
 
May 1, 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
st
 Floor, City Hall, 175 

Fifth Street North, on the Monday preceding the regularly scheduled Council meeting. The 

agenda and backup material is also posted on the City’s website at www.stpete.org and 

generally electronically updated the Friday preceding the meeting and again the day 

preceding the meeting. The updated agenda and backup material can be viewed at all St. 

Petersburg libraries.  An updated copy is also available on the podium outside Council 

Chamber at the start of the Council meeting. 

 

If you are deaf/hard of hearing and require the services of an interpreter, please contact the 

City Clerk, 893-7448, or call our TDD Number, 892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the 

meeting and we will provide that service for you. 

 

http://www.stpete.org/
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May 1, 2014  

8:30 AM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call. 

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

B. Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions. 

Open Forum 

If you wish to address City Council on subjects other than public hearing or quasi-judicial 

items listed on this agenda, please sign up with the Clerk prior to the meeting.  Only the 

individual wishing to speak may sign the Open Forum sheet and only City residents, owners 

of property in the City, owners of businesses in the City or their employees may speak.  All 

issues discussed under Open Forum must be limited to issues related to the City of St. 

Petersburg government. 

Speakers will be called to address Council according to the order in which they sign the 

Open Forum sheet.  In order to provide an opportunity for all citizens to address Council, 

each individual will be given three (3) minutes.  The nature of the speakers' comments will 

determine the manner in which the response will be provided.  The response will be provided 

by City staff and may be in the form of a letter or a follow-up phone call depending on the 

request. 

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

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

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 

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. 

1. Appeal of the Development Review Commission (DRC) approval of a site plan with 

variances and bonuses to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72-unit, multi-family residential 

development located at 145 - 4th Avenue North. (13-31000018 Appeal) [DELETED] 

E. Reports 

1. St. Petersburg Arts Alliance - John Collins. 

2. Land Use & Transportation: (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral) 

(a) Pinellas Planning Council (PPC)  
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(b) Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) & Advisory Committee for Pinellas 

Transportation (ACPT); TBTMA (Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area); and 

MPO Action Committee 

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

Setting May 15, 2014 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

1. Approving American Strategic Insurance (ASI) application for the St. Petersburg 

Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption. 

2. Amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16 (Land Development Regulations) Section 

16.40.040 “Fences, Walls and Hedges,” to allow electrically charged fencing in all non-

residentially zoned districts that allow outdoor storage. (City File LDR-2014-02) 

3. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint Participation Agreement (“JPA”), 

including but not limited to the Aviation Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are 

attached to the JPA, to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Florida 

Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) Grant in an amount not to exceed $300,000 for 

the Airport Maintenance and Rehab Project which inter alia require that the City will 

make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable 

terms, 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 date of the JPA; 

authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the Grant in an amount not exceed 

$300,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to 

effectuate this Ordinance; approving a transfer of $10,000 from the Airport Operating 

Fund (4031) to the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033); approving a transfer of 

$50,000 within the City Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031) from the 

Infrastructure - TBD (Project #14148) project to the Airport - Maintenance and Rehab 

Project (Project #TBD); and approving supplemental appropriations from the increase in 

the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting 

from these additional revenues in the amount of $325,000 to the Airport – Maintenance 

and Rehab Project (Project #TBD). 

G. New Business 

1. Referring to the Youth Services Committee a request for City Council, the Mayor and 

City Administration to implement a St. Petersburg Civil Citation Program for Juveniles.  

(Councilmember Newton) 

2. Requesting City Council, Mayor and City Administration schedule a workshop to discuss 

refunds of any and all Red Light Camera Citations issued to Law abiding citizens, and 

where equipment malfunction or short yellow light timing was the cause.  

(Councilmember Newton) 

3. Requesting Mayor and City Administration provide Quarterly Update for any and all 

Capital Improvement Projects - Project Budget, Percentage of Completions and any 

available project balances.  (Councilmember Newton) 

4. Requesting Mayor and City Administration provide a full detailed plan as to how the 

Terminated Red Light Camera Program will be unwind.  Time lines of Monthly Revenue, 

Pending Appeal Proceedings and when will the Red Light Cameras be turned off.  

(Councilmember Newton) 
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5. Requesting City Council approval for the creation and implementation of Median 

Sponsorship Program.  (Chair Dudley) 

6. Referring to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee to consider earmarking funds 

from the Eastern Weeki Wachee reserve as a sustainable source of Arts funding.  

(Councilmember Gerdes)  

H. Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee.  (4/24/14) 

(a) An Ordinance of the City of St. Petersburg deleting the existing Article V, Division 3 

of Chapter 2; creating a new Article V, Division 3 of Chapter 2, Procurement Code; 

providing a purpose, intent and definitions; setting forth the duties and responsibilities 

of the Procurement Department; establishing approval authority; creating source 

selection processes; identifying construction delivery methods; requiring certain 

security for the procurement of supplies, services and construction; providing other 

necessary provisions to maximize the cost effective use of public funds in the 

procurement of supplies, services and construction and to provide safeguards to ensure 

quality, integrity and compliance with applicable laws; amending Section 2-426 (3) to 

be consistent with the Emergency Procurement Procedures; creating Division 6 to 

Article V, Grant Opportunities Through Grant Writers; and providing a purpose and 

process to evaluate certain grant opportunities. 

I. Legal 

J. Open Forum 

K. Adjournment 

A 
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Consent Agenda A 

May 1, 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. Approving an increase to the allocation for water and sewer supplies to HD Supply 

Waterworks, LTD (HDSW) in the amount of $475,000. These additional funds will 

increase the total contract amount from $1,300,000 to $1,775,000. 
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Consent Agenda B 

May 1, 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. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to ThyssenKrupp Elevator 

Corporation, for elevator maintenance and repair services at a cost not to exceed 

$228,000. 

2. Accepting a bid from Aqua-Aerobic systems, Inc. in the amount of $108,963.35 for 

floating mechanical aerators.  

(City Development) 

3. Approving the appointment of the City Council Member from District 8 as the 

representative for the "City Council Member for the Zone" category on the Board of 

Commissioners of the Enterprise Zone Development Agency (EZDA) to fill the remainder 

of the unexpired term expiring on April 20, 2015; appointing Michael Andon as the 

representative for the "Business operating in the Enterprise Zone" category on the Board 

of Commissioners of the EZDA; reappointing Duncan McClellan as the representative for 

the "Resident of the Enterprise Zone" category on the Board of Commissioners of the 

EZDA; and reappointing Robert L. Williams as the representative of the local "Local 

Financial/Insurance Agency" category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA, all 

to serve a four year term expiring April 20, 2018; and reappointing Karl Nurse as Chair 

and Robert L. Williams, III as Vice-Chair of the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA. 

4. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Parking Space Use Agreement with 

the Cathedral Church of St. Peter, Inc. for the purpose of providing sixteen (16) parking 

spaces located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4.  

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell three (3) surplus, unimproved City-owned 

parcels located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First Avenue North and 

2163 First Avenue North, St. Petersburg, to Nick Pavonetti for $290,000. 

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to grant a Public Utility Easement to Duke Energy, 

Florida, Inc. d/b/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation, for the installation, operation and 

maintenance of electrical service for the City-owned land just east of the City’s Northeast 

Wastewater Treatment facility located at 1160 – 62nd Avenue Northeast, St. Petersburg 

which is leased to American Towers Inc. for the operation of a Cell Tower Facility. 

(Leisure & Community Services) 
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7. Accepting a grant from the National Recreation & Park Association (NRPA) in the 

amount of $31,200 to support the City’s Out-of-School Time healthy food access and 

nutritional literacy programs; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a grant 

agreement and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction with NRPA; 

and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $31,200 from the increase in 

the unappropriated balance of the General Fund (0001), resulting from these additional 

revenues, to the Parks & Recreation Department. 

(Public Works) 

8. Authorizing the Mayor to enter into an Interlocal Agreement with the City of Pinellas 

Park; and authorizing the City of Pinellas Park to provide temporary water and wastewater 

service to the Pinellas County Grease Service Facility. 

9. Jamestown Apartment and Townhouses Renovations, Phase III Project: 

(a) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute agreements not to exceed $800,000, 

with New Vista Builders Group, LLC, Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar Construction 

Inc. as primary contractors and Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing Contractor, 

Inc, and Kickler Group LLC, as secondary contractors for the Jamestown Apartments 

and Townhouses Renovations, Phase Iii Project (Engineering Project No. 11237-119, 

Oracle No. 14212); and all other documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.  

(b) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Revision No. 4 to Task Order No. 

CID-07-08-HCA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Hayes 

Cumming Architects, PA in the amount not to exceed $7,500 for architectural and 

engineering design services related to the construction phase of the Jamestown 

Apartments Renovations Phase III, for a total amount of $106,448.  (Engineering 

Project No. 11237-119; Oracle No. 14212) 

( 

(Miscellaneous) 

10. Approving the minutes of February 6, February 13, and February 20, 2014 City Council 

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

FY 2015 Public Budget Summit - Walter Fuller Recreation Center 

7891 - 26th Avenue North, Wednesday, April 23, 2014, 6:00 p.m. 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, April 24, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates 

Thursday, April 24, 2014, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 

City Council iPad Training 

Thursday, April 24, 2014, immediately following Agenda Review, Room 100 

City Council Downtown Waterfront Master Plan 

Thursday, April 24, 2014, immediately following iPad Training, Room 100 

FY15 CIP Budget Workshop 

Tuesday, April 29, 2014, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 

  

  

  

Fiscal Year 2015 Public Budget Summits 

Wednesday, May 14, 2014, Wildwood Recreation Center, 1000 - 28th St, S.,  6:00 p.m.  

Wednesday, June 18, 2014, Willis S. Johns Recreation Center,  6635 Dr. MLK Jr. St. N., 6:00 p.m. 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Arts Advisory Committee 

1 Regular Member 

(Terms 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) 
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 PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS: 
 
 
1. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a yellow card and present the card to the Clerk.  All speakers must be 

sworn prior to presenting testimony.  No cards may be submitted after the close of the Public Hearing.  Each 
party and speaker is limited to the time limits set forth herein and may not give their time to another speaker 
or party. 

 
2. At any time during the proceeding, City Council members may ask questions of any speaker or party.  The time 

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

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

a. Presentation by City Administration. 
 
b. Presentation by Applicant and/or Appellant. If Appellant and Applicant are different entities then each is allowed 

the allotted time for each part of these procedures.  The Appellant shall speak before the Applicant.  In 
connection with land use and zoning ordinances where the City is the applicant, the land owner(s) shall be given 
the time normally reserved for the Applicant/Appellant, unless the land owner is the Appellant. 

 
c. Presentation by Opponent.  If anyone wishes to utilize the initial presentation time provided for an Opponent, said 

individual shall register with the City Clerk at least one week prior to the scheduled public hearing. 
 
4. Public Hearing.  A Public Hearing will be conducted during which anyone may speak for 3 minutes.   Speakers should 

limit their testimony to information relevant to the ordinance or application and criteria for review. 
 
5. Cross Examination.  Each party shall be allowed five (5) minutes for cross examination.  All questions shall be 

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

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

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

 



—____

st.petersburq
www.stpete.org

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, City Council Chair, and Members
of City Council

SUBJECT: Appeal of the Development Review Commission (DRC)
approval of a site plan with variances and bonuses to
construct a 150,000 square foot, 72-unit, multi-family
residential development located at 145 - 4th Avenue North
(Case No.: 13-31000018).

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends that the appeal be
DENIED, thereby UPHOLDING the Development Review
Commission’s approval of the application.

