, south and west.

Whether the existing district boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing
conditions on the property proposed for change.

The existing IS zoning district boundaries are not illogically drawn in relation to existing
conditions.

If the proposed amendment involves a change from a residential to a nonresidential
use, whether more nonresidential land is needed in the propoesed location to provide
services or employment to the residents of the City.

City File: FLUM-18
Page 15



Not applicable, as the present designation is Industrial Limited.

Whether the subject property is located within the 100-year flood plain or Coastal
High Hazard Area as identified in the Coastal Management Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), the subject property is
located in the “X-Zone,” i.e., not in the flood zone. In addition, the tract does not lie
within the CHHA (Coastal High Hazard Area).

Other pertinent information. None
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR “PARCEL A”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE
INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET NORTH,;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET TO
THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED
PARCEL;

BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.98 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 278.50 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°06'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 960.62 FEET TO A
POINT:

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°31'53" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 178.45 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°49'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET TO A
POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE
NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 30.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
90°17'01", A CHORD LENGTH OF 42.53 FEET BEARING NORTH 45°01'55" WEST;

THENCE, NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A DISTANCE
OF 47.27 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 267,075 SQUARE
FEET OR 6.13 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS,
CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED WITHIN THE CHAIN OF
TITLE.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR “PARCEL B”

COMMENCING FOR REFERENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE
INTERSECTION OF 13TH AVENUE NORTH AND 34TH STREET NORTH;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'36" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 958.98 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°55'48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 292.20 FEET TO
THE POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED
PARCEL;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°09'54" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 302.07 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 89°59'21" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.01 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 00°04'15" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 301.91 FEET TO A
POINT;

SAID POINT BEING THE BEGINNING OF A NON TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE
SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 371.97 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 27°2723", A CHORD LENGTH OF 176.55 FEET BEARING SOUTH 43°21'00"
WEST;

THENCE, SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, A DISTANCE
OF 178.25 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE, BEARING NORTH 00°06'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A
POINT;

THENCE, BEARING SOUTH 89°55'48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 29.30 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES CONTAIN AN AREA OF 51,687 SQUARE
FEET OR 1.19 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS,
CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS CONTAINED WITHIN THE CHAIN OF
TITLE.
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PLANNING & ECon
— OMIC DEy,
December 6, 2013 — -—-r*-—-__i’:(_]i%{m

City of St. Petersburg

Planning and Economic Development Department
Municipal Services Center, Eighth Floor

One 4" Street North

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

Re: Future Land Use Plan Change and Related Rezoning
City File FLUM-18
7.5 acres - 34™ Street North and 13" Avenue North
St. Petersburg, Florida

Gentlemen:

We are in receipt of your Notice of Public Hearing scheduled for December 10, 2013 to discuss the application requesting to
amend the Future Land Use Map designation from IL (Industrial Limited) to PR-MU (Planned Redevelopment-Mixed-Use),
and the Official Zoning Map designation from IS (Industrial Suburban) to CCS-! (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other
less intensive use.

According to the aerial you provided and our aerial photograph attached, this area is adjacent to an industry spur track. We
have concems regarding the development of properties next to any operating track. Safety is CSX’s number one priority and
the addition of developments adjacent to active railroad tracks raises cause for concern.

Additionally, it has been CSX’s experience that residents near active railroad tracks are often unhappy with the associated noise
of rail operations. Trains may use the tracks 24 hours a day, and the number and schedule of trains can change at any time due
to business needs and many other factors. Furthermore, the inherent vibration and noise from passing trains should be taken
into account regarding any new development.

Should the City approve the zoning for this property, we ask that a 50 foot buffer be established between any development and
the rail right of way in addition to fencing the common property line between the operating track and any development.

We appreciate the opportunity to express our objections and concerns, and request that you enter our comments into the public
record.

Sincerely,

Attachment






COUNCIL AGENDA
NEW BUSINESS ITEM

TO: Members of City Council
DATE: March 14, 2014
COUNCIL DATE: April 3,2014

RE: Referral to the Public Services & Infrastructure (PS&I) Committee

ACTION DESIRED:

Respectfully requesting to refer to the PS&I Committee a request that the St. Petersburg
City Council honor all of our fallen officers by having a moment of silence and showing
a photo of the officer at the Council meeting that is the closest to the anniversary of their
passing.

Steve Kornell, Council Member
District 5




COUNCIL AGENDA
NEW BUSINESS ITEM

TO: Members of City Council
DATE: March 21, 2014
COUNCIL DATE: April 3,2014

RE: Cars, Bikes and Mopeds — How Do We Increase Safety?

ACTION DESIRED:

Respectfully requesting Administration have Joe Kubicki attend a Public, Services and
Infrastructure Committee meeting to begin a discussion on what steps should be taken to
improve traffic safety for all.

RATIONALE:

St. Petersburg continues to have many accidents each week caused by a combination of cars,
bikes and mopeds not taking reasonable steps to reduce the risk of accidents.

Karl Nurse
Council Member




City of St. Petersburg
Youth Services Committee Report
Thursday, March 20, 2014
8:30 a.m.

Room 100

Members and Alternates: Councilmembers Amy Foster (Chair), Bill Dudley, Charlie Gerdes,
and Karl Nurse; Alternate — Steve Kornell

Support Staff: Mike Jefferis, Parks and Recreation Director

A. Call to Order and Roll Call — Councilmember Amy Foster, Committee Chair
The meeting was called to order by Chair Foster. City Councilmembers in attendance
were Amy Foster, Bill Dudley, Charlie Gerdes, Karl Nurse, Steve Kornell, and Wengay
Newton.

B. Election of Committee Vice-Chair — Committee members unanimously voted to elect
Councilmember Charlie Gerdes as Vice-Chair of the Youth Services Committee.

C. Approval of minutes for Youth Services Committee — January 23, 2014
The minutes for the meeting of January 23, 2014 were approved as submitted.

D. Agenda Items

1. Presentation from YouthBuild representative Jeanette Gemmer — Jeanette Gemmer,
Special Projects Coordinator and Jessica Hurley, Youth Specialist, both with Career
Source Pinellas, gave an overview of the Tampa Bay YouthBuild program. They
indicated that the program invites 17-24 year old participants to develop the skills
and knowledge needed to gain meaningful employment in the construction industry.
The YouthBuild program curriculum consists of many components including mental
toughness, education and construction training, employability skills training,
assistance with job search, leadership development, and community service.
Jeanette also indicated that she is working with the City’s N-Team to develop a
partnership that will help improve properties in the city and provide the YouthBuild
participants with additional real-world experiences.

2. Update on civil citation/youth arrest research by Committee Chair Foster — Chair
Foster gave a presentation detailing the civil citation/youth arrest data she had
gathered from the St. Petersburg Police Department, Pinellas County Sheriff, and
Pinellas County Schools. She described the youth arrest record processing contract
the City of Clearwater currently has with the Sheriff’s office. The committee
discussed ways to improve our current process; several ideas were generated.
Council will work with administration to hone the City’s process.



3. Carrera/Juvenile Welfare Board Update by Committee Chair Foster — Chair Foster
shared the information she gathered related to the JWB decision not to continue the
Carrera Program. She shared that the Carrera Program had not performed as
expected and that the cost per participant had exceeded $20,000. She also shared
that JWB had prepared a detailed transition plan for the current participants.

E. Next Meeting Date — April 17, 2014

F. Adjournment — Meeting was adjourned at 9:55 a.m.



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE

Committee Report for March 27, 2014

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 I, Budget Department
Linda Livingston, Accountant Ill, Finance Department

Call to Order

Approval of Agenda-Approved

1. New / Deferred Business
a. FY 13 External Audit Report

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, introduced Laura Krueger Brock from Mayer
Hoffman McCann P.C for the presentation to the Budget, Finance and Taxation
Committee on the results of Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for Fiscal
Year 2013 (CAFR). The presentation included the 2013 Scope of Services
results, government wide revenues and expenses, the significant revenue
sources affected by the economy, the General Fund Balance report, the
enterprise funds report, the General Fund subsidies update, the Federal and
State Programs tested and the upcoming GASB statements. Mayer Hoffmann
McCann P.C. reported that there were no prior year comments or current year
comments regarding control deficiencies and management. The FY 2013
Adopted Budget was reported at $437.7 million for all funds, excluding internal
services funds and dependent districts. This is an increase of $11.7 million or
2.5% from the FY 12 Adopted Budget.

3. Continued Business / Deferred Business — None
4. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues

1. April 10,2014
a. Fund Balance Target Update (Tom Greene)

2. April 24, 2014
a. Procurement Code (Louis Moore)
b. Port Business Plan Update (Dave Metz/Walter Miller)

3. May 8, 2014
a. 2" Quarter Financial and Budget Report (Fritz/Greene)

4. May 22, 2014
a. 2" Quarter Grants Report (Greene/Ojah Maharaj)

5.  Adjournment — Meeting adjourned at 8:50 am



City of St. Petersburg

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Meeting of March 27, 2014 — 9:15 a.m.
City Hall, Room 100

Members: Chair Bill Dudley,

Council Members: Wengay Newton (arrived at 9:45 a.m.)and Darden Rice

Alternate(s): Jim Kennedy

Support Staff:  Ken Betz, primary staff support; Brian Campbell, backup staff support

Others Present:

Council Members Foster, Nurse, and Gerdes; Mark Winn, Gary Cornwell, Joe Kubicki, Dave
Goodwin, and Cathy Davis

Call to Order and Roll Call — 9:18 a.m.
Approval of Agenda (3 -0)

Approval of Minutes

1. Minutes of March 13, 2014 (3 - 0)
New Business

1. March 27, 2014

a. Unimproved Alleys Goodwin

Opening Discussion and Presentation

Chair Dudley introduced Council Member Nurse who initiated the subject of Unimproved Alleys.
Council Member Nurse gave a brief overview of the problem of overgrown, narrow (10 feet or less)
alleys. He asked for suggestions to eliminate these areas by the possibility of moving residents’
fences back to back to eliminate the alleys.

Dave Goodwin spoke on the complexity of the topic and explained there are 57 alleys that are 10
feet in width or less throughout the City. He also spoke about the option of vacation with 51% of
property owners in agreement. If vacated, an easement must be put into place with 100% of
property owner approval, by the time consuming and generally unsuccessful process of having
each individual property owner sign an easement agreement. Most all of the alleys contain
underground utilities thus requiring an easement to replace any vacated ROW. If easement
signatures from every property owner are not obtained the ROW vacation expires.

Committee and Staff Discussion

Mark Winn explained the City has the right to the right-of-way, but the City may not have the right
to retain a utility if the ROW is vacated, unless a written utility easement is established. He is
continuing to do research on how other local governments nationwide meet the challenge of
vacating unimproved alleys. He also suggested that the solutions proposed could be discussed in
neighborhood association meetings to help address the problem.



Council Member Gerdes asked if the City could fund a capital program to clean the alleys one
time, and, from that point, it would be the property owners’ responsibility to maintain the alleys. He
feels the homeowners need an incentive to take part in maintaining these areas.

Council Member Nurse recommended that where there are alleys 10 feet or less, there can be an
agreement between residents to move their fences.