INTRODUCTION: The subject property is located on the northern side of 4th Avenue
North, between 1st Street North and 2d Street North. The applicant proposes to
construct 150,000 square foot, 72-unit, multi-family residential development. The
applicant is seeking bonuses to floor area ratio (FAR) and variances to 1) airport zoning,
2) distance between buildings and 3) the requirements to FAR bonuses. The applicant
was originally approved on December 7, 2005, to construct a 12-story, 64-unit
residential building. The applicant was also approved for FAR bonuses. On March 1,
2006, the applicant was approved for a site plan modification to construct a 16-story
building with 72 dwelling units. The applicant was also granted a variance to airport
zoning. The modified site plan approval expired on September 12, 2012. The applicant
submitted a new application to construct the exact same building that was approved in
2006. The Development Review Commission (DRC) heard the application at the
December 4, 2013 hearing. After hearing testimony from staff and the public who
objected to the site plan, the DRC recommended that the applicant defer the application
and revise it meet the current Land Development Regulations (LDR5). The DRC
discussed the possibility of supporting a variance to the distance between buildings on
the east side of the property due to the location of an existing substation. The applicant
made the revisions and resubmitted the application to the City. Staff recommended
approval of the revised application to the DRC, subject to specific conditions. The DRC
approved the revised application on March 5, 2014, and the approval was appealed to
the City Council, which is the subject of this report.



CURRENT PROPOSAL: The current plan closely resembles the plan approved in
2006, which was not appealed. The applicant did revise the plan to comply with the
distance between buildings regulation for two of the three sides of the building. The
applicant sought and was approved for a variance to the distance between buildings for
the east side of the building. The distance between buildings is an additional regulation
for buildings in the downtown that was adopted as part of the 2007 Land Development
Regulations. The plan and the associated variances are described in detail within the
attached DRC staff report. Staff found that the application complies with the applicable
provisions of the Land Development Regulations (LDR5) and recommended approval to
the DRC.

DRC REVIEW AND DECISION: The DRC considered the revised application during
the public hearing on March 5, 2014. The DRC heard testimony from City staff, the
applicant, the appellant and the general public. The details of the testimony are
provided in the attached meeting minutes. The appellant requested that the DRC deny
the application. Other public comment included concerns about historic preservation,
compatibility, parking, traffic and building height. After considering all of the information
provided, the DRC voted to approve the application, subject to the special conditions in
the staff report, by a vote of 6 to 1.

THE APPEAL: The DRC’s decision was appealed by Saint Petersburg Preservation
and Peter Belmont. Staff’s analysis of the appeal is the subject of this report. The
appellant’s stated reasons for filing this appeal are that the DRC erred in finding the site
plan application to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the City Code and
more particularly with the Code’s compatibility criteria contained within Section
16.70.040.1.4 (D) and in finding the need for a variance to have been established as
outlined in Section 16.70.040.1.4 (B)(4). The appellant also contends that the
application is inconsistent with the following Comprehensive Plan provisions: Section
1.7, definition of compatible and historic resources, Policy LU 3.6, Policy LU 3.8,
Objective LUIO, Objective H& and Policy HP2.12.

STAFF’S ANALYSIS: Staff has reviewed the arguments set forth in the attached
appeal letters. The Administration recommends that the City Council deny the appeal
and uphold the DRC decision based on the following:

Issue No#1: Appellant argues that the site plan is inconsistent with the City Code
criteria for site plan review. Below are the standards for review of a site plan in italics
with staff response below each criterion.

Standards for Review of Site Plans (Section 16.70.040.1.4.D)
In addition to the standards of review for a zoning and planning decision generally, a
decision shall be guided by the following factors;

1. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.



2. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use
and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval;

The property does have a valid land use and zoning for the proposed use.

3. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular
emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and
bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and refuse
collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and emergency. Access
management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest
access management standards of FOOT or the county, respectively;

The subject property is located along 4th Avenue North between 1st and 2nd

Streets North. The road is a city road. The road is not considered a major
street as defined in the City’s Comprehensive Plan. Vehicular access will be
from 4th Avenue North, pedestrian access will be from an existing sidewalk in
the 4th Avenue right of way and refuse collection and servicing of utilities will be
from the existing rear alley. The City’s Transportation Department has already
reviewed the proposal and finds the proposed access is acceptable.

4. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street
loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed
development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian safety,
traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and screening and
landscaping;

Access to the off-street parking area has been designed to be separated from
pedestrian access into the building. If the parking garage is gated, the applicant
will be required to provide proper vehicular stacking to prevent overflow of
vehicles into the right-of-way. The proposed site and building will be reviewed by
the City’s Fire Department to ensure that access into the building meets Code. A
landscape plan is required to be submitted at the time of permitting and shall
comply with the Land Development Regulations.

5. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets and
intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the project
impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections. Transportation
system management techniques may be required where necessary to offset the
traffic impacts;

The City’s Transportation Department has reviewed the proposed site plan and
has not requested any special conditions of approval.

6. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for
drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention
systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by
city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD;



The proposed drainage plan will be reviewed at the time of permitting and shall
comply with the City’s drainage ordinance as required by the special conditions
of approval attached to the DRC staff report.

7. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety
and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties;

The site plan did not indicate any exterior signs or lighting. Any proposed
signage will be required to comply with the City’s sign regulations. The City Code
requires that exterior lighting be designed to prevent glare and light trespass on
abutting properties as outlined in Section 16.40.070.4.

8. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in
relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the neighborhood
and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent development and
surrounding landscape;

The orientation of the building and the location of open space are compatible with
the other buildings within the block face.

9. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic
and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in the
City’s Comprehensive Plan;

The proposed residential use would be compatible with the existing use of
subject property and with other residential properties in the neighborhood. The
project is compatible in terms of use, density, height and setbacks of existing and
approved projects, refer to Attachment “A”.

10. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in the
neighborhood;

The proposed residential building will replace two existing residential buildings.
A residential use is permitted in the zoning district. This portion of the downtown
contains a mixture of building types. Construction of the proposed building is not
anticipated to adversely impact property values in the neighborhood.

11. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working
conditions in the neighborhood;

The proposed use is permitted in the zoning district. The use will provide housing
for those working within the vicinity of the subject property and will enhance the
existing residential uses that abut the subject property. No evidence has been
submitted to staff which indicates that construction of the proposed building
would have a substantial negative impact upon living or working conditions in the
neighborhood.



12. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve internal
and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the proposed
development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes and other
nuisances;

The proposed building meets the setbacks, except for the variance adjacent to
the Duke Energy substation that was approved by the DRC. AU exterior lighting
will need to comply with code. Landscaping is required to buffer all mechanical
equipment and shield surface parking areas. The view of the parking garage will
be shielded from the adjacent residential properties.

13. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion thereof;

The subject property consists of two and a half platted lots and is currently
developed with residential uses. The DC-2 zoning district does not regulate lot
area or lot width, only lot depth. The existing lots meet the minimum lot depth of
75 feet. With the exception of the setback encroachment facing the adjacent
Duke Energy substation, the proposed building complies with all setbacks, open
space and parking requirements.

14. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation;

The existing vegetation is not protected by Code.

15. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200)
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building materials,
and other impacts;

The applicant proposes to remove the existing structures from the subject
property. The proposed building meets the setbacks and distance between
buildings on the west and south sides of the property that abuts historic
resources.

16. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the
hurricane vulnerability zones;

There are evacuation facilities available.

17. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for:

a. Water.
b. Sewer.
c. Sanitation.
d. Parks and recreation.
e. Drainage.
f. Mass transit.
g. Traffic.
h. School Concurrency.



The proposed plan meets all adopted levels of service.

Issue No#2: Appellant argues that the need for a variance has not been established as
outlined in Section 16.70.040.1.4 (B) (4). The code section is below in italics and
follows with staffs response.

Application for Site Plan review Section 16.70.040.1.4 (B)(4).
If a variance request is included, a written demonstration that the existing conditions
and circumstances are such that strict application of the provisions of the Land
Development Regulations would deprive the applicant of reasonable use of said land,
building or structure, equivalent to the use made of lands, buildings, or structures in the
same district and that the peculiar conditions and circumstances are not the result of the
actions of the applicant.

The applicant provided a written demonstration of the existing conditions as
circumstances that was submitted with the application. The written
demonstration was attached to the DRC report.

Issue No#3: Appellant argues that the site plan is inconsistent with the comprehensive
plan Section 1.7, definition of compatible and historic resource. Below are the two
definitions in italics with staff response below each definition.

Compatible - Not having significant adverse impact. With limited variation from adjacent
uses in net density, in type and use of structures (unless highly complementa,’y), and
with limited variation in visual impact on adjacent land uses. In the instance of certain
adjacent or proximate uses, compatibility may be achieved through the use of mitigative
measures.

The proposed site plan is consistent with the use, density, height and setbacks of
other structures within this area of the downtown core. Attachment “A” illustrates
that the subject property is compatible with buildings that have been approved by
the City and others that have been built.

Historic Resources - All areas, districts or sites containing properties listed on the
Florida Master File, the National Register of Historic Places, or designated by the City
as historically, architecturally, or archaeologically significant.

The existing structures are located in the Downtown National Historic District and
are considered contributing structures in the district. The structures, though they
are contributing, are not protected from being modified or demolished.

issue No#4: Appellant argues that the site plan is inconsistent with the following Land
Use Element policies: Policy LU 3.6 and L.U. 3.8. Below are the two policies in italics
followed by objectives and policies that demonstrate that the site plan is consistent with
the Comprehensive Plan.

LU3. 6 Land use planning decisions shall weigh heavily the established character of
predominately developed areas where changes of use or intensity of development are
contemplated.



LU 3.8 The City shall protect existing and future residential uses from incompatible
uses, noise, traffic and other intrusions that detract from the long term desirability of an
area through appropriate land development regulations.

The subject property is located in the downtown, within the Intown Activity Center
and Intown Redevelopment Area. The downtown and Intown Activity Center
were established by the City to encourage urban development with a significantly
higher intensity and density than other parts of the City. The proposed use is
compatible with other approved and built projects in the City as illustrated by
Attachment “A”. Below are objectives and policies from the City’s
Comprehensive Plan that support this statement.

OBJECTIVE LU2:
The Future Land Use Element shall facilitate a compact urban development
pattern that provides opportunities to more efficiently use and develop
infrastructure, land and other resources and services by concentrating more
intensive growth in activity centers and other appropriate areas.
LU2.1 To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the following
activity centers as part of this Land Use Plan:
1. Gateway 3. Tyrone
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza

LU2.2 The City shall concentrate growth in the designated Activity Centers and
prioritize infrastructure improvements to service demand in those areas.

OBJECTIVE LU3:
The Future Land Use Map (Map 2) shall specify the desired development pattern
for St. Petersburg through a land use category system that provides for the
location, type, density and intensity of development and redevelopment. All
development will be subject to any other requirements, regulations and
procedures outlined in the land development regulations including, but not limited
to: minimum lot size, setback requirements, density, floor area ratio, and
impervious surface ratio.

LU3.1 The Future Land Use Element contains the following categories:

3. Central Business District (CBD) - Allowing a mixture of higher intensity retail,
office, industrial, service and residential uses up to a floor area ratio of 4.0 and a
net residential density not to exceed the maximum allowable in the land
development regulations. Increased floor area ratios may be permitted as a
bonus for developments that provide additional amenities or other improvements
that achieve CBD design and development objectives. Application of this
category is limited to the Intown Sector. This category shall not be applied
without development of, and CPA approval of, a special area plan.



OBJECTIVE LU23:
The City shall support sustainable land development patterns through the LDRs
and the Comprehensive Plan.

LU23.2 The City’s development review policies and procedures shall
acknowledge the GHG emission reduction impacts of higher density
development and the negative impacts of sprawling, low-density development.