Council Member Rice questioned if the alleys needed lighting and if the City could install fences at
the residents’ expense.

Motion was made for City staff to draft a pilot program in designated neighborhoods to evaluate
the feasibility and time constraints of this topic. Motion passed (4 — 0).
b. Pedal Pub Dudley

Opening Discussion and Presentation

Chair Dudley introduced Christa Bertelson, Manager of the St. Petersburg Pedal Pub, who gave
an update on the Pedal Pub and to make a request for customers to be allowed adult beverages
(beer and wine) while riding on the Pedal Pub. She gave examples of Sanford and Daytona
Beach where beer and wine are allowed on the Pedal Pubs. She feels they cannot be successful
without allowing drinking on board, and she said that the company would be willing to endure the
costs of added liability.

Committee and Staff Discussion

Council Member Newton questioned the City’s liability and if there had been any complaints to the
Police.

Council Member Kennedy questioned if alcohol was permitted on board, would it be the Pedal
Pub’s responsibility to manage customer behavior. Ms. Bertelson responded that it would be Pedal
Pub’s responsibility to manager customer behavior and staff has been trained on the same subject.

Council Member Gerdes questioned if the number of drinks brought on to the Pedal Pub could be
limited.

Council Member Rice discussed the route for the Pedal Pub.

Motion was made to have Legal investigate the ordinance which would allow beer and wine to be
brought on board the Pedal Pub and to have the Police Department and Transportation
Department involved in this ordinance. Motion passed (4 — 0).

Next Meetings

1. April 10, 2014

a. Vertical Elements on Central Avenue Bulbouts Kubicki
b. 2013 Municipal Equality Index Rating Kornell

Adjournment. Meeting Adjourned at 10:15 am.



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Housing Services Committee Report
Council Meeting of April 3, 2014
TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: Housing Services Committee: Karl Nurse, Committee Chair, Wengay Newton,
Committee Vice-Chair, Steve Cornell, Councilmember, Charlie Gerdes,
Councilmember, Darden Rice, Alternate
RE: Housing Services Committee Meeting of March 27, 2014

New Business:

Discussion of Housing Strategies, Mike Dove, Neighborhood Affairs Administrator

Mr. Dove began the discussion by stating that the work done to date is a work in process, and
represented where he is today in his research, discussed his approach which included data needs,
interviews, assumptions, declining public dollars, making the most of public resources, building
around assets, strengths and activity, and his findings to date. During his focus he arrived at what is
called needed data of which there were strengths and weaknesses. Some of the weaknesses
included boarded/vacant, condemned, vacant land, foreclosures, values that are too low for
investment. Some of the strengths include, homestead properties, schools, parks, areas with
investment, business districts, ongoing rehabilitation activity, new construction, landmarks, and
City investments.

Chair Nurse introduced him to a number of people so he began interviewing housing providers in
order to make some assumptions. He would like to make the most use of public dollars. He
discussed the proposed Southside CRA Area on a map with many overlays which depicted
scenarios, and discussed that the area has the majority of vacant and boarded properties. The map
also reflected a high concentration of homestead properties. Palmetto Park was discussed as of a
neighborhood that is in the middle of many assets, but has boarded properties.

Mr. Dove intends to create an online database in which the following would be found:
e Intranet to be available via the Internet
e Currently missing Rehabilitation
e Some of the Landmarks/Assets

Mr. Dove discussed the City’s Housing Programs and the following:
¢ Review all assumptions about our existing programs that includes:
o What are other cities doing?
Too many strategies
Cost to build
Amount of Down-payment
Rehabilitations
Emergency Repairs
Roofs

O O O O O O
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o Rehabilitations vs. buying another house
e Prioritize Demolitions
e Examine area around each asset
e Future programs for Police In Neighborhoods and Teacher A+ Programs

Mr. Dove provided a summary of activities and assumptions at this point which includes:
Continue funding for Rebates Program

Creation of a Rental Rehabilitation Program
Review all current housing programs

Speed up Demolitions with a system to prioritize
Try to acquire more properties by pursuing liens
Expand the N-Team projects

Seek more Housing Funding from external sources
Recruit more private sector involvement

Recruit more non-profit partners

How are we marketing for housing

There were discussions and questions by the Committee about the study and proposed direction in
which Mr. Dove would like to take housing. Chair Nurse commented that the proposed incentives
will encourage development in neighborhoods.

Council Chair Dudley discussed the possibility of building tract housing similar to what was
constructed during World War Il. Mr. Dove responded that the City does not have large tracts of
land available.

Chair Nurse discussed construction activity that is ongoing in the City and having met a builder
who was doing work in Uptown, and another who was developing the Rutland Estate.

Vice-Chair Newton discussed the foreclosed/homestead properties. Mr. Dove responded that the
data that has been developed can target those properties that are homestead and those that are going
through the foreclosure process.

Todd Yost, Director of Codes Compliance discussed the foreclosure registry and that he will bring
back an update of the foreclosure properties at a future meeting.

Vice-Chair Newton suggested adding the QRC Code to vacant and boarded properties so that
investors who are interested in the properties may have the information readily available.

Councilmember Rice stated that she was impressed with the flowchart and mapping tool and felt
that it was useful to show neighborhood leaders.

Councilmember Gerdes discussed that assumptions are critical in planning the future course of
housing as young people rather rent than purchase a home. They would like to leave when they
want and not risk foreclosure. He suggested that Administration may want to look at assisting in the
development of rental apartments. He fully supports rehabilitating homes but believes we need to
think about how to leverage and explore this new paradigm.
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Chair Nurse discussed the Property Assessed Clean Energy; (PACE) that was recently implemented
by Pinellas County and that in its current state is primarily for commercial properties.

Action: No action taken.

Update of NSP-1 & NSP-3, Stephanie Lampe, Sr. Housing Development Coordinator

Ms. Lampe provided an update of the status of the Neighborhood Stabilization Programs 1 and 3.
She reported that the City has met the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD’s) timeliness requirements effective March 24, 2014, and is now in compliance. She
discussed that the City is using program income from NSP-1 to move forward with strategically
pulling properties from the land bank to develop. She discussed that there are currently 12 homes
that have been renovated or reconstructed, six (6) are currently under construction with four (4)
substantially completed.

Vice-Chair Newton asked about the item to come before City Council on April 3, 2014 in reference
to the sale of a home located at 1015 40™ Street South in which a City employee has contracted to
purchase a NSP-3 home. Ms. Lampe responded that it is a Federal requirement to disclose this
information and seek approval from City Council and to also seek approval from HUD.

Chair Nurse briefly discussed that an investor who bought over 130 properties in the City has sold
70 properties from its inventory that should soon be rehabilitated.

Action: No action taken.
Next meeting: To be held April 24, 2014.
Topics:

Update of the NSP-1 and NSP-3 Programs
Other topics to be decided upon at a later date

Committee Members

Karl Nurse, Chair

Wengay Newton, Vice-Chair

Steve Kornell, Councilmember

Charlie Gerdes, Councilmember

Darden Rice, Councilmember (Alternate)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Legal Iitem
TO: The Honorable William “Bill” Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council
FROM: Macall Dyer, Assistant City Attorne@
Thru: Jacqueline M. Kovilaritch, Assistant City AttorneyW
Date: Meeting of April 3, 2014
RE: A/E Agreement with Firms providing Miscellaneous Architect and Engineering Services

The Engineering and Capital Improvements Department periodically issues a request for qualifications (“RFQ”)
in accordance with the requirements set forth in Florida Statute §287.055 (the Consultants’ Competitive
Negotiation Act) to engage the most qualified firms to provide miscellaneous architect and engineering
services for the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”). Following the selection of the most qualified firms
pursuant to the RFQ evaluation process, such firms are required to execute an architect/engineering
agreement (“A/E Agreement”) with the City.

From time to time the City issues task orders to such firms to perform miscellaneous architect/engineering
services in accordance with the A/E Agreement. Such miscellaneous architect/engineering services include but
are not limited to services for airport projects, environmental services, marina and port projects, stormwater
projects, and potable water, wastewater and/or reclaimed water projects.

The City Attorney’s Office recently drafted proposed revisions to the A/E Agreement to add a provision
addressing a change in public records laws and it also modified certain sections of the A/E Agreement to
provide efficiencies in project and contract management. Currently, firms have to send the City written notice
requesting renewals to the agreement. The term section has been revised to allow the A/E Agreement to
automatically renew for successive one (1) year periods unless either the City or the firm sends the other a
notice of non-renewal at least thirty (30) days prior to the expiration of the then current term; provided, that
if the A/E Agreement has not previously expired, it shall expire no later than the end of the third renewal term
(i.e., four (4) years after the execution date of the A/E) unless the firm is providing project services pursuant to
a task order issued prior to the expiration of the A/E Agreement (in which case it shall expire upon the
completion of the task order).

The definition of task order was revised and a subsection was added to the contract adjustments section to
clarify that each project requires a separate task order and that an amendment to a task order cannot add a
new project or substitute a project. Lastly, a few other non-substantive changes were made for clarification
purposes.

The City Attorney’s Office recommends that all firms providing miscellaneous architect/engineering services
execute this revised A/E Agreement.

191437



Resolution No. 2014

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE A REVISED ARCHITECT/ENGINEERING AGREEMENT AND
ALL OTHER NECESSARY DOCUMENTS WITH FIRMS PROVIDING
MISCELLANEOUS ARCHITECT/ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR THE CITY
OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, the Engineering and Capital Improvements Department periodically issues a request
for qualifications (“RFQ”) in accordance with the requirements set forth in Florida Statute §287.055 (the
Consultants’ Competitive Negotiation Act) to engage the most qualified firms to provide miscellaneous
architect and engineering services for the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”); and

WHEREAS, following the selection of the most qualified firms pursuant to the RFQ evaluation
process, such firms are required to execute an architect/engineering agreement (“A/E Agreement”) with
the City; and

WHEREAS, from time to time the City issues task orders to such firms to perform miscellaneous
architect/engineering services in accordance with the A/E Agreement; and

WHEREAS, such miscellaneous architect/engineering services include but are not limited to
services for airport projects, environmental services, marina and port projects, stormwater projects, and
potable water, wastewater and/or reclaimed water projects; and

WHEREAS, the City Attorney’s Office recommends revisions to the A/E Agreement to add a
provision addressing a change in public records laws and to modify certain provisions to provide for
efficiencies in project management; and

WHEREAS, the City Attorney’s Office also recommends that all firms providing miscellaneous
architect/engineering services execute this revised A/E 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 execute the revised architect/engineering agreement
approved by the City Attorney’s Office and all other necessary documents with the firms providing
miscellaneous architect/engineering services for the City.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Content:
) /é/

City Attorney (Designee)




SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of April 3, 2014

To: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Premier Magnesia, LL.C, a sole source
supplier, for wastewater odor control services for the Water Resources Department at an estimated
annual cost of $600,000.

Explanation: On June 20, 2013 City Council approved a one-year agreement with Premier
Magnesia, LL.C. Under the renewal of confract clause, the City reserves the right to extend the
contract for three one-year periods if mutually agreeable. This is the first renewal.