LU23.3 The City’s LDRs shall continue to support greater development intensity
within the Corridor and Center zoning districts, particularly where located along
fixed transit lines and around transit stops and stations.

Issue No#5: Appellant argues that the site plan is inconsistent with the following land
use policy and objectives: Policy HP 2.12, Objective LU 10 and Objective H7. Below
are the policy and two objectives in italics followed by staff’s analysis.

HP2. 12 The City will track hexagon block sidewalk removal and, on an annual basis, the
Community Prese,vation Commission will be provided a report setting forth the blocks in
which hexagon block sidewalks have been removed during the previous year. Based on
such information, the Commission will advise City Council if changes are needed in the
City’s hexagon block sidewalk policy.

Not applicable. There are no protected hexagon block sidewalks that are
proposed for removal.

OBJECTIVE LUIO:
The historic resources locally designated by the St. Petersburg City Council and
Community Preseivation Commission shall be incorporated onto the Land Use Map or
map series at the time of original adoption or through the amendment process and
protected from development and redevelopment activities consistent with the provisions
of the Historic Preservation Element and the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Not applicable. The existing buildings are not locally designated as historic.

OBJECTIVE H7:
Properties listed in the National Register of Historic Places or in the St. Petersburg
Register of Historic Places shall be preserved and protected under the guidelines
provided in the City’s Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay. The City shall
undertake efforts to identify and preserve historically significant buildings.

The subject property is located in a National Register, but not in the St
Petersburg Register of Historic Places. The City’s Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay Section of the LDR’s regulates the designation of historic
structures and modifications to historic structures. The structures on the subject
property are not designated. The only section of the Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay that is relevant would be the section discussing demolition
of contributing, non-designated structures. This section does not prohibit the



demolition of contributing structures, but requires the City to notify interested
parties of a potential demolition.

The most recent site plan for a non-contributing structure approved by the City is
for 145 4th Avenue Northeast, what is referred to as the Mansion by the Bay. The
City has reviewed multiple site plan applications; the most recent approval was
on December 5, 2012, by the DRC.

SUMMARY: Staff found that the application for a site plan to construct a 150,000
square foot, 72-unit multi-family residential development, with FAR bonuses and
associated variances comply with the applicable provisions of the Land Development
Regulations (LDR’s) and recommended approval to the Development Review
Commission (DRC). The DRC considered all of the information presented during the
public hearing and approved the project. Given the findings set forth in this report, Staff
recommends that the appeal of the DRC decision should be denied and that the
decision of the DRC should be upheld.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Administration recommends that the City Council APPROVE Resolution “A” to
deny the appeal, thereby upholding the decision of the DRC to approve the application.
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RESOLUTION NO.________

A RESOLUTION DENYING THE APPEAL
AND UPHOLDING THE DEVELOPMENT
REVIEW COMMISSION’S APPROVAL OF A
SITE PLAN WITH A REQUEST FOR
VARIANCES AND FLOOR AREA RATIO
BONUS FOR 145 4TH AVENUE NORTH
(CASE NO. 13-31000018); MAKING
FINDINGS BASED ON THE EVIDENCE; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 2014, the Development Review Commission (DRC) held a

public hearing for a proposed site plan with a request for a floor area ratio bonus and variances

for 145 _4th Avenue North; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is appropriate to deny the appeal by upholding

the DRC’s approval of the site plan, variances and bonus.

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

Florida that the City Council makes the following findings:

1. The site plan, variances and bonus comply with the City’s applicable
Land Development Regulations and Comprehensive Plan; and

2. The City Council finds that it is appropriate to DENY the appeal and UPHOLD the DRC’s
approval of the site plan, variances and bonus, subject to the conditions of the Staff
Report, as adopted by the DRC at the public hearing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that under its de novo and appellate authority, based
upon the foregoing findings of fact based on evidence, this Council approves the site plan,
variances and bonus, subject to the conditions in the Staff Report, and denies the appeal

herein; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall become effectively immediately

upon adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

and Economic Development Department Date

,.

Cit rê’y Dte



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPEAL
AND OVERTURNING THE DEVELOPMENT
REVIEW COMMISSION’S APPROVAL OF A
SITE PLAN WITH A REQUEST FOR
VARIANCES AND FLOOR AREA RATIO
BONUS FOR 145 — 4TH AVENUE NORTH
(CASE NO. 13-31000018); MAKING
FINDINGS BASED ON EVIDENCE; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 2014, the Development Review Commission (DRC) held a
public hearing for a proposed site plan with a request for a floor area ratio bonus and variances
for 145 — 4th Avenue North; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is appropriate to approve the appeal by
denying the DRCs approval of the site plan, variances and bonus.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida that the City Council makes the following findings based on the evidence:

1. The requested site plan does not comply with the applicable City Land Development
Regulations or Comprehensive Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that under its de novo and appellate authority, based
upon the foregoing findings based on the evidence, this Council denies the site plan, variances
and bonus and approves the appeal herein; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall become effectively immediately
upon adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

q-q-i
Plaifuig and Economic Development Department Date

CEM4”



The Appeal
145- Avenue North

DRC Case No. 13-31000013
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PETER B. BELMONT
102 FAREHAM PLACE NORTH

ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33701
(727) 463-3612

March 17, 2014
City Clerk
175 5’’ Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

RE: Appeal of Site Plan and Variance Approvals, Case # 13-31000018, a
residential development proposed for 145 41h Avenue North

Madam Clerk:

St. Petersburg Preservation and Peter Belmont hereby appeal the decision of the
Development Review Commission (DRC”) to approve site plan application and
variances for side setback and use of bonuses when not meeting building envelope
requirements, case #13-31000018 for the development of a residential use project at
145 41h Avenue North. Appellants will be represented by Peter Belmont, Fla. Bar
#335150.

The matter was reviewed and approved by the DRC at its regularly scheduled
meeting on March 5, 2014. A summary of the basis of the appeal is contained in the
attached letter dated February 24, 2014 and addressed to Chairman David Punzak &
Commission Members. Also attached to this notice is the staff report provided to the
DRC, including the recommendation with conditions adopted by the DRC and from
which this appeal ensues.

Appellants contend the DRC erred in finding the site plan application to be
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the City Code and more particularly with
the code’s compatibility criteria contained within sec. 16.70.040.1.4(D) and in finding the
need for a variance to have been established (sec. 16.70.040.1.4(B)(4)). Appellants
contend the application is inconsistent with the following Comprehensive Plan
provisions: Section 1 .7 (definition of compatible and historic resources), Policy LU3.6,
Policy LU3.8, Objective LU1O, ObjectiveH7 and Policy HP2.12.

(eIlYbeci

P E B. BELMONT
Fla. Bar #335150
102 Fareham Place North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701
peterbelmont@earthlink.net
(727) 463-4612



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
-—— PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

stpetersburg DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT

— REVISED
SITE PLAN REVIEW
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, no Commission
member resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on March 5, 2014 at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 13-31 000018 PLAT SHEET: E-4

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72 unit,
multi-family residential development. The applicant is seeking
bonuses to floor area ratio (FAR) and variances to 1) airport
zoning, 2) distance between buildings and 3) the requirements to
FAR Bonuses.

APPLICANT: Shineco
700 7th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701-2958

ARCHITECT: Architectonics Studio
216 5th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 145 4th Avenue North
PARCEL ID NO.: 19131/17/74466/003/0110; 19/31/17/74466/003/0120

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: DC-2

SITE AREA TOTAL: 25,000 square feet or 0.57 acres

GROSS FLOOR AREA:
Existing: 23,028 square feet 0.92 F.AR.
Proposed: 150,000 square feet 6.0 FA.R.



Permitted: 75,000 square feel 3.0 F.A.A.

BUILDING COVERAGE:
Existing: 13,947 square feet 56% of Site MOL
Proposed: 17,213 square feet 70% of Site MDL
Permitted: 23,750 square feet 95% of Site MDL

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE:
Existing: 17,075 square feet 68% of Site MDL
Proposed: 18,279 square feet 73% of Site MOL
Permitted: N/A

OPEN GREEN SPACE:
Existing: 7,925 square feet 32% of Site MOL
Proposed: 6,701 square feet 27% of Site MOL

PAVING COVERAGE:
Existing: 3,128 square feet 13% of Site MOL
Proposed: 1,066 square feet 43% of Site MDL

PARKING:
Existing: 0;
Proposed: 95; including 2 handicapped spaces
fRequired 72; including 3 handicapped spaces

BUILDING HEIGHT:
Existing: 35 feet
Proposed: 200 feet, 242 feet AMSL
Permitted: 200 feet, 158 feet AMSL

APPLICATION REVIEW:

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with theprocedural requirements of Section 16.10.020.1 of the Municipal Code for a residentialuse which is a permitted use within the DC-2 Zoning District.

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Request:
The applicant seeks approval of a site plan to construct 72 dwelling units and 95 structuredparking spaces. The applicant is seeking variances for 1) airport zoning, 2), distance betweenbuildings and 3) requirements to FAR bonuses. The applicant is also seeking approval of floorarea ratio (FAR) bonuses to increase the allowable FAR from 3.0 to 6.0.

The subject property is located on the north side of 41h Avenue North between 1 St Street Northand 2 Street North. The lot is currently developed with two older apartment buildings (Ca.1926-29) which will be demolished to accommodate the proposed development. There is aDuke Energy substation to the east, the 8-story Flori de Leon apartment building to the southand an existing two-story apartment building to the west.



Current Proposal:
The applicant came before the Development Review Commission (DRC) on December 4, 2013,
for an approval of a site plan to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72 unit, multi-family residential
development with variances to airport zoning, distance between buildings and bonuses to floor
area ratio (FAR). The variance for distance between buildings was for the east, west and north
sides of the building. At the December hearing, the DRC expressed concerns about the
variance request for the west and north sides of the building, but had less of a concern for the
variance for the east side of the building because an existing utility substation is located on the
east side of the building. The DRC asked if the applicant could revise the plans to comply with
the distance between buildings for the west and north sides of the building. The DRC
recommended to the applicant that they defer the application in order to make the revisions to
the plan. The applicant asked the DRC to defer the application to make the revisions to the
plan. The application before the DAC includes the revisions to the site plan. The applicant is
requesting a variance for distance between buildings, but for only the east side of the building.

Site plan
The revised site plan includes a proposed 16-story condominium building with three (3) levels of
structured parking and 13 floors of residential units. As illustrated by the site plan, the proposed
building is set back from the front property line to provide the required amount of ground-level
open space. The open space is defined with an open plaza along the front of the building and a
covered plaza that is adjacent to the southwest corner of the building. The open space
connects to the existing sidewalk along 4 Street North. The plaza includes a fountain,
benches, landscaping and hardscape. The main entry to the building is located along the front
façade exiting out onto the open plaza area and a second entry point is located along the west
side of the building that exits out onto the covered plaza. The plaza has been designed to
enhance 4t Street North and the entrance to the building, and provides a gathering space for
residents of the proposed project and residents living in the neighborhood. Access to the
parking structure is from 4Lh Street North. A 10-space covered parking area is located on the
first level of the parking garage and is accessed from the alley.

Elevation
The building is designed with three parts: a strong base housing the parking structure, the
middle tower, and upper penthouse units. The building has no particular architectural style, but
rather includes a combination of traditional and contemporary components. Traditional
elements such as arches, balustrades, and domed features, are incorporated along with
contemporary elements, such as a glass curtain wall.

It is unclear if the sides of the parking garage are open or enclosed, If the garage is open along
the interior property lines, the building will need to be setback 7.5 feet from the interior property
lines. If the garage is enclosed along the interior property lines, it can be built to the property
lines.