The vendor provides chemicals and equipment for injection of Thioguard® (Magnesium Hydroxide)
into the city's water reclamation process to control odors caused by hydrogen sulfide. Hydrogen
sulfide is one of the major causes of undesirable odors and corrosion in the wastewater facilities.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Water Resources Department,
recommends renewal:

Premier Magnesia, LLC..........c.c.coivie i e .. .. $600,000
(Approximately 248,960 gal. @ $2.41)

The vendor has agreed to hold the terms and conditions of their bid dated May 9, 2013.
Administration recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the vendor’s past satisfactory

performance and demonstrated ability to comply with the terms and conditions of the contract. The
renewal will be effective through June 30, 2015 and will be binding only for actual quantities ordered.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds are available in the Water Resources Operating
Fund (4001), Water Lift Station Maintenance (4202205},

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

A

Administrative m, N Budget




A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST
ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTION TO THE
AGREEMENT  (BLANKET AGREEMENT)
WITH PREMIER MAGNESIA, LLC (A SOLE
SOURCE SUPPLIER) FOR WASTEWATER
ODOR CONTROL SERVICES FOR THE WATER
RESOURCES DEPARTMENT AT AN
ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO
EXCEED  $600,000; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on June 20, 2013 Premier Magnesia, LLC (“Premier”) was declared
to be a sole source supplier for wastewater odor control services for the Water Resources
Department; and

WHEREAS, on June 20, 2013 City Council approved a one-year agreement
(Blanket Agreement) with three one-year renewals options to Premier; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the first one-year renewal option to the
Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Vendor has agreed to hold the terms and conditions firm under
their bid dated May 9, 2013; 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, the first one-year renewal option to the Agreement (Blanket Agreement)
with Premier Magnesia, LLC for wastewater odor control services for the Water Resources
Department at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $600,000 is hereby approved and the
Mayor or the Mayor's designee is authorized to execute all necessary documents to effectuate
this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through
June 30, 2015.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

f

City Attorney {Designee)




SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of April 3, 2014

To: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Accepting a bid from TankRehab.com, LLC to repair and paint water storage tanks for
the Water Resources Department at a total cost of $403,950.00. (Engineering Project
No0.13016-121; Oracle Project No.14472); Approving a supplemental appropriation in the
amount of $425,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects
Fund (4003) to the COS Tank Painting & Repair FY14 Project (14472), and providing an
effective date. ‘

Explanation: The Procurement Department received seven bids for repairing and painting
steel potable water tanks, including the Crescent Lake Elevated Storage Tank, Oberly Pumping
Station Storage Tanks 1 and 2, Washington Terrace Pumping Storage Station Tank 3, and the
Cosme Water Treatment Plant Surge Tank. The contractor will provide all labor, material,
equipment and services necessary to perform mechanical repairs, surface preparation, and
repainting of corroded steel surfaces and brackets with suitable coating materials approved for
use in potable water systems. Work includes coordination with Water Resources Department
operating requirements, mobilization, providing necessary ventilation and personnel protection
for confined space work and elevated tank work, containment and removal of debris, and final
site cleanup.

Work on the riveted steel Crescent Lake Elevated Storage Tank will include replacing corroded
internal wall support rods and roof attachment brackets. Work includes surface preparation and
repainting of the exterior roof and entire tank interior. Work does not include repainting the
mural depicting the ocean on the sides and bottom of the tank, or lettering on the riser pipe.

Work on the Oberly Pumping Station Storage Tanks 1 and 2 and Washington Terrace Pumping
Station Storage Tank 3 includes repair of corroded interior roof support brackets, corroded
upper tank walls, and repainting the entire interior of the tanks. Work on the Washington
Terrace Tank 3 also includes spot repainting of selected exterior spot corrosion areas.

Work on the Cosme Water Treatment Plant Surge Tank includes surface preparation and
repainting the entire tank interior, and spot preparation and repainting selected exterior roof
corrosion areas.

The contractor will begin work approximately ten (10) days from Notice to Proceed and is
scheduled to complete work within three hundred thirty (330) consecutive calendar days
thereafter.

Bids were opened on February 20, 2014 and are tabulated as follows:

Bidder Bid Amount
TankRehab.com, LLC (Jacksonville, FL) $403,950.00
Utility Service Co., Inc dba USC, Inc. (Perry, GA) $406,213.90
Pittsburg Tank & Tower Co., Inc (Henderson, KY) ~ $536,882.00
Southern Road & Bridge, LLC (Tarpon Springs, FL) $568,300.00
Royal Bridge, Inc. (Tarpon Springs, FL) $667,585.00
TMI Coatings, Inc. (St. Paul, MN) $754,450.00
Razorback, LLC (Tarpon Springs, FL) $758,765.00



Repair and Paint Water Storage Tanks
April 3, 2014
Page 2

TankRehab.com, LLC, the lowest responsive and responsible bidder has met the requirements
of Bid No. 7609 dated January 14, 2014. They have satisfactorily performed similar services for
the City of Bonita Springs Utility, Nassau County, and St. Johns County Utility Department in the
past. References have been checked and are acceptable. The Principal of the firm is Tom
Donovan, Manager.

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this contract fo TankRehab.com,
.LC, in the amount of $403,950.00; approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of
$425,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund
(4003) to the COS Tank Painting & Repair FY14 Project (14472); and providing an effective
date.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds will be available following a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $425000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water
Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003) to the COS Tank Painting & Repair FY14 Project
(14472).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

Budget




A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND APPROVING
THE AWARD OF AN AGREEMENT TO TANKREHAB.COM,
LLC TO REPAIR AND PAINT WATER STORAGE TANKS
(PROJECT NO. 13016-121) FOR THE WATER RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$403,950; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; APPROVING A
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN THE AMOUNT OF
$425,00 FROM THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE
WATER RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (4003) TO
THE COS TANK PAINTING & REPAIR FY14 PROJECT
(14472); AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received seven
bids for repairing and painting water storage tanks for the Water Resources Department (Project
13016-121) pursuant to Bid No. 7609 dated January 14, 2014; and

WHEREAS, TankRehab.com, LLC has met the requirements of Bid No. 7609;
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
TankRehab.com, LLC to repair and paint water storage tanks for the Water Resources
Department (Project 13016-121) at a total cost not to exceed $403,950 is hereby approved and
the Mayor or Mayor's Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate
this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the following supplemental appropriation for
Fiscal Year 2014 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects
Fund (4003) is hereby approved:

Water Resources Capital Projects Fund {4003)
COS Tank Painting & Repair FY14 Project (14472) $425,000

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee) Budget




SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of April 3, 2014

To: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Approving an increase in the allocation for polymer in the amount of $180,000 which increases
the total authorized allocation amount to $480,000.

Explanation: On August 2, 2012, Council approved a two-year contract for polymer that is used at the
Northeast, Northwest, Southeast and Southwest Water Reclamation facilities with Polydyne, Inc. and
BASF Corporation. The polymer is used to dewater wastewater sludge for hauling and land application.

The water reclamation facilities are using more product than criginally estimated for several reasons:

1. Two new screw presses were purchased at the Northeast facility that uses liguid polymer. The
presses are going through performance testing and various changes to the biosolids digestion
process using various polymers in an effort {o find the optimum operational process.

2. The water reclamation facilities are utilizing more polymer to reduce the number of trailer loads to
offset the higher hauling costs.

3. Five digesters at three water reclamation faciliies are in need of repair or replacement.
Approximately six million gallons of liquid sludge will need to be emptied prior to work being
started. This will require additionat polymer to dewater the sludge.

The Procurement Department in cooperation with the Water Resources Department, recommends
increasing the allocation;

POIYITIBE 1.ttt e e e ne s . $480,000
Original Contract Sum $300,000
increased Allocation 180.000
Revised Contract Sum $480,000

The agreement is effective through October 31, 2014 and has two one-year renewal options.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Water
Resources Operating Fund (4001), Water Reclamation accounts (4202169, 4202173, 4202177 and
4202181).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

WM W\&c\\)

inistrative B dget




A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INCREASE
IN THE ALLOCATION FOR THE PURCHASE
OF POLYMER IN THE AMOUNT OF $180,000
FOR A REVISED TOTAL COST NOT TO
EXCEED $480,000; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on August 2, 2012, City Council approved two-year agreements
(Blanket Agreements) with two one-year renewal options to BASF Corporation and Polydyne,
Inc. for the purchase of polymer for the Water Resources Department pursuant to Bid No. 7271
dated March 19, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the water reclamation facilities are using more product than
originally estimated; and

WIHEREAS, an increase in the allocation of funds for the purchase of polymer is
needed; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Water Resources Department, recommends approval of this increase,

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that an increase in the allocation for polymer in the amount of $180,000
for a revised total cost not to exceed $480,000 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:

bt

City Attorney fDeé@nee)




SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of April 3, 2014

To: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Approving the purchase of a cycad collection from Dr. U.A. Young Estate, a sole
source supplier, for the Parks & Recreation Department at a total cost of $125,000.

Explanation: The Dr. U.A. Young Estate will provide a collection of approximately 200 cycad
plants. This cycad collection is the largest private collection in Florida and includes some of the
rarest and oldest living plants in the world. Most of the cycads in the collection are on the
Endangered Species List and some are no longer legally obtainable from the wild. Cycads are
on the “Florida Friendly” plant list and are low maintenance, drought tolerant, have very long life
spans, and are resistant to disease, pests, and hurricanes. The majority of the cycads will be
installed at the Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum. The rare species and those with the greatest
monetary value will be installed at Sunken Gardens.

The Procurement Department in cooperation with the Parks & Recreation Department,
recommends approval:

Dr. UA. Young Estate..................oll $125,000

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 o 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 Weeki
Wachee Capital Projects Fund (3041), Dr. U.A. Young Cycad Collection Project (14467).

Attachments: Sole Source (2 pages)
Resolution

Approvals:

%.%szee,

Administrative




Cily of 81, Petersburg

Sole Source Request
Procurement & Supply Management

Department; Parks & Recreation Requisition No,
Check One; X Sole Source Proprietary Specifications
Proposed Vendor: Dr. U.A. Young Estate

Estimated Total Cost: $125,000

Description of Items (or Services) to be purchased:

This cycad collection is being purchased from the private estate of Dr. U.A. Young.
Approximately 200 plants are included in this collection. Most of the cycads are on the
Endangered Species List and some are no longer legally obtainable from the wild.

Purpose of Function of items:

This cycad collection is the largest private, rare collection in Florida and includes some of
the rarest and oldest living plants on earth, Cycads are on the “Florida Friendly” plant iist
and are jow maintenance, drought tolerant, have very long life spans, and are resistant to
disease, pests, and hurricanes. They are among the most sought after plants for botanical
gardens, public plantings, and private coliectors. The majority of the cycads will be
installed at the Gizella Kopsick Paim Arboretum. The rare species and those with the
greatest monetary value will be installed at Sunken Gardens, It is anticipated that the
purchase of this cycad collection will foster tourism with international horticultural
enthusiasts and enhance the reputation of the City's nationally recognized waterfront parks
system. In 2012, tours of the Palm Arboretum were conducted for visitors from Germany,
Canada, France, Singapore, Columbia, Finland, South Africa, Great Britain, and Japan.

Justification for Sole Source of Proprietary specification:

This cycad collection is being purchased from the private estate of Dr, U.A, Young. In
accordance with Administrative Policy #050300, E.2.e, the cycads are considered used
items and are subject to immediate sale.
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| hereby certify that in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the City of St. Petersburg
Procurement Code, | 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, | 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 commaodities or
services.

M/f%/ 221/

Department ngeétor Date
Skie ¥ holoes 2/27 /14
Administpator/Chief Date
NP 4
2014 %ﬂm /21
Louls Moore, Director Date f {

Procurement & Supply Managemeant
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Resolution No.

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE DR. U.A.
YOUNG ESTATE TO BE A SOLE SOURCE
SUPPLIER OF A  COLLECTION OF
APPROXIMATELY 200 CYCAD TREES;
APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF THE
CYCAD COLLECTION TO BE PLANTED IN
THE GIZELLA KOPSICK ARBORETUM AND
SUNKEN GARDENS AT A TOTAL COST NOT
TO EXCEED §$125,000; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE
ALL  DOCUMENTS  NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Dr. U.A. Young is the only provider of a collection of
approximately 200 unique cycad trees to be planted in the Gizella Kopsick Arboretum and
Sunken Gardens; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-241(d) of the City Code provides requirements for sole
source procurement; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Parks and Recreation Department, recommends approval of this purchase from the Dr.
U.A. Young Estate as a sole source supplier; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has prepared a written statement to the
City Council certifying the condition and circumstances of the sole source purchase; and

WHEREAS, on January 23, 2014, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida has previously authorized the expenditure of Weeki Wachee Funds for the purchase of
the cycad collection.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the Dr, U.A. Young Estate is a sole source supplier for a collection of
approximately 200 unique cycad trees to be planted in the Gizella Kopsick Arboretum and
Sunken Gardens; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the purchase of the cycad collection from the
Dr. U.A. Young Estate at a total cost not to exceed $125,000.00 is hereby approved and the
Mayor or his 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 Content:

pNQLL

City Attorney {Désignee)




SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of April 3, 2014

To: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

Subject: Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Leidos, Inc. f/k/a Science Applications
International Corporation for post-disaster debris compliance monitoring services.

Explanation: On April 19, 2012 City Council approved a two-year agreement with Leidos, Inc.
fik/a Science Applications International Corporation. 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 will provide, if needed, post-disaster debris removal monitoring services under the
city’s direction to ensure full comphance with environmental regulations and Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) requirements. Services include compiiance monitoring of
contractors' truck weights as well as size and type of debris removed. In addition, the vendor
may provide disaster recovery technical support including assistance with documentation and
funds recovery from the State of Florida and the FEMA Public Assistance Program, as
applicable for eligible work. There is no cost to the city until an authorized request for service
after an actual emergency.

The Procurement Department recommends for renewat:
Leidos, Inc.

The vendor has agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and conditions of Pasco County
Board of Commissioners Contract #10-022 dated, February 23, 2010. Administration
recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the vendor’s ability to comply with the terms
and conditions of the contract and no requested increase in the unit prices. The renewal will be
effective through June 5, 2015 and will be binding only for actual services rendered.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds will be obtained through the appropriate
department's budget. In the event additional funds are needed, a supplemental appropriation
will be requested from Council.

Attachments: Resolution

Approvais:

Admmast -atiye VBudget




A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST
ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTION TO THE
AGREEMENT  (BLANKET  AGREEMENT)
WITH LEIDOS, INC. F/K/A SCIENCE
APPLICATIONS INTERNATIONAL
CORPORATION FOR POST-DISASTER
DEBRIS COMPLIANCE MONITORING
SERVICES FOR WHICH ACTUAL COST TO
THE CITY WILL APPLY ONLY UPON AN
AUTHORIZED REQUEST FOR SERVICES
AFTER AN EMERGENCY; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR MAYOR'S DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on April 19, 2012, City Council approved the award of a two-year
agreement (Blanket Agreement) with two one-year renewal options to Leidos, Inc. f/k/a Science
Applications International Corporation (“Vendor”) for post-disaster debris compliance
monitoring services utilizing the City of Pasco County Board of Commissioners Contract #10-
022; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the first one-year renewal option to the
Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Vendor has agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and
conditions of Pasco County Board of Commissioners Contract #10-022; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management 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 (Blanket
Agreement) with Leidos, Inc, f/k/a Science Applications International Corporation for post-
disaster debris compliance monitoring services for which actual cost to the City will apply only
upon an authorized request for services after an emergency 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 June 35,
2015,

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designec)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of April 3, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to sell a City-owned property
in accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development,
and Section 2301(d)(2) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 located at 1015 - 40th
Street South, St. Petersburg, for the sum of $82,000; and to pay appropriate closing related costs
and down payment assistance in accordance with the Neighborhood Stabilization Program; and
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: NSP Parcel 74, 1015 - 40th Street South, St. Petersburg, Florida 33711
("Property") was purchased under the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's
("HUD") Neighborhood Stabilization Program ("NSP") authorized under Title III of the Housing
and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 ("HERA"). The Property was purchased for $33,660 and
became part of the City's Affordable Housing Program. The Property will be sold in accordance
with Section 2301(d)(2) of HERA that directs that if an abandoned or foreclosed-upon home or
residential property is purchased, reconstructed, or otherwise sold to an individual as a primary
residence, then such sale shall be in an amount equal to or less than the cost to acquire and
reconstruct or rehabilitate such home or property up to a decent, safe, and habitable condition.

Under City Council Resolution No. 2009-490, the sale of the Property was authorized in
accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and
Section 2301(d)(2) of Housing and Economic Recovery Act 2008. Accordingly, no further
authorization by City Council would normally be required for this sale. The City had received
a contract from an independent broker for full price on the Property and financing was
approved for the purchaser in accordance with program requirements. However, as the
transaction was being scheduled for closing, staff discovered that the purchaser was a City
employee. Therefore, in the spirit of full disclosure, inasmuch as the purchaser is a City
employee, this sale is being brought forward for City Council approval. The purchaser,
Lawanda Bodden, is a City employee who meets all the requirements necessary to purchase a
property under the Neighborhood Stabilization Program. The employee does not work in a
department that is involved with any approval related to the transaction or qualifying for the
transaction.

The Property is improved with a single-family dwelling, which the purchaser intends to use as
her residence. The Property is legally described as follows:

CM 140403 - 1 RE NSP 1015 40t Street South-Bodden 00190922.doc 1



Lot 20, EVELAND REPLAT, Plat Book 34, Page 24
Pinellas County Parcel I.D. No.: 27/31/16/26478/000/0200
Street Address: 1015 — 40 Street South, St. Petersburg

The Property was appraised on January 6, 2014 (attached) by Lee Brand, State Certified
Appraiser, who indicated the market value to be $82,000 ("Contract Price"), which the purchaser
has agreed to pay. City's Housing and Community Development has advised that the Contract

Price is less than the cost to acquire and reconstruct, which is in accordance with the NSP
guidelines.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to sell a City-owned property in accordance
with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and Section
2301(d)(2) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 located at 1015 - 40th Street
South, St. Petersburg, for the sum of $82,000; and to pay appropriate closing related costs and
down payment assistance in accordance with the Neighborhood Stabilization Program; and to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A
ATTACHMENTS: Appraisal and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration: fw 3-18-1Y BE

Budget: N/A

Legal: %

(As to consistency w/attached legal documents)

Legal: 00190922.doc V. 1
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report Fée No. 40011
The purpose of this summary appraisal report is to provide the lender/client with an accurate, and adequately supported, opinion of the market value of the subject property
Address 1015 40th Street S Cay St. Petersburg Sue FL_ Zip Code 33711
B City of St. Petersburg Owner of Pubiic Record Ciity of St. Petersburg County Pinellas
Description Eveland Replat Lot 20 Pb 34 Pg 24
Assessor's Parcel § 27 31 16 26478 000 0200 Tex Year 2013 RE Taxes$ 0.00
Nei Name Eveland Mzp Reference 27 31 16 Census Tract 208.00
Owner | JTenanmt [X]Vacant ia) Assessments $ 0.00 [ Jeup  roas0.00 [ Jperyear { Joermonth]
i Fee Sir Leasehoid Other (describe)
T Purchase Transaction Refinance Transaction Orher (describe) Fair Market Value
Lender/Client City of St. Petersburg Address One 4th Street North 9th Floor, St. Petersburg, FL 33701
Is the subi currently offered for sale or has it been offered for sale in the twelve months prior to the effective date of this appraisal? DYes IZ!N\)

Report dsta source(s) used, offesing price(s), and date(s). MFRMLS.

1 (Jaia [ id not anatyze the contract for sale for the subject purchase transaction. Explain the resufts of the analysis of the contract for sale of why the analysis was not performed.

Contract Price $ Date of Contract Is the property selles the owner of public record? DYes DNO Data Sourcefs)
Is there any financial assistance (loan charges, sale concessions, gift or downpayment assistance, etc.) to be paid by any panty on behalf of the borrower? Yes D'&o

If Yes, report the total dollar amount and describe the items to be paid.

Note: Race and the racial sition of the are hot aisal factors.

Neighborhood Characteristics One-Unit agTrends One-Unit Housing PresentLandUse %
Location _Jurban Suburban L_JRural Vates | Jincreasing Stabie Declining PRICE AGE | One-Unit 75 %
Buit-Up [XJOver75% | J25-75% Under 25% | Demand/Supply () Shortage XJIn Batance [ _JOves Supply | $(000) fyrs) |24 Unt 10 %
Growh |_JRapid Stable Siow Marketing Time | Under 3 mths 3-6mths Over 6 mths 5 Low 1 | Muti-Famiy 5%
Neighborhood Boundaries The subject neighborhood is located North Boca Ciega Bay, East of 58th St S, South 100 High 95 | Commercial 10 %
of 5th Ave S, West of 34th St S, located in the St Petersburg area. 35 Pred. 60 | Other %

Neighborhood Description  See Attached Addendum

Market Condivans (including support fof the above ) See Attached Addendum

Dimensions 60 x 126 Area 7560 Sq.Ft. Shape Rectangular view Residential
ific Zoning Classification NT-1 j Single Family Residential
Compliance L ] ing (Grandfathered Use) No Zoni Iiieqal (describe]
Is the highest and best use of the subject property as improved {or as proposed per pians and specifications) the presentuse?  [XJYes [_JNo  If No, describe.

Utilities Public__Other (describe| Public __ Other (describe| Off-site T Public _ Private
Electrict Water Street Asphalt

Gas None Sanitary Sewer Atey _None

FEMA Specia! Flood Hazard Area Yes [XJNo  FEMA Fiood Zone X FEMAMap # 12103C0214G FEMA Map Date 09/03/2003

Are the utiities and off-site i ical for the market area? Yes No__If No, describe.