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) Bonuses:
The base Floor area ratio (FAR) within the DC-2 district is a maximum of 3.0. The applicant is
requesting a bonus of 3.0 FAR for a total FAR of 6.0, which can only be granted by the
Development Review Commission (DRC) upon demonstration that the project qualifies for the
bonuses.



The applicant is requesting the following bonuses:

1. 0.5 FAR - Make structured parking not visible to the streets with an architecturally
compatible design above the base to create an attractive and architectural screen
to the structured parking.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 0.5. To qualify for the
bonus, the applicant will be required to screen the 2u,d and 3 floors of the parking garage on
Avenue North with an architecturally compatible design. The applicant is proposing a design
that will meet the intent of the Code. The design provided to staff incorporates materials,
architectural elements and window pattern that are consistent with the residential tower. This
criterion is satisfied.

2. 0.5 FAR - Provide additional five percent ground level open space.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 0.5. The total site
area is 25,000 square feet. The basic required open space for a site of this size is five (5)
percent of the site area or 1,250 square feet. For the bonus to be satisfied, an additional five (5)
percent of the site area, or 1,250 square feet, must be provided as open space for a total of
2,500 square feet of ground level open space. The plan shows 2,500 square feet of open
space. This criterion is satisfied.

3. 2.0 FAR - Provide financial support to the City’s Housing Capital Improvements
Projects (HCIP) Trust Fund or its successor fund equal to one-quarter of one
percent or more of the total construction cost per each 0.5 of FAR bonus.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 2.0. The total
construction cost of the project is approximately 26 million dollars. Since the applicant is
seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve a bonus of 2.0, the applicant will be required to provide
one percent or more of the total construction cost to the HCIP Trust Fund. Based on the
estimated construction cost, a minimum of $260,000 shall be paid to the HCIP Trust Fund. The
applicant shall provide the funds to the City prior to the release of building permits. A condition
has been added to this report to address this.

VARIANCE:

1 Airport Zoning

Required: 158 feet AMSL
Proposed: 245 feet AMSL
Variance: 87 feet AMSL

The DC-2 zoning district has a maximum building height of 200 feet. However, the Albert
Whitted Airport Zoning Ordinance limits the building on this property to a maximum of 158 feet
Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL). The proposed building will be 245 feet AMSL, requiring a
variance of 87 feet. The applicant has submitted an application to the Federal Aviation
Administration requesting approval of the height encroachment. The applicant has received the
letter of No Hazard to Air Navigation from the Federal Aviation Administration. The applicant
was approved to encroach 87 feet AMSL above 158 feet AMSL. The DAC has granted a
number of variances for similar projects elsewhere in the downtown area. To promote an urban
downtown and urban form, variances to the airport zoning restrictions are appropriate where no



safety concerns are identifiable related to airport operations. Given these considerations, Staff
recommends approval of the variance.

2 Distance between buildings — east side only

Required: 30 feet
Proposed: 10 feet
Variance: 20 feet

The Code requires buildings within the DC-2 zoning district to provide a building separation of at
least 60-feet for all portions of the building above 50 feet, except for the portion of the building
abutting a street. The applicant is required to provide at least 50 percent of the required
distance between buildings or 30 feet. The intent of requiring the 60-foot distance between
buildings is to allow for air and light circulation around buildings and create a more attractive
skyline that is not imposing to the pedestrian. The subject lot is 125 feet in width and 200-feet in
depth. If the applicant were to provide the required building separation, the width of the tower
would be 65 feet. The applicant is proposing a building separation of 10 feet on the east side of
the property; therefore, the proposed tower will be 85 feet wide.

The property to the east of the subject property is developed with a utility substation. The utility
substation will most likely not be development with another use in the future. Allowing the
building to be closer to the east property line will still allow light and air circulation to occur. The
applicant is providing a 10 foot setback, which is the required setback when abutting a public
right-of-way. Staff recommends approval of the variance for distance between buildings.

3 Requirements to FAR bonuses

The Code requires that projects within the downtown center districts that utilize bonuses to
receive greater development rights shall not exceed the maximum intensity allowed for the site.
Further, to qualify for bonuses, a project shall comply with the requirements of the building
envelope for the zoning district. In this case, the applicant would need to comply with the
distance between buildings. However, the applicant is requesting a variance to distance
between buildings and is requesting FAR bonuses. Therefore, the applicant is required to
request a variance to the requirements to FAR bonuses. As stated above, the property to the
east of the subject property is developed with a utility substation. The utility substation will most
likely not be development with another use in the future. Allowing the building to be closer to
the east property line will still allow light and air circulation to occur. The applicant is providing a
10 foot setback, which is the required setback when abutting a public right-of-way. Staff
recommends approval of the variance for requirements to FAR bonuses.

Public Comments:
New public notice was provided for the March hearing to property owners within 200 feet,
excluding public right-of-way. Staff received a second letter of objection from St. Petersburg
Preservation and a letter from the Downtowns Neighborhood Association. Also attached, are
letters that were included in the original staff report presented to the DRC in December.

III. RECOMMENDATION:
B. Staff recommends the following:

1. APPROVAL of the varIance for Airport Zoning.
2. APPROVAL of the variance for distance between buildings.



3. APPROVAL of the variance to the requirements for FAR bonuses.
4. APPROVAL of the site plan, subject to the conditions in the staff report.

C. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

1. Approval of the site plan is subject to approval by the lntown
Community Redevelopment Agency.

2. The portion of the garage on 4’ Avenue North above the first floor shall
be screened with an architecturally compatible design as required to
receive the F.A.R. bonus. The final design shall be subject to approval
by staff.

3. The applicant shall provide one percent or more of the total
construction cost to the HICP Trust Fund. The funds shall be provided
to the City prior to the release of building permits.

4. The public sidewalk abutting the subject property shall be widened to a
minimum of 8-feet.

5. Concrete sidewalks shall be continuous through all driveway
approaches and truncated domes shall be installed.

6. Landscaping shall be installed in the public right-of-way as required by
Section 16.40.060.

7. The final streetscape and hardscape plan for the abutting streets shall
be approved by Staff.

8. The applicant shall provide the letter of No Hazard to Air Navigation
from the Federal Aviation Administration at the time of permitting.

9. BuildIng materials at the street level shall include materials such as
metal, stone, brick, precast masonry, glass, stucco or other similar hard
surface material. The use of dryvit, EIFS, or other artificial material
shall not be permitted.

10. Bicycle parking shall be provided as required by SectIon 16.40.090.
11. Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 16.40.070.
12. Mechanical equipment shall be screened from the abutting rights-of

way.
13. Construction of piers and/or caissons shall be by auger method unless

geotechnical data supports a finding that such a method is impractical
or impossible.

14. The site plan shall be modified as necessary to comply with the
comments in the Engineering Department’s Memorandum dated
November 18, 2013.

D. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

(All or Part of the following standard conditions of approval may apply to the subject
application. Application of the conditions is subject to the scope of the subject project
and at the discretion of the Zoning Official. Applicants who have questions regarding the
application of these conditions are advised to contact the Zoning Official.)

ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE DRC SHALL BE REFLECTED
ON A FINAL SITE PLAN TO BE SUBMIrrED TO THE PLANNING & ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO
THE ISSUANCE OF PERMITS.



Building Code Requirements:

1. The applicant shall contact the Citys Construction Services and Permitting
Division and Fire Department to identify all applicable Building Code and
Health/Safety Code issues associated with this proposed project.

2. All requirements associated with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) shall
be satisfied.

Zoning/Planning Requirements:

1. The use/proposal shall be consistent with Concurrency Certificate No. 6294.
2. The applicant shall submit a notice of construction to Albert Whitted Field if the

crane height exceeds 190 feet. The applicant shall also provide a Notice of
Construction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), if required by Federal
and City codes.

3. All site visibility triangle requirements shall be met (Chapter 16, Article 16.40,Section 16.40.160).

4. No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected and no trees
or shrubbery shall be planted on any easement other than fences, trees,
shrubbery, and hedges of a type approved by the City.

5. The location and size of the trash container(s) shall be designated, screened,and approved by the Manager of Commercial Collections, City Sanitation.. A
solid wood fence or masonry wall shall be installed around the perimeter of thedumpster pad.

Engineering Requirements:

1. The site shall be in compliance with all applicable drainage regulations (includingregional and state permits) and the conditions as may be noted herein. The
applicant shall submit drainage calculations and grading plans (including Street
crown elevations), which conform with the quantity and the water quality
requirements of the Municipal Code (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section
16.40.030), to the City’s Engineering Department for approval. Please note that
the entire site upon which redevelopment occurs shall meet the water quality
controls and treatment required for development sites. Stormwater runoff
release and retention shall be calculated using the rational formula and a 10-
year, one-hour design storm.

2. As per Engineering Department requirements and prior to their approval of anypermits, the applicant shall submit a copy of a Southwest Florida Water
Management District (or Pinellas County Ordinance 90-17) Management of
Surface Water Permit or Letter of Exemption to the Engineering Department and
a copy of all permits from other regulatory agencies including but not limited toFDOT and Pinellas County required for this project.

3. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to
commencement of construction within dedicated rights-of-way or easements.

4. The applicant shall submit a completed Storm Water Management Utility Data
Form to the City’s Engineering Department for review and approval prior to theapproval of any permits.



5. Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at
all corners where sidewalks meet a street or driveway.

Landscaping Requirements:

1. The applicant shall submit a revised landscape plan, which complies with the
plan approved by the DRC and includes any modifications as required by the
DRC. The DRC grants the Planning & Economic Development Department
discretion to modify the approved landscape plan where necessary due to
unforeseen circumstances (e.g. stormwater requirements, utility conflicts,
conflicts with existing trees, etc.), provided the intent of the applicable
ordinance(s) is/are maintained. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with
Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060 of the City Code entitled
“Landscaping and Irrigation.”

2. Any plans for tree removal and permitting shall be submitted to the Development
Services Division for approval.

3. All existing and newly planted trees and shrubs shall be mulched with three (3)
inches of organic matter within a two (2) foot radius around the trunk of the tree.

4. The applicant shall install an automatic underground irrigation system in all
landscaped areas. Drip irrigation may be permitted as specified within Chapter
16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060.2.2.

5. Concrete curbing, wheelstops, or other types of physical barriers shall be
provided around/within all vehicular use areas to protect landscaped areas.

6. Any healthy existing oak trees over two (2) inches in diameter shall be preserved
or relocated if feasible.

7. Any trees to be preserved shall be protected during construction in accordance
with Chapter 16, Article 16.40.150, Section 16.40.060.2.1.1 of City Code.
Development Services Division Staff shall inspect and approve all tree protection
barricades prior to the issuance of development permits.

IV. CONSIDERATIONS BY THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FOR REVIEW
(Pursuant to Chapter 16, Section 16.70.040.1.4 (D)):
A. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
B. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use

and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval;
C. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular

emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and
bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and
refuse collection, and access in case of lire, catastrophe and emergency. Access
management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest
access management standards of FDOT or Pinellas County, respectively;

D. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street
loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed
development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian
safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and
screening and landscaping;



E. Tratfic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets
and intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the
project impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections.
Transportation system management techniques may be required where
necessary to offset the traffic impacts;

F. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for
drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention
systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by
city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD;

0. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety
and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties;

H. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in
relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the
neighborhood and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent
development and surrounding landscape;

Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic
and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in
the Citys Comprehensive Plan;

J. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in
the neighborhood;

K. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working
conditions in the neighborhood;

L. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve
internal and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the
proposed development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes
and other nuisances;

M. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion thereof;

N. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation;

0. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200)
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building
materials, and other impacts;

1. The site is not within an Archaeological Sensitivity Area (Chapter 16,
Article 16.30, Section 16.30.070).

2. The property is not within a flood hazard area (Chapter 16, Article 16.40,
Section 16.40.050).

P. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the
hurricane vulnerability zones;

Q. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for:



a. Water.
b. Sewer.
c. Sanitation,
d. Parks and recreation.
e. Drainage.
I. Mass transit.
g. Traffic.
h. School Concurrency.