Ase there any adverse site condiions of extemal factors 1y i conditions, landuses, erc)? | JYes [XJNo U Yes, describe. The

appraiser has not been made aware of the existence of hazardous substances or detrimental conditions on or near the subject site. No
adverse easements, conditions, encroachments of adverse influences noted or observed. A survey was not supplied for appraisal
purposes.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION FOUNDATION EXTERIOR DESCRIPTION  materiais/ondition | INTERIOR matesiatendition
Units One One with Unit Concrete Slab | lc:m Space Foundation Watls  Concrete/Gd Floors WW/ Cer/Gd
1 0fStosies_One Full Basement _|_) Partial Basement | Exterior Wats ConcBlkStuc/Gd | wans Drywal/Gd
T Det. At S-Det.[End Unit] Basement Area 0 sq.ft | Roof Surface Comp.Shg/Gd TrimFinish __ Ptd/Wood/Gd
i Pr Undes Const. ) Basement Finish 0 % | Gutters & Downspouts Alum/Gd BathFloor _ Cer.Tile/Gd
Design {Style) Ranch Outside i Window Type Al D/Hung/Gd Bath Wainscot_Cer. Tile/Gd
Year Buit 2013 Evidence of Infestation Storm Sash/nsulated None Car Stora None
Effective Age (Yrs) 0 Dal s Settlement Screens Yes-Alum/Gd Oriveway #ofCars 2
Attic None Heati FwA |l J1wss| [ Radiant| Amenities WoodStove(s) # | Driveway Surface Concrete
Stair Stairs Other Fuet Elec. Fireplace(s) § Fence Garsge {#ofCars O
Fioor Scuttle i X Central Air Conditioni Patio/Deck Porch Covered fofCars O
Finished Heated Indivigual [otmer Pool Other At et [ JBuinin
iances igerator Oven Dishwasher i Microwave Washer! Other {describe
Finished area above grade contains: 6 Rooms 3 Bedrooms 2 Bathfs) 1,308 Square Feet of Gross Living Area Above Grade
Additonal features (special energy efficent items, etc).  Front and rear covered porch.
Describe the condition of the property (including needed repairs, deterioration, j deling, etc.).  The subject property is a new home with no deferred
maintenance noted.

Are there any physical deficiencies or adverse conditions that affect the livability, soundness, or structural integrity of the property? [Oves [XINo  1rves, descrive. The subject
is considered functional by current standards. No physical, functional or external inadequacies were noted. Physical depreciation has
been established through market extraction. Quality of construction is deemed to be average.

Does the property generally conform to the neighborhood (functional wtity, style, condition, use, construction, etc.)?  (XJYes [_JNo  If No, descrive. The subject property
does conform to the subject neighborhood.

Freddie Mac Fom 70 March 2005 Prodced s AC) v, 800,234 8721 vamw scmchico Farrie Moa Form 1004 Math 2005
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report Fie No. 40011
Thereare 12 comparable properties currently offered for sale in the subject neighborhood ranging in price from § 40,000 s 99,900
Thereare 11  comparable sales in the subject neighborhood within the past twelve months ranging in sale price rom s 50,000 w©$ 106,000
FEATURE SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE NO. 1 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 2 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 3
1015 40th Street S 3443 17th Ave S 4107 12th Ave S 24326th St S
Address St. Petersburg St. Petersburg St. Petersburg St. Petersburg
Proximity to Subject 0.60 miles SE 0.12 miles SW 3.05 miles ESE
Sale Price H H 95,000 3 82,000 $ 68,800
Sele Price/Gross Liv. Ares | $ 0.00sqgh |$ 76.31sqft § 5842 . $ 6017 sgtt
Data Source(s) Microbase, MFRMLS U7488299 Microbase, MFRMLS U7497028 Microbase, MFRMLS U7587924
Verification Source(s| 911 DOM List $95,000 881 DOM List $82,000 126 DOM List $69,800
VALUE ADJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION o138 Misment DESCRIPTION 83 Myssment DESCRIPTION 38 Mot |
Sale o Financing Conv Mortgage VA Mortgage Cash
Concessions ArmLth;0 ArmLth;0 SS;0
Date of Sate/Time 08/30/2013 08/23/2013 11/14/2013
Location Residential St Petersburg St Petersburg St Petersburg
Leasehold/Fee Simpie | Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple
Site 7560 Sq.Ft. 12000 Sq.Ft. -5,000 16624 Sq.Ft. 0/6350 Sq.Ft. 0
View Residential Residential Residential Residential
Design (Style Ranch Ranch/Avg Ranch/Avg Ranch/Avg
Quality of Construction | Average Average- Average Average
Actual Age 1 4 Years 0|3 Years 018 Years 0
Condition Good Good Good Average +5,000
Above Grade Totsl Bathy Toual Bahs Toal |Bdms] B Tash Sats
Room Count 613 2 613 2 6 | 3 2 613 2
Gross Living Area 35.00 1,308 so.ft 1,245 sa.tt +2,205 1,380 sg.fi -2,520 1,160 sa.it +5,180
Basement & Finished No Basement No Basement No Basement
Rooms Below Grade No Basement
Py Funcional Ut Average Average Average Average
b Heating/Cooling Central Central Central Central
9 Eneryy Efficentitems | None Typical Typical Typical
9 Garage/Carpo 2 Car Driveway |2 Car Driveway 2 Car Driveway 1 Car Garage -5.000
=4 Porch/Patio/Deck Porch Porch Porch Porch
(e}
0 None None None None
< None None None None
18] Net Adiustmen (Total O X s 2795 [J. _[X)- Is 2520] (XJ: [ J. s 5180
g Adjusted Sale Price NetAdj, -2.9% NetAdi, -3.1% NetAdi. 7.4%
b4 of Comparabie Gross 7.6%1s 92,205 |GrossAd 3.1% |8 79,480 | GrossAdi 21.7%|$ 74.980

1 [XJdia [_)did not research the sale or transfer history of the subject property and comparable sales. lf not, explain _ AS stated below per Microbase, MFRMLS.

\

research | Jdid | X)did not reveal any prior sates or transfers of the sublect propenty for the three yea
Data source(s) Mircobase, MERMLS

prior to the effective date of this appraisa

 Myresearch [ Jaia [X]cid not reveal any peior saies or transters of the comparabie sales for the year prior t te date of sale of e comparabe sale,
Data source(s) Microbase, MFRMLS
Report the results of the research and analysis of the prior sale or transfer history of the subject property and comparable sales (report additional prio sales on page 3).
ITEM SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALF NO. 1 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 2 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 3
Date of Prior Sale/Transfer N/A N/A N/A N/A
Price of Prior Sale/Transfer
Data Source{s MFRMLS Microbase Public Records, MLS Public Records, MLS Public Records, MLS
Effective Date of Data Sowrce(s) | 01/05/2014 01/05/2014 01/05/2014 01/05/2014

Analysis of prior sale or transfer history of the subject property and comparable sales
comparable sales have no prior sales in the past 12 months.

The subject property has not been sold in the past 3 years. The

Summary of Sales Comparison Approach. All three sales provided were the best available of sales. All three sales were the most recent and represent cumrent market
value within the subject market area. Marketing time for all three sales was between 126-911 days. Marketing time for the subject neighborhood is between 36
months if marketed correctly and priced accordingly. Current data indicates that approximately 5% of the area homes are listed for sale which does not indicate
and oversupply at this time. Sales 1 & 2 are new homes similar to the subject property and have been given the most weight. Sale 3 is an existing home in the

subject market area and further added support..

Indicated Vatue by Sales Comparison Approach § 82,000

Indicated Valuaby: Sales Comparison Approach$82,000 Cost Approach (if developed) $ 5,000 Income Approach (if developed) $ 0

Most emphasis is placed on the market approach which reflects the actions of buyers and seller in the market. No personal property is
£ given value in this appraisal. Cost Approach and Income approach are not applicable. Most single family homes are not used for
=) income purposes.
] This appraisatismade  (X)"asis” [Jsubjectto comptetion per plans and specifications on the basis of a hypothetcal conditon that the impr
o subject to the following repairs or alterations on the basis of a hypothetical condition that the repairs or altesations have been completed, of
S inspection based on the extraordinary assumption that the condition or deficiency does not require ahteration of repair:
5 "AS 1S" condition. .
Based on a complete visual inspection of the interior and exterior sreas of the subject property, defined scope of work, of p 9
conditions, and appraiser’s certifi my {our) opinion of the market value, as defined, of the real property that is the subject of this reportis$ 82,000

ssof 01/06/2014 ;whichis the date of inspection and the effective date of this eppraisal.

Freddie Mac Form 70 March 2005 ACt ftvary, 800234
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report Fie No. 40011
This appraisal report was written for a specific scope of work.

This is considered a summery report as defined by USPAP standard Rule 2-2.

Signatures appearing on our appraisals are digital signatures. The digital signatures are password security protected to prevent
unauthorized use. Use of digital signatures is approved by Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. Digital signatures are approved under USPAP
standards when controlled by a security feature.

Zoning setback requirements were not verified since the appraiser is not a licensed surveyor.

Neighborhood discovery does not extend to halfway houses, sex offenders, adult theaters, toxic substances, hazardous wastes,
sinkholes, or any other items that could stigmatize the property.

Clarification of Intended Use and Intended User:

The Intended User of this appraisal report is the Lender/Client. The Intended Use is to evaluate the property that is the subject of this
appraisal is to determine fair market value, subject to the stated Scope of Work, purpose of the appraisal, reporting requirements of
this appraisal report form, and Definition of Market Value. No additional Intended Users are identified by the appraiser.

Replacement cost figures in cost approach are for valuation purposes only. No one client or third party should rely on these figures for
insurance purposes. The definition of market value is not consistent with insurable value.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

COST APPROACH TO VALUE (not required by Fannie Mae)
Provide adequate information for the lendes/diient to replicate the below cost figures and caiculations.
Support for the opirion of site value (summary of comparabie land sales or other methods for estimating site vaiie)  THE COST APPROACH TO VALUE IS NOT
REQUIRED BY FANNIE MAE, FHA/HUD. Land value was established by extraction and or allocation, due to there not typically being
vacant subdivision site available to purchase in this market.

R ESTMATED  |_JREPRODUCTIONOR [ JREPLACEMENT COST NEW OPINION OF SITE VALUE NOT FOR INSURANCE -3 5,000
Y Source of cost data Dwelling 1,308 S.FL@$ =3 0
[ Quality eaing from cost senvica Effective date of cost data Sq.FL@s =3
Ed Comments on Cost Approach (qross fving area calaulations, depreciation, etc.) Porch
Landvamewases:abushed extraction and or allocation, due to there not | Garage/Carpont SqFL@s =3
18 typically being vacant subdivision sites available to purchase in this market Total Estimate of Cost-hew =3 0
less 60  Physiat | Functonal | External
it $0 =8 0)
Deprediated Cost of Improvements =$ 0
"As-is” Value of Site Improvements =$
Estimated Remaining Economic Life (HUD and VA oni 60 Years | INDICATED VALUE BY COST APPROACH =$ 5,000
mcommmmnTovuuz(_mmmr_mgqua)
z Esurmed orghly Market Rert § 0.00 X Gross RentMuttiptier  0.00 =$ 0 _Indicated Value by Income Approach

2 4 Summary of income Approach (including support for market rent and GRM) Income approach is not applicable as most single family homes are not used for
income purposes.

PROJECT INFORMATION EOR PUDSs (if )
Is the developerfbuilder in control of the Homeowness' Association (HOAY? [ Jves | JNo _ Unittype(s Detached | ) Anached
Provide the following information for PUDs ONLY if the developesiuillder is in control of the HOA and the subject property is an attached dwelling unit
eqal name of proje
z Total number of phases Total number of units Total number of units soid
= Totalmmberofmtsremed Total number of units for sale Data source(s)
,,; Was the proj aeatedb meoonversaonolanen sting building(s)into 2 PUD? _|_JYes | JNo if Yes, date of conversion.
€ : [_J¥es [ JNo Data surce(y
] Are the units, I and ion faciliies ? L JYes [_INo 1f No, describe the stauss of

Ly g

Are the common elements leased to of by the Homeowners' Association? DYes DNo If Yes, describe the rental terms and options.

Describe . and recreationai faciites. NJ/A

Freddie Mac Fam 70 March 2005 Produced using ACI sottwara, 000,234 8727 wese acweh.com. Famie Mo Fora 1004 Mych 2005
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Summary Appraisal Report
Uniform Residential Appraisal Report Fie No. 40011

This report form is designed to report an appraisal of a one-unit property or a one-unit property with an accessory unit; including a
unit in a planned unit development (PUD). This report form is not designed to report an appraisal of a manufactured home or a unit
in a condominium or cooperative project.

This appraisal report is subject to the following scope of work, intended use, intended user, definition of market value, statement of
assumptions and limiting conditions, and certifications. Modifications, additions, or deletions to the intended use, intended user,
definition of market value, or assumptions and limiting conditions are not permitted. The appraiser may expand the scope of work
to include any additional research or analysis necessary based on the complexity of this appraisal assignment. Modifications or
deletions to the certifications are also not permitted. However, additional certifications that do not constitute material alterations

to this appraisal report, such as those required by law or those related to the appraiser's continuing education or membership in an
appraisal organization, are permitted.

SCOPE OF WORK: The scope of work for this appraisal is defined by the complexity of this appraisal assignment and the
reporting requirements of this appraisal report form, including the following definition of market value, statement of assumptions
and limiting conditions, and certifications. The appraiser must, at a minimum: (1) perform a complete visual inspection of the
interior and exterior areas of the subject property, (2) inspect the neighborhood, (3) inspect each of the comparable sales from at
least the street, (4) research, verify, and analyze data from reliable public and/or private sources, and (5) report his or her analysis,
opinions, and conclusions in this appraisal report.

INTENDED USE: The intended use of this appraisal report is for the lender/client to evaluate the property that is the subject of
this appraisal for a mortgage finance transaction.

INTENDED USER: The intended user of this appraisal report is the lender/client.

DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE: The most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open market
under all conditions requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting prudently, knowledgeably and assuming the price is
not affected by undue stimulus. Implicit in this definition is the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and the passing of
title from seller to buyer under conditions whereby: (1) buyer and seller are typically motivated; (2) both parties are well informed
or well advised, and each acting in what he or she considers his or her own best interest; (3) a reasonable time is allowed for
exposure in the open market, (4) payment is made in terms of cash in U. S. dollars or in terms of financial arrangements
comparable thereto; and (5) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold unaffected by special or creative
financing or sales concessions* granted by anyone associated with the sale.

*"Adjustments to the comparables must be made for special or creative financing or sales concessions. No adjustments are
necessary for those costs which are nomally paid by sellers as a result of tradition or law in a market area; these costs are readily
identifiable since the seller pays these costs in virtually all sales transactions. Special or creative financing adjustments can be
made to the comparable property by comparisons to financing terms offered by a third party institutional lender that is not already
involved in the property or transaction. Any adjustment should not be calculated on a mechanical dollar for dollar cost of the
financing or concession but the dollar amount of any adjustment should approximate the market's reaction to the financing or
concessions based on the appraisers judgment.

STATEMENT OF ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS: The appraiser's certification in this report is subject to the
following assumptions and limiting conditions:

1. The appraiser will not be responsible for matters of a legal nature that affect either the property being appraised or the titie
to it, except for information that he or she became aware of during the research invoived in performing this appraisal. The
appraiser assumes that the titie is good and marketable and will not render any opinions about the title.

2. The appraiser has provided a sketch in this appraisal report to show the approximate dimensions of the improvements. The
sketch is included only to assist the reader in visualizing the property and understanding the appraiser’s determination of its size.

3. The appraiser has examined the available flood maps that are provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (or
other data sources) and has noted in this appraisal report whether any portion of the subject site is located in an identified Special
Flood Hazard Area. Because the appraiser is not a surveyor, he or she makes no guarantees, express or implied, regarding this
determination.

4. The appraiser will not give testimony or appear in court because he or she made an appraisal of the property in question,
unless specific amangements to do so have been made beforehand, or as otherwise required by law.

5. The appraiser has noted in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as needed repairs, deterioration, the presence of
hazardous wastes, toxic substances, etc.) observed during the inspection of the subject property or that he or she became aware of
during the research involved in performing this appraisal. Unless otherwise stated in this appraisal report, the appraiser has no
knowledge of any hidden or unapparent physical deficiencies or adverse conditions of the property (such as, but not limited to,
needed repairs, deterioration, the presence of hazardous wastes, toxic substances, adverse environmental conditions, etc.) that
would make the property less valuable, and has assumed that there are no such conditions and makes no guarantees or
warranties, express or implied. The appraiser will not be responsible for any such conditions that do exist or for any engineering or
testing that might be required to discover whether such conditions exist. Because the appraiser is not an expert in the field of
environmental hazards, this appraisal report must not be considered as an environmental assessment of the property.

6. The appraiser has based his or her appraisat report and valuation conclusion for an appraisal that is subject to satisfactory
completion, repairs, or alterations on the assumption that the completion, repairs, or aiterations of the subject property will be
performed in a professional manner.
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report i No. 40011

APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION: The Appraiser certifies and agrees that:

1. | have, at a minimum, developed and reported this appraisal in accordance with the scope of work requirements stated in this
appraisal report.

2. | performed a complete visual inspection of the interior and exterior areas of the subject property. | reported the condition of
the improvements in factual, specific terms. | identified and reported the physical deficiencies that could affect the livability,
soundness, or structural integrity of the property.

3. | performed this appraisal in accordance with the requirements of the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice
that were adopted and promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were in place at the
time this appraisal report was prepared.

4. | developed my opinion of the market value of the real property that is the subject of this report based on the sales comparison
approach to value. | have adequate comparable market data to develop a reliable sales comparison approach for this appraisal
assignment. | further certify that | considered the cost and income approaches to value but did not develop them, unless otherwise
indicated in this report.

5. | researched, verified, analyzed, and reported on any current agreement for sale for the subject property, any offering for sale
of the subject property in the twelve months prior to the effective date of this appraisal, and the prior sales of the subject property
for a minimum of three years prior to the effective date of this appraisal, unless otherwise indicated in this report.

6. | researched, verified, analyzed, and reported on the prior sales of the comparable sales for a minimum of one year prior to the
date of sale of the comparable sale, unless otherwise indicated in this report.

7. |selected and used comparable sales that are locationally, physically, and functionally the most similar to the subject property.

8. | have not used comparable sales that were the result of combining a land sale with the contract purchase price of a home
that has been built or will be built on the land.

9. | have reported adjustments to the comparable sales that refiect the market's reaction to the differences between the subject
property and the comparable sales.

10. 1 verified, from a disinterested source, all information in this report that was provided by parties who have a financial interest in
the sale or financing of the subject property.

11. | have knowledge and experience in appraising this type of property in this market area.

12. | am aware of, and have access to, the necessary and appropriate public and private data sources, such as multipie listing
services, tax assessment records, public land records and other such data sources for the area in which the property is located.

13. | obtained the information, estimates, and opinions furnished by other parties and expressed in this appraisal report from
reliable sources that | believe to be true and correct.

14. | have taken into consideration the factors that have an impact on value with respect to the subject neighborhood, subject
property, and the proximity of the subject property to adverse influences in the development of my opinion of market value. | have
noted in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as, but not limited to, needed repairs, deterioration, the presence of
hazardous wastes, toxic substances, adverse environmental conditions, etc.) observed during the inspection of the subject property
or that | became aware of during the research involved in performing this appraisal. | have considered these adverse conditions in
my analysis of the property value, and have reported on the effect of the conditions on the value and marketability of the subject
property.

15. | have not knowingly withheld any significant information from this appraisal report and, to the best of my knowledge, all
statements and information in this appraisal report are true and correct.

16. | stated in this appraisal report my own personal, unbiased, and professional analysis, opinions, and conclusions, which are
subject only to the assumptions and limiting conditions in this appraisal report.

17. | have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report, and | have no present or prospective
personal interest or bias with respect to the participants in the transaction. | did not base, either partially or completely, my
analysis and/or opinion of market value in this appraisal report on the race, color, religion, sex, age, marital status, handicap,
familial status, or national origin of either the prospective owners or occupants of the subject property or of the present owners or
occupants of the properties in the vicinity of the subject property or on any other basis prohibited by law.

18. My employment and/or compensation for performing this appraisal or any future or anticipated appraisals was not conditioned
on any agreement or understanding, written or otherwise, that | would report (or present analysis supporting) a predetermined
specific value, a predetermined minimum value, a range or direction in value, a value that favors the cause of any party, or the
attainment of a specific result or occurrence of a specific subsequent event (such as approval of a pending mortgage loan
application).

19. 1 personally prepared ali conclusions and opinions about the real estate that were set forth in this appraisal report. If | relied on
significant rea! property appraisal assistance from any individuat or individuals in the performance of this appraisal or the
preparation of this appraisal report, | have named such individual(s) and disclosed the specific tasks performed in this appraisal
report. | certify that any individual so named is qualified to perform the tasks. | have not authorized anyone to make a change to
any item in this appraisal report; therefore, any change made to this appraisal is unauthorized and | will take no responsibility for it.

20. | identified the lender/client in this appraisal report who is the individual, organization, or agent for the organization that ordered
and will receive this appraisal report.

21. The lender/client may disclose or distribute this appraisal report to: the borrower; another lender at the request of the borrower;
the mortgagee or its successors and assigns; mortgage insurers; government sponsored enterprises; other secondary market
participants; data collection or reporting services; professional appraisal organizations; any department, agency, or instrumentality
of the United States; and any state, the District of Columbia, or other jurisdictions; without having to obtain the appraiser’s or
supervisory appraiser's (if applicable) consent. Such consent must be obtained before this appraisal report may be disciosed or
distributed to any other party (including, but not iimited to, the public through advertising, public relations, news, sales, or other
media).
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report

Fite No. 40011

22. | am aware that any disclosure or distribution of this appraisal report by me or the lender/client may be subject to certain laws
and regulations. Further, | am also subject to the provisions of the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice that

pertain to disclosure or distribution by me.

23. The borrower, another lender at the request of the borrower, the mortgagee or its successors and assigns, mortgage insurers,
government sponsored enterprises, and other secondary market participants may rely on this appraisal report as part of any
mortgage finance transaction that involves any one or more of these parties.