The land use of the subject property is: Central Business District
The land uses of the surrounding properties are:
North: Central Business District

South: Central Business District

East Central Business District

West: Central Business District

REPORT PREPARED BY:

/ ,, .,

i
COREY 1ALYSZ1A, Urban 5e.ri and Development Coordinator DATE

REPORT APPROVED BY:

- - I
9

PHILIP T. LAZZARA, AICP DATE
Zoning Official



*L
[I1

111
1*

iL
J:i

J i
b

sI
pe

Ie
rs

hu
r

w
w

w
.s

tp
et

e.
.o

rg

S U
,

—
4 z

L L
L E

4T
H

A
’

1
U

U

4T
H

M
’E

z a, S z z S z

z U
,

P
la

nn
in

g
&

E
co

no
m

ic
D

ev
el

op
m

en
t

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t

C
as

e
N

o.
:

13
-3

10
00

01
8

A
dd

re
ss

:
14

5
4t
h

A
ve

nu
e

N
or

th
N

t
(n

ts
)



A
dd

re
ss

:
14

5
4th

A
ve

nu
e

N
or

th

P
la

nn
in

g
&

E
co

no
m

ic
D

ev
el

op
m

en
t

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t

-

—
:

C
as

e
N

o
13

-3
1

00
00

18
st

.p
eI

er
sb

ur
w

w
w

.s
tp

et
e.

or
g

(n
ts

)



:o• •i,i

ii ii

Ii

‘ ! : : ! !!
H
II

B
H

I
I

Architectural
v Site Plan I rchltectonlcs

.
a Studioa CONDOMINIUM 1• V. Aba. N •1. P•I.b F N701

1t4

5. I



north elevation

Hr
L..

iIO
8ETSAd(

Itt. tO



UilTI-4

SETBACK

RQP
2

L

south Avtifln



C0.4
-’

Cu>a)a)4
-

CoCue



4
C0Cu>a).4
-



DRC Staff Report
145 - 4th Avenue North

DRC Case No. 13-31000018



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

___

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

st.petcrshurq DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION

www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT

SITE PLAN REVIEW
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, no Commission

member resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other

possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW

SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public

Hearing and Executive Action on December 4, 2013, at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City

Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 13-31000018 PLAT SHEET: E-4

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72 unit,

multi-family residential development with variances to airport
zoning, distance between buildings and bonuses to floor area
ratio (FAR).

APPLICANT: Shineco
700 7th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701-2958

ARCHITECT: Architectonics Studio
216 5th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 145 4th Avenue North
PARCEL ID NO.: 19/31/17/74466/003/0110; 19/31/17/74466/003/0120

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: DC-2

SITE AREA TOTAL: 25,000 square feet or 0.57 acres

GROSS FLOOR AREA:
Existing: 23,028 square feet 0.92 F.A.R.
Proposed: 150,000 square feet 6.0 F.A.R.
Permitted: 75,000 square feet 3.0 F.A.R.



BUILDING COVERAGE:
Existing: 13,947 square feet 56% of Site MOL
Proposed: 17,213 square feet 70% of Site MOL
Permitted: 23,750 square feet 95% of Site MOL

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE:
Existing: 17,075 square feet 68% of Site MOL
Proposed: 18,279 square feet 73% of Site MOL
Permitted: N/A

OPEN GREEN SPACE:
Existing: 7,925 square feet 32% of Site MOL
Proposed: 6,701 square feet 27% of Site MOL

PAVING COVERAGE:
Existing: 3,128 square feet 13% of Site MOL
Proposed: 1 ,066 square feet 4% of Site MOL

PARKING:
Existing: 0;
Proposed: 95; including 2 handicapped spaces
Required 72; including 3 handicapped spaces

BUILDING HEIGHT:
Existing: 35 feet
Proposed: 200 feet, 242 feet AMSL
Permitted: 200 feet, 158 feet AMSL

APPLICATION REVIEW:

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with the
procedural requirements of Section 16.10.020.1 of the Municipal Code for a residential
use which is a permitted use within the DC-2 Zoning District.

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Request:
The applicant seeks approval of a site plan to construct 72 dwelling units and 95 structured

parking spaces. The applicant is seeking variances for 1) airport zoning and 2) distance
between buildings. The applicant is also seeking approval of floor area ratio (FAR) bonuses to
increase the allowable FAR from 3.0 to 6.0. The subject property is located on the north side of
41h Avenue North between 1st Street North and 2nd Street North.

The Environmental Development Commission (EDC) approved a site plan on December 7,
2005 (05-31000057) to construct of a 16-story condominium including 72 dwelling units and 95
structured parking spaces. The site plan expired on September 9, 2012.

Current Proposal:
The lot is currently developed with two older apartment buildings (ca. 1926-29) which will be
demolished to accommodate the proposed development. There is a Duke Energy substation to



the east, the 8-story Flor-de-Leon apartment building to the south, a planned 13-story

condominium to the southeast, and an existing two-story apartment building to the west.

The site plan includes a proposed 16-story condominium building with four (4) levels of

structured parking and 12 floors of residential units. As illustrated by the site plan, the proposed

building is set back from the front property line to provide the required amount of ground-level

open space. The open space is defined with an open plaza along the front of the building and a
covered plaza that is adjacent to the southwest corner of the building. The open space
connects to the existing sidewalk along 4th Street North. The plaza includes a fountain,

benches, landscaping and hardscape. The main entry to the building is located along the front

façade exiting out onto the open plaza area and a second entry point is located along the west
side of the building that exits out onto the covered plaza. The plaza has been designed to
enhance 4 Street North and the entrance to the building, and provides a gathering space for

residents of the proposed project and residents living in the neighborhood. Access to the

parking structure is from 4th Street North. A 10-space covered parking area is located on the

first level of the parking garage and is accessed from the alley.

The building is designed with three parts: a strong base housing the parking structure, the
middle tower, and upper penthouse units. The building has no particular architectural style, but

rather includes a combination of traditional and contemporary components. Traditional

elements such as arches, balustrades, and domed features, are incorporated along with
contemporary elements, such as a glass curtain wall.

It is hard to determine if the sides of the parking garage are open or enclosed. If the garage is

open along the interior property lines, the building will need to be setback 7.5 feet from the
interior property lines. If the garage is enclosed along the interior property lines, it can be built

to the property lines.

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) Bonuses:
Floor area ratio (FAR) within the DC-2 district is a maximum of 3.0. The applicant is requesting

a bonus of 3.0 FAR for a total FAR of 6.0, which can only be granted by the Development

Review Commission (DRC) upon demonstration that the project qualifies for the bonuses.

The applicant is requesting the following bonuses:

1. 0.5 FAR - Make structured parking not visible to the streets with an architecturally
compatible design above the base to create an attractive and architectural screen
to the structured parking.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 0.5. To qualify for the

bonus, the applicant will be required to screen the 2nd and 3rd floors of the parking garage on

Avenue North with an architecturally compatible design. The applicant is proposing a design

that will meet the intent of the Code. The design provided to staff incorporates materials,

architectural elements and window pattern that are consistent with the residential tower. This
criterion is satisfied.

2. 0.5 FAR - Provide additional five percent ground level open space.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 0.5. The total site

area is 25,000 square feet. The basic required open space for a site of this size is five (5)
percent of the site area or 1,250 square feet. For the bonus to be satisfied, an additional five (5)



percent of the site area, or 1,250 square feet, must be provided as open space for a total of

2,500 square feet of ground level open space. The plan shows 5,000 square feet of open

space, which is twice the amount required. This criterion is satisfied.

3. 2.0 FAR - Provide financial support to the City’s Housing Capital Improvements

Projects (HCIP) Trust Fund or its successor fund equal to one-quarter of one

percent or more of the total construction cost per each 0.5 of FAR bonus.

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve an FAR bonus of 2.0. The total

construction cost of the project is approximately 26 million dollars. Since the applicant is

seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve a bonus of 2.0, the applicant will be required to provide

one percent or more of the total construction cost to the HCIP Trust Fund. Based on the

estimated construction cost, a minimum of $260,000 shall be paid to the HCIP Trust Fund. The

applicant shall provide the funds to the City prior to the release of building permits. A condition

has been added to this report to address this.

VARIANCE:

1 Airport Zoning

Required: 158 feet AMSL
Proposed: 245 feet AMSL
Variance: 87 feet AMSL

The DC-2 zoning district has a maximum building height Of 200 feet. However, the Albert

Whitted Airport Zoning Ordinance limits the building on this property to a maximum of 158 feet

Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL). The proposed building will be 245 feet AMSL, requiring a

variance of 87 feet. The applicant has submitted an application to the Federal Aviation

Administration requesting approval of the height encroachment. , The applicant has received

the letter of No Hazard to Air Navigation from the Federal Aviation Administration. The

applicant was approved to encroach 87 feet AMSL above 158 feet AMSL. The DRC has

granted a number of variances for similar projects elsewhere in the downtown area. To promote

an urban downtown and urban form, variances to the airport zoning restrictions are appropriate

where no safety concerns are identifiable related to airport operations. Given these

considerations, Staff recommends approval of the variance.

2 Distance between buildings

Required: 30 feet
Proposed: 10 feet
Variance: 20 feet

The Code requires buildings within the DC-2 zoning district to provide a building separation of at

least 60-feet for all portions of the building above 50 feet, except for the portion of the building

abutting a street. The applicant is required to provide at least 50 percent of the required

distance between buildings or 30 feet. The intent of requiring the 60-foot distance between

buildings is to allow for air and light circulation around buildings and create a more attractive

skyline that is not imposing to the pedestrian. The subject lot is 125 feet in width and 200-feet in

depth. If the applicant were to provide the required building separation, the width of the tower

would be 65 feet and the depth of the tower would be 140 feet. The applicant is proposing a

building separation of 10 feet on all interior sides of the property; therefore, the proposed tower



will be 105 feet wide and 160 feet in depth. The applicant has stated that the reduced footprint
is too restrictive and would be inadequate to develop the building. The applicant has also stated
that the building was approved under the previous code, which did not require the additional
setback; the project was granted a previous extension for 5 years. Further, the applicant has
expressed that the extension did not provide was not enough time to move the project forward
based on recent economic conditions and the project has been engineered and is ready to be
submitted for permitting.

Section 16.70.010.10 of the City Code permits an applicant to seek an extension for an
application that was approved prior to September 10, 2007. The City Code further states, that
an applicant with an approved extension that is scheduled to expire after September 10, 2007
may request one extension which shall expire on September 9, 2012. The applicant was
approved for such an extension, which is now expired. Therefore, any new application that is
submitted must comply with current code. The building that is currently being proposed was
previously approved, but under the previous land development regulations. The previous land
development regulations did not have a distance between buildings requirement. However, the
applicant still has the ability to build a tower without the need to request a variance. The land
development regulations have changed and other projects have been able to be built under the
new land development regulations. Section 16.70.040.1.6 of the City Code has specific review
criteria for the granting of a variance. The applicant has not provided sufficient responses to the
criteria to prove that a hardship exists. Staff recommends denial of the variance for distance
between buildings.

Public Comments:
Staff received a letter from the President of the Downtown Neighborhood Association (DNA)
that expressed opposition to the variance request for distance between buildings.

III. RECOMMENDATION:
B. Staff recommends the following:

1. APPROVAL of the variance for Airport Zoning.
2. DENIAL of the variance for distance between buildings.
3. APPROVAL of the site plan, subject to the conditions in the staff report.

C. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

1. Approval of the site plan is subject to approval by the Intown
Community Redevelopment Agency.

2. The portion of the garage on 4th Avenue North above the first floor shall
be screened with an architecturally compatible design as required to
receive the F.A.R. bonus. The final design shall be subject to approval
by staff.

3. The applicant shall provide one percent or more of the total
construction cost to the HICP Trust Fund. The funds shall be provided
to the City prior to the release of building permits.

4. The public sidewalk abutting the subject property shall be widened to a
minimum of 8-feet.

5. Concrete sidewalks shall be continuous through all driveway
approaches and truncated domes shall be installed.

6. Landscaping shall be installed in the public right-of-way as required by
Section 16.40.060.



7. The final streetscape and hardscape plan for the abutting streets shall

be approved by Staff.
8. The applicant shall provide the letter of No Hazard to Air Navigation

from the Federal Aviation Administration at the time of permitting.

9. Building materials at the street level shall include materials such as

metal, stone, brick, precast masonry, glass, stucco or other similar hard

surface material. The use of dryvit, EIFS, or other artificial material

shall not be permitted.
10. Bicycle parking shall be provided as required by Section 16.40.090.

11. Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 16.40.070.

12. Mechanical equipment shall be screened from the abutting rights-of

way.
13. Construction of piers and/or caissons shall be by auger method unless

geotechnical data supports a finding that such a method is impractical

or impossible.
14. The site plan shall be modified as necessary to comply with the

comments in the Engineering Department’s Memorandum dated

November 18, 2013.

D. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

(All or Part of the following standard conditions of approval may apply to the subject

application. Application of the conditions is subject to the scope of the subject project

and at the discretion of the Zoning Official. Applicants who have questions regarding the

application of these conditions are advised to contact the Zoning Official.)

ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE DRC SHALL BE REFLECTED

ON A FINAL SITE PLAN TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PLANNING & ECONOMIC

DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO

THE ISSUANCE OF PERMITS.

Building Code Requirements:

1. The applicant shall contact the City’s Construction Services and Permitting

Division and Fire Department to identify all applicable Building Code and

Health/Safety Code issues associated with this proposed project.

2. All requirements associated with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) shall

be satisfied.

Zoning/Planning Requirements:

1. The use/proposal shall be consistent with Concurrency Certificate No. 6294.

2. The applicant shall submit a notice of construction to Albert Whitted Field if the

crane height exceeds 190 feet. The applicant shall also provide a Notice of

Construction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), if required by Federal

and City codes.

3. All site visibility triangle requirements shall be met (Chapter 16, Article 16.40,

Section 16.40.160).

4. No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected and no trees

or shrubbery shall be planted on any easement other than fences, trees,

shrubbery, and hedges of a type approved by the City.



5. The location and size of the trash container(s) shall be designated, screened,

and approved by the Manager of Commercial Collections, City Sanitation. A

solid wood fence or masonry wall shall be installed around the perimeter of the

dumpster pad.

Engineering Requirements:

1. The site shall be in compliance with all applicable drainage regulations (including

regional and state permits) and the conditions as may be noted herein. The

applicant shall submit drainage calculations and grading plans (including street

crown elevations), which conform with the quantity and the water quality

requirements of the Municipal Code (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section

16.40.030), to the City’s Engineering Department for approval. Please note that

the entire site upon which redevelopment occurs shall meet the water quality

controls and treatment required for development sites. Stormwater runoff

release and retention shall be calculated using the rational formula and a 10-

year, one-hour design storm.

2. As per Engineering Department requirements and prior to their approval of any

permits, the applicant shall submit a copy of a Southwest Florida Water

Management District (or Pinellas County Ordinance 90-17) Management of

Surface Water Permit or Letter of Exemption to the Engineering Department and

a copy of all permits from other regulatory agencies including but not limited to

FDOT and Pinellas County required for this project.

3. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to

commencement of construction within dedicated rights-of-way or easements.

4. The applicant shall submit a completed Storm Water Management Utility Data

Form to the City’s Engineering Department for review and approval prior to the

approval of any permits.

5. Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at

all corners where sidewalks meet a Street or driveway.

Landscaping Requirements:

1. The applicant shall submit a revised landscape plan, which complies with the

plan approved by the DRC and includes any modifications as required by the

DRC. The DRC grants the Planning & Economic Development Department

discretion to modify the approved landscape plan where necessary due to

unforeseen circumstances (e.g. stormwater requirements, utility conflicts,

conflicts with existing trees, etc.), provided the intent of the applicable

ordinance(s) is/are maintained. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with

Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060 of the City Code entitled

“Landscaping and Irrigation.”

2. Any plans for tree removal and permitting shall be submiffed to the Development

Services Division for approval.

3. All existing and newly planted trees and shrubs shall be mulched with three (3)

inches of organic matter within a two (2) foot radius around the trunk of the tree.



4. The applicant shall install an automatic underground irrigation system in all

landscaped areas. Drip irrigation may be permiffed as specified within Chapter

16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060.2.2.

5. Concrete curbing, wheelstops, or other types of physical barriers shall be

provided around/within all vehicular use areas to protect landscaped areas.

6. Any healthy existing oak trees over two (2) inches in diameter shall be preserved

or relocated if feasible.

7. Any trees to be preserved shall be protected during construction in accordance

with Chapter 16, Article 16.40.150, Section 16.40.060.2.1.1 of City Code.

Development Services Division Staff shall inspect and approve all tree protection

barricades prior to the issuance of development permits.

IV. CONSIDERATIONS BY THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FOR REVIEW

(Pursuant to Chapter 16, Section 16.70.040.1.4 (D)):

A. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

B. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use

and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval;

C. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular

emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and

bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and

refuse collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and emergency. Access

management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest

access management standards of FDOT or Pinellas County, respectively;

D. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street

loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed

development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian

safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and

screening and landscaping;

E. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets

and intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the

project impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections.

Transportation system management techniques may be required where

necessary to offset the traffic impacts;

F. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for

drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention

systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by

city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD;

G. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety

and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties;

H. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in

relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the

neighborhood and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent

development and surrounding landscape;

I. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic

and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in

the City’s Comprehensive Plan;



J. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in
the neighborhood;

K. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working
conditions in the neighborhood;

L. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve
internal and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the
proposed development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes

and other nuisances;

M. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion thereof;

N. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation;

0. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200)
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building
materials, and other impacts;

1. The site is not within an Archaeological Sensitivity Area (Chapter 16,
Article 16.30, Section 16.30.070).

2. The property is not within a flood hazard area (Chapter 16, Article 16.40,
Section 16.40.050).

P. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the
hurricane vulnerability zones;

Q. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for:

a. Water.
b. Sewer.
c. Sanitation.
d. Parks and recreation.
e. Drainage.
f. Mass transit.
g. Traffic.
h. School Concurrency.

The land use of the subject property is: Central Business District

The land uses of the surrounding properties are:

North: Central Business District

South: Central Business District

East Central Business District

West: Central Business District



REPORT PREPARED BY:

t,i1 j’

COREY MAI/YSZKA, Ufbn Design and Development Coordinator

REPORT APPROVED BY:

qft’/i
ATE1

Zoning Official
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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

ENGINEERING & CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DE1ARTMENT

TO: Barbara Race, Development Services Department

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor

DATE: November 18, 2013

SUBJECT: Site Plan Review

FILE: 13-31000018

LOCATION: 145 4th Avenue North

PIN: 19/31/17/74466/003/0110: 19/31/17/74466/003/0120

ATLAS: E-4

PROJECT: 145 4th Avenue North

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72 unit, multifamily residential

development with variances to airport zoning and distance between buildings and bonuses to 1]oor area

ratio (FAR).

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: The Engineering Department has no objection to the

proposed site plan provided that the following special conditions and standard comments are added as

conditions of approval:

1. The scope of this project will trigger compliance with the Drainage and Surface Water Management

Regulations as found in City Code Section 16.40.030. Submit drainage calculations which conform to the

water quantity and the water quality requirements of City Code Section 16.40.030. Please note the

volume of runoff to be treated shall include all off-site and on-site areas draining to and co-mingling with

the runoff from that portion of the site which is redeveloped. Stormwater systems which discharge

directly or indirectly into impaired waters must provide net improvement for the pollutants that contribute

to the water body’s impairment. Stormwater runoff release and retention shall he calculated using the

Rational formula and a 10 year 1 hour design storm.

2. Wastewater reclamation plant is adequate. Any necessary sanitary sewer pipe system upgrades or

extensions (resulting from proposed new service or significant increase in projected flow) as required to

provide connection to a public main of adequate capacity and condition, shall he performed by and at the

sole expense of the applicant. Proposed design flows (ADF) must he provided by the Engineer of Record

on the City’s Wastewater Tracking Form (available upon request from the City Engineering department,

phone 727-893-7238). If an increase in flow of over 1000 gpd is proposed. the ADF information will

be forwarded to the City Water Resources department for a system analysis of public main sizes 10 inches

and larger proposed to be used for connection. The project engineer of record must provide and include

with the project plan submittal I) a completed Wastewater Tracking form, and 2) a capacity analysis of

public mains less than 10 inches in size which are proposed to he used for connection. If the condition or

capacity of the existing public main is found insufficient, the main must he upgraded to the nearest

downstream manhole of adequate capacity and condition, by and at the sole expense of the developer.

The extent or need for system improvements cannot he determined until proposed design flows and

sanitary sewer connection plan are provided to the City’s Water Resources department for system analysis

of main sizes 10” and larger. Connection charges are applicable and any necessary system upgrades or

extensions shall meet current City Engineering Standards and Specifications and shall be performed by

and at the sole expense of the developer.

3. Habitable floor elevations must be set per building code requirements to at least one foot above the

FEMA elevation. The construction site upon the lot shall be a minimum of one foot above the average
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grade crown of the road, which crown elevation shall be as set by the engineering director. Adequate

swales shall he provided on the lot in any case where filling obstructs the natural ground flow. In no case

shall the elevation of the portion of the site where the building is located be less than an elevation of 103

feet according to City datum. In certain ai-eas due to existing developments with existing elevations less

than 103 feet, the engineering director or Community Preservation Commission, where appropriate, may

approve a lower elevation. On sandy fill areas where immediate development is not contemplated prior to

city acceptance of streets and approval of established grades, the applicant shall provide means

satisfactory to the engineering director of preventing erosion of the filled area.

4. Public sidewalks are required by City of St. Petersburg Municipal Code Section 16.40.140.4.2 unless

specifically limited by the DRC approval conditions. Sidewalks within the Downtown Center zoning

district must he 10-feet wide. Existing sidewalks and new sidewalks will require curb cut ramps for

physically handicapped and truncated dome tactile surfaces (of contrasting color to the adjacent sidewalk,

colonial red color preferred) at all corners or intersections with roadways that are not at sidewalk grade

and at each side of proposed and existing driveways per current City and ADA requirements. Concrete

sidewalks must he continuous through all driveway approaches. All existing public sidewalks must be

restored or reconstructed as necessary to be brought tip to good and safe ADA compliant condition prior

to Certificate of Occupancy.

5. Streetscape improvements to be placed within the public right-of-way of the City of St. Petersbtirg

shall he designed to meet applicable City Plaza Parkway standards and a minor easement will be required

to clarify private ownership and maintenance responsibility by the developer. Minor easements are

initiated through the City Engineering & Capital Improvements department.

6. Per City Council Resolution, public hexagon block sidewalks are to be preserved in the Downtown

National Register district. Coordinate with Kim Hinder (phone 727-892-5451) or Aimee Angel (phone

727-892-5470) of the City’s Urban Planning & Historic Preservation division to determine if the small

sections of hexblock existing in the public right of way of 4111 Avenue South must be preserved or

incorporated into the public sidewalk design.