24, If this appraisal report was transmitted as an “electronic record” containing my “electronic signature,” as those terms are
defined in applicable federal and/or state laws (excluding audio and video recordings), or a facsimile transmission of this appraisal
report containing a copy or representation of my signature, the appraisal report shall be as effective, enforceable and valid as if a
paper version of this appraisal report were delivered containing my original hand written signature.

25. Any intentional or negligent misrepresentation(s) contained in this appraisal report may result in civil liability and/or criminal
penalties including, but not limited to, fine or imprisonment or both under the provisions of Title 18, United States Code, Section

1001, et seq., or similar state laws.

SUPERVISORY APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION: The Supervisory Appraiser certifies and agrees that:

1. ldirectly supervised the appraiser for this appraisal assignment, have read the appraisal report, and agree with the appraiser's
analysis, opinions, statements, conclusions, and the appraiser’s certification.

2. laccept full responsibility for the contents of this appraisal report including, but not limited to, the appraiser's analysis,

opinions, statements, conclusions, and the appraiser's certification.

3. The appraiser identified in this appraisal report is either a sub-contractor or an employee of the supervisory appraiser (or the
appraisal firm), is qualified to perform this appraisal, and is acceptable to perform this appraisal under the applicable state law.

4. This appraisal report complies with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice that were adopted and
promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were in place at the time this appraisal

report was prepared.

5. If this appraisal report was transmitted as an “electronic record” containing my “electronic signature,” as those terms are
defined in applicable federal and/or state laws (excluding audio and video recordings), or a facsimile transmission of this appraisal
report containing a copy or representation of my signature, the appraisal report shall be as effective, enforceable and valid as if a
paper version of this appraisal report were delivered containing my original hand written signature.

APPRAISER

Name Lee L Brand

SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (ONLY IF REQUIRED)

Signature

Name
Company Name ASAP Appraisals of Tampa Bay, Inc. Company Name
Company Address 7853 Gunn Hwy. #240 Company Address

Tampa, FL 33626

Telephone Number 813-949-0272 Telephone Number
Email Address asap@tampabay.rr.com Email Address
Date of Signature and Report 01/06/2014 Date of Signature
Effective Date of Appraisat 01/08/2014 State Certification #
State Certification # Cert Res RD2427 or State License #
or State License # State

or Other (describe)
State FL
Expiration Date of Certification or License 11/30/2014

State #

ADDRESS OF PROPERTY APPRAISED
1015 40th Street S
St. Petersburg, FL 33711

APPRAISED VALUE OF SUBJECT PROPERTY $ 82,000

LENDER/CLIENT

Name No AMC

Company Name City of St. Petersburg

Company Address One 4th Street North 9th Floor
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Email Address

Expiration Date of Certification or License

SUBJECT PROPERTY

(D) Did not inspect subject property

[ pid inspect exterior of subject property from street
Date of Inspection

Ooid inspect interior and exterior of subject property
Date of Inspection

COMPARABLE SALES

() pid not inspect exterior of comparable sales from street

(JDid inspect exterior of comparable sales from street
Date of Inspection

Freadie Mac Form 10 March 2005
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ADDENDUM FleNo. 40011

Neighborhood Description

The subject neighborhood is located within reasonable driving proximity to schools, employment, and shopping. The subject
neighborhood consists of average quality single family homes that vary in age, size & design. The subject neighborhood has
average market acceptance and average turnover ratio. There are no adverse factors. The subject market area is a mix of
both owner occupied and investor owned rental properties. The majority of the transactions within the subject market area
have been REOQ's which are typically in less than average condition. The subject market has seen a sharp dedline in prices
which appear to have leveled off. The subject is located in close proximity to Marshall Elem. School. The subject
neighborhood has good access to I-275 and downtown St Petersburg.

Neighborhood Market Cond itions

After the rapidly appreciating m arket in 2004 thru mid 2006, the market begin a period of rapid decline from the end of 2006
thru early to mid 2009. From mid 2009 thru early to mid 2012 property values stabilized. From mid 2012 thru present,
property values appear to be on the rise in some segments of the market due to pent up demand, low affor dable prices and
low interest rates. The supply of available listings is currently in balance. The Tampa Bay area is current ranked 4th in the
state for foreclosur es and there is still significant number of short sale listings be offered. Appropriately priced/marketed
homes are selling within 90-180 days.

Addenchsm Page 1 of 1




Summary Appraisal Report

USPAP ADDENDUM FieNo. 40011

Borrower: City of St. Petersburg

Property Address: 1015 40th Street S
Cay: St. Petersburg County: Pinellas State; FL Zip Code: 33711
Lender:  City of St. Petersburg

APPRAISAL AND REPORT IDENTIFICATION

This Appraisal Report is one of the following types:
(O selfContained (A written report prepared under Standards Rule 2-2(a), pursuant to the Scope of Work, as disclosed elsewhere in this report.)
Summary (A written report prepared under Standards Rule 2-2(b), pursuant to the Scope of Work, as disclosed elsewhere in this report.)

O RestrictedUse (A written report prepared under Standards Rule 2-2(c), pursuant to the Scope of Work, as disclosed elsewhere in this report,
restricted 1o the stated intended use by the specified client or intended user.)

Comments on Standards Rule 2-3

| centify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief:

- The statements of fact contained in this report are true and comrect.
«TherepmedMps,@m,wmmmmmbymempmmmmmmmmaunmy, impartial, and unbiased
-Unlosoﬁ:erwiseindicated,IhavempresemapmspectivehtminmepmpenymatBmesu!jectofﬂﬁsrepmmdmpusmaihmrestwimmpeammepmhwwed.
-Unlessmetwisehdicated,Ihaveperfamednosetvices,asanWummymm.mmemmsmmdmmmmmm
pemdmmednawyprecedmgaweptameomlsassagnm
-|havenommmwmemmsmmdmsmammwmmwmz
-Myengagememinmisassignmemwasnotomﬁngmtumn‘ loping or reporting predetermined results,
-Mycompensaﬁmforcompleﬁngmisasignmemisnotcmthgenupmmedevdopmanmepmmgdawedemnhedvalueadkmhvawemfavasmecase
ofmedientmeammtofmeva!ueopinm.meanainmemofasﬁpmatedr&wlaﬁeowxnmofambsequmtevmtdkedymmmmemmwusednﬁsw
-Myanalyses.opinm,mdwumwedmw,mduﬁsfepmhasbemptepaed,hcmmmymmmeummS:aMadsdPrdessmaApptaisdPrmm
were in effect at the time this report was prepared.

-Unlesome'wiseindicazed,lhavemadeapasmalinspecﬁmdmepmpenymatismewqwdmm
-Unlesoﬂmiseindicated,noonepmvidedsigniﬁcamrealpmpenyapptaisalasislancetomepesm(s)signk\gmiscaﬁfnaﬁm(lfmﬂemepﬁas.memmeofeach
immmmggnmmmqwmsmmwmsm}

Comments on Appraisal and Report Identification
Note any uspap-related issues requiring disclosure and any state mandated requirements:

Ethics Rule: In compliance with the Ethics Rule of USPAP, | hereby certify that this appraiser has not performed any services
regarding the subject property with the 3 year time period immediately preceding acceptance of this assignment, as an appraiser or in
any other capacity.

Reasonable Exposure Time
My Opinion of Reasonable Exposure Time for the subject property at the market value stated in this report is: 90-180 Days

The appraiser is estimating that the exposure time for the subject to sell at the estimated market value is 3-6 months at typical
marketing such as local MLS.

APPRAISER: SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (only if required):
Signature: :@ Signature:

Name; Lee L®rand Name:

Date Signed: 01/08/2014 Date Signed:

State Certification #: Cert Res RD2427 State Centification #:

or State License #: or State License #:

or Other (describe) State #: State:

State: FL Expiration Date of Certification or License:

Expiration Date of Centification or License: 11/30/2014

isory Appraiser inspection of Subject Pr A
Effective Date of Appraisal: January 6, 2014 DidNot [ Exterior-only from street Interior and Exterior

Produced wrsing ACI sobwove, 800.234 8727 wens. achweb.com USPAP_12FNC 0262012
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FRONT VIEW OF
SUBJECTPROPERTY

REAR VIEW OF
SUBJECT PROPERTY

STREET SCENE
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Kitchen

Living room

Bath
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COMPARABLE PROPERTY PHOTO ADDENDUM
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COMPARABLE SALE #1

3443 17th Ave S
St. Petersburg

COMPARABLE SALE #2

4107 12th Ave S
St. Petersburg

COMPARABLE SALE #3

24326th St S
St. Petersburg
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‘ THIS DOCUMENT HAS A COLORED BACKGACUND » ICROFRINTING - UNEMARC'Y P21 ENTED PAPER
| AC#6473992 STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF_ BUSINESS AND P SSIONAL REGULATION
PLORIDA REAL EBSTATE PRAISAL BD SEQR L.12102000796
I DATE LG M LICENSE NBR i
~
| |10/20/2012 [128126873 |mD2427 £
The CERTIFIED RESIDENTIAL APPRAISBER
Named below IS8 CERTIFIED
Under the provisions of Cha te:: 475 PS.
Expiration date: NOV 30, 20
BRAND, LEE L
2239 OLD GUNN HWY
ODESSA FL 33556
RICK SCOTT KEN mgggn
S  DISPLAY AS REQURED BY LAW ot 4
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kdsddddde QUALIFICATIONS sbdbdsis

ASAP Appraisals of Tampa Bay, Inc.

813/949-0272
813/920-7384 (fax)

QUALIFICATIONS OF APPRAISER
LEE L. BRAND

EDUCATION

2012 Continuing Education, McKissock Schools, Tampa, FL

2012 USPAP and Law Update, McKissock Schools, Tampa, FL

2010 Continuing Education, McKissock Schools, Tampa, FL

2010 USPAP and Law Update, McKissock Schools, Tampa, FL

2008 Continuing Education, McKissock Appraisal School

2008 National USPAP Update, McKissock Appraisal School

2008 Florida Appraisal Laws and Regulations, McKissock Appraisal School
2008 Appraising FHA Today, McKissock Appraisal School

2008 Florida Supervisor/Trainee Roles & Relationships, McKissock Appraisal School
2008 Continuing Education, McKissock, Distance Education

2006 USPAP Law, McKissock, Distance Education

2006 USPAP, McKissock, Clearwater, FL

2004 30 Hours Continuing Education, Bert Rodgers School, Tampa, FL
2004 USPAP Update, 7 Hours Continuing Education Course

2004 Florida Laws and Regulations, 3 Hours Continuing Education Course
2000 Appraising the Appraisal, Real Estate Education Specialists, Tampa, FL
2000 USPAP/Law Update, Real Estate Education Specialists, Tampa, FL
1989 FHA and The Appraisal Process, Appraisal Institute

1998 USPAP/Continuing Education, RE Education Specialists

1998 7 Hours USPAP, Lee & Grant, RE Education Specialists

1988 In the Wake of Natural Disasters, Lee & Grant

19896 7 Hours USPAP, Lee & Grant

1896 The Future for Residential Real Estate Appraising, Lee & Grant

1895 Tampa College, Bachelors Degree, Management and Marketing
1995 Fair Lending and the Appraiser, Appraisal Institute

19895 FHA Appraisal Seminar, HUD

1984 Appraisal Course ABII, Certified Residential Appraisal Course ||

1893 ERC Seminar

1992 30 Hours Continuing Education

1992 Appraisal Course ABI, Licensed Residential Appraisal Course |

1990 New Hampshire Technical College, AS, Building Technologies

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY

2004 - Present Residential Appraiser, ASAP Appraisals of Tampa Bay, Inc., Co-Owner
1995 - 2004 Residential Appraiser, ASAP Appraisals, Inc.

1993 - 1995 Residential Appraiser, Gutierrez Appraisal Service, Inc.,

1992 - 1993 Residential Appraiser, F.I. Grey & Son, Inc. Realtor

1990 - 1992 Construction Management Administrator, Banner Construction

1988 - 1880 Principal/Owner of P& L Landscaping

1990 - 1990 Sub-Contractor, Ski & Sons Construction

1987 - 1988 Draftsman Apprentice/Surveyor, Civil Designs, Inc.

LICENSES

State-Certified Residential Reat Estate Appraiser RD2427
FHA Approved Appraiser FLRD2427

Florida Real Estate Broker BK577981




Resolution No. 2014 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SELL A CITY-OWNED
PROPERTY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND
SECTION 2301(D)(2) OF THE HOUSING AND
ECONOMIC RECOVERY ACT OF 2008 LOCATED
AT 1015 - 40TH STREET SOUTH, ST.
PETERSBURG, FOR THE SUM OF $82,000; AND
TO PAY APPROPRIATE CLOSING RELATED
COSTS AND DOWN PAYMENT ASSISTANCE IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEIGHBORHOOD
STABILIZATION PROGRAM; AND TO EXECUTE
ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, NSP Parcel 74, 1015 - 40th Street South, St. Petersburg, Florida 33711
("Property") was purchased under the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's
("HUD") Neighborhood Stabilization Program ("NSP") authorized under Title ITI of the Housing
and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 ("HERA"); and

WHEREAS, the Property was purchased for $33,660 and became part of the
City's Affordable Housing Program; and

WHEREAS, the Property will be sold in accordance with Section 2301(d)(2) of
HERA that directs that if an abandoned or foreclosed-upon home or residential property is
purchased, reconstructed, or otherwise sold to an individual as a primary residence, then such
sale shall be in an amount equal to or less than the cost to acquire and reconstruct or rehabilitate
such home or property up to a decent, safe, and habitable condition; and

WHEREAS, under City Council Resolution No. 2009-490, the sale of the Property
was authorized in accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and Section 2301(d)(2) of Housing and Economic Recovery Act 2008; and

WHEREAS, accordingly, no further authorization by City Council would
normally be required for this sale; and

WHEREAS, in the spirit of full disclosure, inasmuch as the purchaser is a City
employee, this sale is being brought forward for City Council approval; and

WHEREAS, the Property is improved with a single-family dwelling, which the
purchaser intends to use as his residence; and
CM 140403 - 1 RE NSP 1015 40 Street South-Bodden 00190922.doc 1



WHEREAS, the Property is legally described as follows:

Lot 20, EVELAND REPLAT, Plat Book 34, Page 24
Pinellas County Parcel 1.D. No.: 27/31/16/26478/000/0200
Street Address: 1015 — 40t Street South, St. Petersburg; and

WHEREAS, the Property was appraised on January 6, 2014 (attached) by Lee
Brand, State Certified Appraiser, who indicated the market value to be $82,000 ("Contract
Price”), which the purchaser has agreed to pay; and

WHEREAS, the City's Housing and Community Development Department has
advised that the Contract Price is less than the cost to acquire and reconstruct the Property,
which is in accordance with the NSP guidelines.

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 sell a City-owned property
in accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development,
and Section 2301(d)(2) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 located at 1015 - 40t
Street South, St. Petersburg, as legally described above, for the sum of $82,000; and to pay
appropriate closing related costs and down payment assistance in accordance with the
Neighborhood Stabilization Program; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate
same.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

VR v

City Attorney (Designee) %\shua Johnson, Di\r/ector
Legal: 00190922.doc V. 1 Housing & Community Development
APPROVED BY:

% Z =
ce E. Grimes, Director

Real Estate and Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of April 3, 2014

TO: The Honorable William Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-03-URS/GC to
the Agreement between the City of St. Petersbur% and URS Corporation, Inc. in the amount of
$116,229, for engineering services related to the 4" Street South and Interstate 1-175 Interchange
Operational Analysis Report (IOAR). (Engineering Project No. 14060-112; Oracle No. 14152)

EXPLANATION: On July 12, 2012, City Council approved a Master Agreement with the
professional consulting engineering firm of URS Corporation, Inc. for miscellaneous professional
services for stormwater management, transportation and bridge improvement projects.

The IOAR will analyze traffic volumes and identify preliminary design alternative configurations
which will include a direct northbound left turn movement from 4" Street South at the 1-175 on-

ramp. The IOAR will be submitted for approval by the FDOT and Federal Highway Safety
Administration.

Significant growth of the University of South Florida (USF) campus and the nearby All Children’s
Hospital has resulted in traffic congestion during peak hours along 6" Avenue South between 4"
and 6" Streets, due to motorists using the |-175/275 access ramp. The recent conversion to two-
way operations of the segment of 4" Street between 4™ and 5" Avenues South has provided a
more direct route to access 1-175; however, traffic still is forced to travel a circuitous route as it is
still lacking northbound left turn access from 4™ Street South into the I-175 westbound on-ramp.

Task Order No. 12-03-URS/GC, in the amount of $116,229 provides engineering services for the
evaluation of alternative configurations at the intersection of 4" Street South and Interstate 175
which will include review of a direct northbound left turn movement from 4™ Street South at the |-
175 on-ramp. Services include, traffic data collection, existing condition analysis, crash data and
safety analysis, travel demand forecasting, development of directional design hour volumes
(DDHV), evaluation of future conditions, creating a concept plan and conceptual signing plan,
preparation of the IOAR, and preparation of a Methodology Letter of Understanding (MLOU) along
with coordinating its approval with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT), and the City of St. Petersburg.

Administration recommends approval of Task Order No. 12-03-URS/GC in the amount of
$116,229 for engineering services associated with the 4" Street South and Interstate 175
Interchange Operational Analysis Report (IOAR).

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funds are available in {

Neighborhood and
Citywide Infrastructure CIP Fund (3027), I-175 On-Ramp/4" St Two-Way Prbje

14152).

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

B / ,
APPROVALS: , / /L\
bp ! _/ Budget




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE TASK
ORDER NO. 12-03-URS/GC TO THE
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST.
PETERSBURG AND URS CORPORATION,
INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF $116,229, FOR
ENGINEERING SERVICES RELATED TO
THE 4™ STREET SOUTH AND INTERSTATE
I-175  INTERCHANGE  OPERATIONAL
ANALYSIS REPORT (IOAR). (ENGINEERING
PROJECT NO. 14060-112; ORACLE NO.
14152)

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2012, City Council approved a Master Agreement
with the professional consulting engineering firm of URS Corporation, Inc. for

miscellaneous professional services for stormwater management, transportation and
bridge improvement projects; and

WHEREAS, an Interchange Operational Analysis Report (IOAR) will be
developed to analyze traffic volumes and identify preliminary design alternative

configurations including a direct northbound left turn movement from 4" Street South at
the I-175 on-ramp; and

WHEREAS, this Task Order No. 12-03-URS/GC, in the amount of
$116,229 provides engineering services for the evaluation of alternative configurations
at 4" Street South and Interstate 175 including review of a direct northbound left turn
movement from 4" Street South at the 1-175 on-ramp.

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 Task
Order No. 12-03-URS/GC to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
URS Corporation, Inc. in the amount of $116,229, for engineering services related to the
4™ Street South and Interstate 1-175 Interchange Operational Analysis Report (IOAR).
(Engineering Project No. 14060-112; Oracle No. 14152)

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved by:

[ —

—

Legal D¢partment

Thomas B. Gibson, P.E.
By: (City Attorney or De‘

lignee) Engineering Director



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda
Meeting of April 3,2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: a resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a ten-year lease agreement
with two automatic five-year renewals with Pinellas County for use by the Fire & Rescue
Department of a 1989 GMC, 4 Wheel Drive Brush Firefighting Vehicle for the sum of one dollar
($1.00), which may be terminated by Pinellas County or the City with thirty (30) days written notice;
and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and providing an
effective date.

EXPLANATION: St. Petersburg Fire & Rescue’s response requirements include the occasional use
of a brush truck. Pinellas County houses the 1989 GMC, described above, at the Highpoint Fire
Station which is now under management by St. Petersburg Fire & Rescue. A lease between Pinellas
County and the City of St. Petersburg is advantageous to both parties.

The Fire & Rescue Department’s existing brush truck, utilized under a no-charge Cooperative
Equipment Loan Agreement with the State of Florida, Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services, Division of Forestry, is beyond its useful life. This brush truck will be returned to the
Division of Forestry.

The Fire & Rescue Department and the County have reached agreement for a lease by the
City (“Lease”) of the County Brush Truck, subject to City Council approval. The Lease will be fora
term of ten years with two automatic five-year extensions, unless either party terminates prior to the
end of the term or extension. Either party may terminate the Lease with thirty days written notice
during the term or any extension.

The Administration recommends execution of the Lease as advantageous to both parties the
City and the County.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends execution of the attached resolution
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a ten-year lease agreement with two automatic five-
year renewals with Pinellas County for use by the Fire & Rescue Department of a 1989 GMC, 4
Wheel Drive Brush Firefighting Vehicle for the sum of one dollar (31.00), which may be terminated
by Pinellas County or the City with thirty (3 0) days written notice; and to execute all other
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Rental for the term of the Lease Agreement is
One Dollar ($1.00), receipt of which is acknowledged by Pinellas County.

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution
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Resolution No. 2013

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A TEN-YEAR LEASE AGREEMENT
WITH TWO AUTOMATIC FIVE-YEAR RENEWALS WITH
PINELLAS COUNTY FOR USE BY THE FIRE & RESCUE
DEPARTMENT OF A 1989 GMC, 4 WHEEL DRIVE BRUSH
FIREFIGHTING VEHICLE FOR THE SUM OF ONE DOLLAR
($1.00), WHICH MAY BE TERMINATED BY PINELLAS
COUNTY OR THE CITY WITH THIRTY (30) DAYS WRITTEN
NOTICE; AND TO EXECUTE ALL OTHER DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, response requirements of the St. Petersburg Fire & Rescue Department (“fire
Department”) include the occasional use of a brush truck: and

WHEREAS, Pinellas County (“County”) houses its 1989 GMC, 4 Wheel Drive Brush
Firefighting Vehicle (“Brush Truck”); and

WHEREAS, the Fire Department’s existing brush truck, utilized under a no-charge
Cooperative Equipment Loan Agreement with the State of Florida, D<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>