7. Within ALL public right-of-way within the City of St. Petersburg, existing street and alley brick and

granite curbing shall be preserved (not removed).

8. Alley access must be coordinated and approved through Michael Frederick (phone 727-893-7843) of

the City’s Neighborhood Transportation and Parking division.

9. Parking garage entrances/exits shall meet requirements as mandated by the City of St. Petersburg Land

Development Code Section 16.40.090.3.5. Garage security gates with controlled access must be designed

to meet the minimum vehicle stacking requirements identified in Section 16. Any proposed card access

readers shall be located within private property boundaries. An automatic traffic warning system should

be installed at the garage exit which activates a flashing warning light visible to vehicles/pedestrians

traveling in the right-of-way. The final plan must include adequate signage, warning lights and wiring as

required for public safety.40.090.3.5(g) without encroachment into the public right of way.

STANDARD COMMENTS: Water service is available to the site. The applicant’s Engineer shall

coordinate potable water and for fire service requirements through the City’s Water Resources

department. Recent fire flow test data shall be utilized by the site Engineer of Record for design of fire

protection system(s) for this development. Any necessary system upgrades or extensions shall be

performed at the expense of the developer.

Water and fire services and/or necessary backflow prevention devices shall be installed below ground in

vaults per City Ordinance 1009-g (unless determined to be a high hazard application by the City’s Water

Resources department or a variance is granted by the City Water Resources department). Note that the

City’s Water Resources Department will require an exclusive easement for any meter or hackflow device

placed within private property boundaries. City forces shall install all public water service meters,
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hackflow prevention devices, and/or fire services at the expense of the developer. Contact the City’s

Water Resources department, Kelly Donnelly, at 727-892-5614 or kelly.donnelly@stpete.org.

Plan and profile showing all paving, drainage, sanitary sewers, and water mains (seawalls if applicable) to

he provided to the Engineering Department for review and coordination by the applicant’s engineer for all

construction proposed or contemplated within dedicated right-of-way or easement.

A work permit issued by the Engineering Department must be obtained prior to the commencement of

construction within dedicated right-of-way or public easement. All work within right of way or public

utility easement shall be in compliance with current City Engineering Standards and Specifications.

Development plans shall include a grading plan to he submitted to the Engineering Department including

street crown elevations. Lots shall be graded in such a manner that all surface drainage shall he in

compliance with the City’s storrnwater management requirements. A grading plan showing the building

site and proposed surface drainage shall he submitted to the engineering director.

Development plans should include a copy of a Southwest Florida Water Management District

Management of Surface Water Permit or Letter of Exemption or evidence of Engineer’s Self Certification

to FDEP.

It is the developers responsibility to file a CGP Notice of Intent (NOT) (DEP form 62- 21 .300(4)(b)) to the

NPDES Stormwater Notices Center to obtain permit coverage if applicable.

Submit a completed Storrnwater Management Utility Data Form to the City Engineering Department.

All work shall he done in compliance with City Engineering Standards and Specifications by and at the

sole expense of the applicant. An Engineering permit is required for work within public right of way or

public easement areas.

The applicant will be required to submit to the Engineering Department copies of all permits from other

regulatory agencies including but not limited to FDOT, SWFWMD and Pinellas County, a required for

this project. Plans specifications arc subject to approval by the Florida state board of Health.

NED/MJR/jw

pc: Kelly Donnelly
Reading File
Correspondence File



Mail Processing Center
Federal Aviation Administration

Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evaluation Group
2601 Meacham Boulevard
Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: I 1/14/2013

John Shine
Shineco, Inc.
700 7th Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Aeronautical Study No.

201 3-ASO-890 1 -OE
Prior Study No.
2005-ASO-6l 10-OE

DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,

Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations. part 77. concerning:

Structure:
Location:
Latitude:
Longitude:
Fl eights:

Building ONE Condominiums
St. Petersburg. FL
27-46-35.OON NAD 83
82-3 8-06.00W
30 feet site elevation (SE)
21 5 feet above ground level (AGL)

245 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe

and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.

Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a

hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is marked/lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory circular

70/7460-1 K Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be c-filed any time the

project is abandoned or:

______

At least I 0 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)

_X_ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to

noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.

This determination expires on 05/14/20 15 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2. Notice of Actual

Construction or Alteration. is received by this office.
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(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing oIhce.

(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application For a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within

6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date

prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST

BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE

ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review ilan interested party flies a petition that is received by the FAA on or

before December 14, 2013. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the

basis upon which it is made and be submitted to the Manager. Airspace Regulations & ATC Procedures Group.

Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Aye, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591.

This determination becomes Final on December 24. 2013 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this

detei’rnination vill not become final pending disposition of the petition. interested parties vil1 be notified of the

grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Airspace Regulations & ATC

Procedures Group via telephone -- 202-267-8783 - or facsimile 202-267-9328.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,

frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights, and Frequencies or use of greater power will

void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including increase to heights, power, or the

addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be

used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as

indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safi and efficient use of navigable airspace

by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or

regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction

light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and

en route procedures for aircraft operating under both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact

on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative

impact resulting from the studied structure hen combined with the impact of other existing or proposed

structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air

navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (ii any), and the

basis for the FAA’s decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).
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This determination cancels and supersedes prior determinations issued for this structure.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact Karl Trautmann, at (81 7) 321-7754. On any future

correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 3-ASO-890 I -OE.

Signature Control No: 198845405-201837005 (DNH)

John Page
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information
Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2013-ASO-8901-OE

AGL = above ground l-/ AMSL above mean sea level

RWY = runway / NM nautical mile

The proposed construction would be located approximately 0.80 NM northwest of the Albert Whitted

Municipal Airport, (SPG). It would exceed the obstruction standards of Title 14 of the Code of Federal

Regulations, part 77 as follows:

Section 77.1 7(a)(2) by 15 feet - a height that exceeds 200 feet above **ground level / airport elevation** within

3 NM as applied to the SPG Municipal Airport.

Section 77.19 (a) SPG 1-lorizontal Surface by 88 feet

The proposal was not circularized [‘or public comment as it is shielded by several existing buildings of a similar

or greater height.

THIS POLICY DOES NOT AFFECT THE PUBLIC’S RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW

DETERMINATIONS REGARDING STRUCTURES, WHICH EXCEED THE SUBJECT OBSTRUCTION

STAN DARD S.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED

TI-JE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no efThct on any existing or proposed IFR arrival/departure routes,

operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations, or

procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR IOSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED TI-IE

FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,

operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattern

operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structure would not penetrate those altitudes normally considered available to airmen for VFR

en route Ilight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction lighted to make it more conspicuous to airmen flying

in VFR weather conditions at night.
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> The FAA finds that the structure, based on its shape and size, would not blend into any physical or

atmospheric background that may reasonably be expected in the vicinity therei’ore marking and/or lighting may

he omitted during the day.

The cumulative impact of the proposed structure, when combined with other existing structures is not

considered significant. Study did not disclose any adverse eFFect on existing or proposed public-use or military

airports or navigational Facilities. Nor would the proposal allect the capacity of any known existing or planned

public—use or military airport.

ThereFore, it is determined that the proposed construction would not have a substantial adverse effect on the

sale and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any air navigation facility and would not

be a hazard to air navigation.
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Sectional Map for ASN 2013-ASO-8901-OE
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P. 0. Box 838 727/824-7802
St. Petersburg, FL 33731 www.stpetepreservation.org
info@sLpetepreservation.org

l’c.bruarv 24. 20 3

(hairnian l)avid Puntak & (‘omnussion rvlembei-s
City kill
St. l’terxbiir, II 33701
l)elivercd by email do bai’bara.r:iceo st.pete.ore.

Re: ( ‘axe No. I 3—3100001 15 41h A’vcnue Norih Revised Application

Commission Members:

l3y letter dated December 3. 201 3. St. Petersburg Preservation (SPP) offered comments on the
original application loi’ the development proposed for 145 4’’ AVCnLIC North. With the submittal of a
revised application, SPP offers these additional comments and still urges the Commission to deny the
site plan and variance applications.

Hrst dcspitc the testimony at the original hearing, the revised application is still inaccurate in
stating there are no historic resources on site or within 200 feet. The onsite structures and the building
immediately to the west of the project site (159 4” Ave. N.) are historic resources in being contributing
structures to the Downtown National Register I listoric District and listed on the Florida Master Site
kile. The building across the street (lIon de Leon Apartments) is a historic resource in being so listed
and as being designated as a local landmark. While city regulations do not presently require use of the
historic preservation bonus where historic resources arc impacted (such a revision is presently under
review), SPP suggests. if the project is to go forward, that at least a portion of the bonuses used for the
project should be one of the options pro’ ided with the preservatioi bonus.

A variance should not typically be approved as the instances in which a variance can be granted
are very limited. Sec. 16.70.040.1 .4(l3)(4) provides:

a written demonstration that the existing conditions and circumstances are such that
strict application of the provisions of the Land Development Regulations would deprive
the applicant of reasonable use of said land, building or structure, equivalent to the use
made of lands, buildings, or structures in the same district and that the peculiar
conditions and circumstances are not the result of the actions of the applicant.

In the present case, the applicant has failed to meet the above standard. There has been no
evidence submitted to the Commission to establish that a reasonable use of the property in question is
not available. While the applicant has claimed the requested variance is the minimum necessary for the
reasonable use of the land he provides no facts to substantiate such a conclusion, It is clear the
applicant desires to build a larger building then is consistent with the applicable city standards,
includiniz setback requirements, however, one is not guaranteed nor entitled to build up to the maximum
FAR cap allowed in the DC-2 zoning district. Sec. 16.20.120.6, “Development Potential” clearly states
such in providing:

Achieving maximum development potential will depend upon . . . development
standards, such as minimum lot size, parking requirements, height restrictions, and
building setbacks.
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(‘ity stafl’Iias already coiieliided the ipplleint (‘an nuihe r isoiiahle use ol his pi’opeliy without
lie iced or a viriaiice. lii he stil I o.’poii prepared in espouse to lie orig niil application, stall’ ‘ound:

ippI leant still has lie iju I Ii\ to hni Id a tm\ ci- \vitliout lie iced to request a alianee.
lie land development regnliinon:; have changed iiicj other ‘opeets ha\ c been able to be

built under the new land de\ elopment reguhiitnms. eetion 0,70,040, .0 oDhe (ity
(‘ode liiis speeihe i’evie\\ ei’ileriii for the granting ola :n’i:uiee. 1 he applicant has not
provided suttieient responses to tie criteria to pi’ove that a lun’dship exists.

While some may view the ipp1 cant is having ered a ‘‘reasoned’’ compromise with the
i’evised application such a [act, e cii tine, is not relevant to the determination as to whether one meets
the standard or the gmnting ol’ a vai’ianee. ‘l’he ( ‘ommission ‘s duty is Ii niited to determining ii’ the
applicant meets the strict standards Ow the granting ol’a variance, not whether the applicant is being
i’easonable in trying to ‘‘shoehorn’’ a pixucet onto a pm’cel too snial I under the city standards adopted in
2007 but that was consistent with the pre—2007 standards, PP also notes the applicant has owned thc
property since 2003 so that clearly it has not only been the subsequent downturn in economic conditions
that has pi’evcnted the applicant ll’om moving forward with a new development.

SII (Toes not view the applicant’s pi’oposed project as a ‘‘reasoned” compromise but one that
would be one of the hugest and most intense developments in the IX,’—2 zoning district, it would be a
lui’ge bulky building located in the midst of’ the Downtown National Register I Tistorie District and very
out of place with the incredible collection of’ historic i’esoui’ces along 411 Avenue North. It seems clear
the proposed protect will have ad\ci’se impacts to historic resources and the Downtown National
Register I listorie District. The appl cation should tie denied for the Oulure to address those impacts and
l’or ‘ailing to meet the standai’ds for the granting of’ a variance.

‘l’hank you I’or the consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Peter Belmont
Vice-President
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P. 0. Box 838 727/824-7802

St. Petersburg, FL 33731 www.stpetepreservation.org

info@st.petepreservation.org

December 3, 2013

Chairman David Punzak & Commission Members

City I-tall
St. Petersburg, Fl 33701
Delivered by email do barbara.race@st.pete.org

Re: Case No. 13-3 1000018; 145 4” Avenue North

Commission Members:

The city, through the comprehensive plan and the adoption of the preservation ordinance, has

recognized the value of maintaining historic resources as part of the city’s lhbric. Consistent with the

comprehensive plan policies, the Commission is required to consider a project’s impact to historic

resources when conducting a site plan review. In reading the staff report for the proposed 4” Avenue

North project, one would surmise there are no historic resources at issue as no mention is made of such

in the report. However, there are historic resources subject to impact, including the on-site buildings

that are contributing structures to the Downtown National Register 1-listoric District, the designated

landmark directly to the south (across the street) from the project site and the contributing structure to

the District immediately to the west of the site. St. Petersburg Preservation suggests the best course For

you to follow would be to defer action on the application, allowing development review staff to consult

with the historic preser ation staff and other experts so as to be able to hilly address the potential

impact of the proposed project on historic resources in a report provided in a timely manner for

consideration by the Commission and the public.

Among the matters to be considered by the Commission in deciding whether to approve or deny

a site plan application is the sensitivity of the proposed development to on-site and adjacent (within 200

feet) historic resources, the compatibility of the proposed use with historic sites, and the substantial

detrimental effects of the proposed use, including evaluating the impacts of a concentration of similar or

the same uses and structures, on property values in the neighborhood. Contrary to what staff seems to

commonly infer or state, historic resources are not limited to only locally designated landmarks.

Historic resources, as defined within the comprehensive plan include:

All areas, districts or sites containing properties listed on the Florida Master File, the

National Register of Historic Places, or designated by the City as historically,

architecturally, or archaeologically significant.

The block of 4” Avenue North where the proposed project would be located is a part of the

Downtown National Register [listoric District, the two existing structures on the site of the proposed

project are contributing structures to the National Register I)istrict, the building to the west of the

proposed property is also a contributing structure to the District and the Flori de Leon Apartments,



[)ccemher 2, 2013 ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33701

City olSt. Petersburg
Planning & Economic Development Department
Development Review Services Division
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, llorida 33731

RE: File # 13-31000018

Dear Barbara Race;

The Board of Directors of the Flori de Leon has reviewed the application for the Venetian
condominiums to be located at 145 4th Ave. N.

We oppose issuing a variance for distance between the proposed building and its neighboring
structures. We request that the development review commission deny the proposed variance for
distance between buildings.

The Flori De Leon is, as you are aware, an historic building and has been located on its present
site since 1926. As such, we have a unique perspective on our neighborhood’s past and today’s
residents are very interested in how growth and development happens and its effect on the
neighborhood. We support the project in general but we are also concerned about several issues
surrounding building construction and the eventual building impact on its neighbors. We are
sure the following concerns will be addressed in the project:

1-Increased noise and traffic
2-loss of on street parking
3-replacement of lost trees
4-Potential impact on the physical structure of our property from heavy equipment and
construction.
5-Potential runoff from increased paved areas.
6-Proposed storage areas for building materials and equipment.

Thank you for listening to our concerns.

David 1-lislop //
Secretary of the hoard of Directors
Flori de Leon Apartments. Inc.

Flori de Leon Apartments, Inc.

130 4th AVENUE NORTH



December 3, 2013

Development Review Commission

C/O Barbara Race

Subject: File #13-31000018, Proposed Venetian Condominiums, 145 4th Avenue North

Development Review Commission Members:

The Council of Neighborhood Associations is opposed to the proposed variance to

shorten the distance between buildings, and fully agree with and support the Downtown

Neighborhood Association assertion and hard work to ensure the Land Development

Regulations were purposely and consciously designed to ensure that new development

does not negatively impact existing development in this case by having reasonable

distance between structures.

Sincerely,

Kurt J. Don ley

President, Council of Neighborhood Associations

Cc: CONA Board



TUE DOWNTOWN NEuwrno,zu000 I1cs’OuITIoN
P0 Box 1003, St. Petersburg FL 33731

wwwstpetedna.org

November 25, 2013

Mr. Philip Lazzara
Zoning Official, City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731

Re: Venetian Condominiums
1 45 4th Avenue North
DCR Case No. 13-31 000018

Dear Mr. Lazzara,

The Downtown Neighborhood Association has reviewed the apohoation for the Venetian
Condominiums to be located at 145 4’ Avenue North and on November 14 the board of directors
voted to copose the prcøosed variance for distance between buildings.

The association’s Planning Committee met with the developer and architect on October 9 and we
uncerely appreciate their taking the time to meet with us and personally describe the project and
their ratonale tar seeking the variance. We support the project in general and are not concerned
vih the use density or height. However we oppose the proposed side yard setoocs. especially on
the west side.

As you know, the Downtown Neighborhood Association was a very active participant when the new
Land Development Regulations were prepared and implemented. One of our main goals during the
process was to put in place rules that ensured that the development of one property would not
negatively impact adjacent properties. An important component of this was requiring reasonable

side yard setbacks between buildnqs with those setbacks increasing in conjunction with the
building’s height.

We request that the Development Review Commission deny the proposed variance and for the

developer to amend their design to comply with the regulations. We do not believe that this imposes
a hardship on the property owner as defined in the statutes. We understand that in order to achieve
the same F.A.R. and number of units the redesigned building Wil likely be toter and thinner and this is

fully in keeping with the intent of the current mqulations.

Sincere, /

Gar Grooms
President, Downtown Neighborhood Association
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Commission Members:
David Punzak, Chair - P
Lynn Cravey, Vice-Chair - P
Ben Fisher - P
Chris Scherer - P
Chuck Flynt — P
Darren Stowe — P
Richard Doyle — P

Alternates:
1. Calvin Samuel — A
2. Joseph Griner - P
3. Douglas Robison - P

A = Absent
P = Present

City Staff Present:
Philip Lazzara, AICP, Zoning Official

Corey Malyska, Urban Design and Development Coordinator

Shane Largent, Planner II
Jeanne Hoffmann, Assistant City Attorney

Barbara Race, Administrative Clerk

I. OPENING REMARKS OF CHAIR AND SWEARING IN OF WITNESSES

II. ROLL CALL

Ill. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 5, 2014

Minutes approved by a unanimous vote of the Commission.

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION

ACTION TAKEN AGENDA/MINUTES

Council Chambers, City HaIl March 5, 2014

175— 5th Street North Wednesday

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 2:00 P.M.

First Alternate: Douglas Robisori Second Alternate: Calvin Samuel Third Alternate: Joseph Griner Ill



Development Review Commission Action Taken Agenda March 5, 2014

IV. PUBLIC HEARING CASE AGENDA

AGENDA ITEM #1 CASE NO. 14-52000001 1-1

REQUEST: Approval of a reinstatement of two dwelling units for a total of

three units with variances to the minimum square footage and

parking material.

APPLICANT: Mark Krieger
Dunridge 401k
20319 Painter Place
Spring Hill, Florida 34610-6480

ADDRESS: 116 25th Street South

PARCEL ID NO.: 23131J16178390!027!0090

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File

ZONING: NT-2

PRESENTATIONS: Shane Largent made a presentation based on the Staff Report.

Mark Krieger, the applicant, agreed with staff recommendations.

MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Doyle seconded a

motion to approve the requested reinstatement of two (2) dwelling

units, for a total of three (3) units on the site; subject to the

conditions in the staff report.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Stowe, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — None

ACTION TAKEN ON 14-52000001 (1-1)

1) Motion to approve the requested reinstatement of two (2) dwelling units, for a total of

three (3) units on the site; subject to the conditions in the staff report; approved by a vote

of 7-0.

Page 2 of 7



Develoøment Review Commission Action Taken Aqenda March 5, 2014

AGENDA ITEM #2 CASE NO. 13-33000014 E-3

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of 7th Avenue South between 3rd Street

South and 4th Street South; vacation of a 20’ wide utility easement

running north-south on the south side of 71h Avenue South

between 3’ and 4th Street South and a 30’ wide utility easement

running north-south on the north side of 7th Avenue South

between 3rd Street South and 4th Street South.

APPLICANT: University of South Florida
140 7th Avenue South, TER100
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

AGENT: The Ash Group, Inc.
5802 Benjamin Center Drive
Suite 101
Tampa, Florida 33634

ADDRESS: 600 4th Street South

PARCEL ID NO.: 19131117193339100110020

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: IC

PRESENTATIONS: Philip Lazzara made a presentation based on the Staff Report.

Chris Martin, representing the applicant, agreed with staff

recommendations.

MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey seconded a

motion to approve the proposed street and easement vacations;

subject to the conditions in the staff report.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Stowe, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — None

ACTION TAKEN ON 13-33000014 (E-3)
1) Motion to approve the proposed street and easement vacations; subject to the

conditions in the staff report; approved by a vote of 7-0.
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AGENDA ITEM #3 CASE NO. 14-1 2000001 E-14

REQUEST: Approval of a lot refacing for the two platted lots at 2330 1st

Street North. A variance is required to allow the lots to face a

collector street.

APPLICANT: Richard and Elizabeth Shook
2330 1st Street North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33704-3418

ADDRESS: 2330 1st Street North
PARCEL ID NO.: 07/31/17/02754/013/0010

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: NT-3

PRESENTATIONS: Philip Lazzara made a presentation based on the Staff Report.

Richard Shook, the applicant, agreed with staff recommendations.

MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Doyle seconded a

motion to approve the request for a lot refacing; subject to the

conditions in the staff report.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Stowe, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak
No — None

ACTION TAKEN ON 14-12000001 (E-14)
1) Motion to approve the request for a lot refacing; subject to the conditions in the staff

report; approved by a vote of 7-0.
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DeveIoment Review Commission Action Taken Acienda March 5. 2014

AGENDA ITEM #4 CASE NO. 14-32000001 P-12

TErv BEEN DEFERRED

REQUEST: Approval of a Special Exception and related site plan to construct

parking in a residential zoning district. The applicant is requesting

variances for 1) perimeter parking lot landscaping, and 2) design

standards for a surface parking lot in a residential zoning district.

APPLICANT: Crosswinds Properties, LLC
2201 Tyrone Boulevard North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33710-4025

AGENT: JSC Mgt., LLC
1825 Riverview Drive
Melbourne, Florida 32901

ARCHITECT: James Beasley
Solutions by Design
5800 Steeplechase Road
Charlotte, North Carolina 28226

ADDRESS: 2201 Tyrone Boulevard North

PARCEL ID NO.: 17/31/16/30168/001/0000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: CCS-1, NS-1
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Development Review Commission Action Taken Agenda March 5, 2014

AGENDA ITEM #5 CASE NO. 13-31000018 E-4

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to construct a 150,000 square foot, 72 unit,

multi-family residential development with variances to airport

zoning and distance between buildings and bonuses to floor area

ratio (FAR).

APPLICANT: Shineco
700 7th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701-2958

ARCHITECT: Architectonics Studio
216 5th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 145 4th Avenue North

PARCEL ID NO.: 19/31/17/74466/003/0110; 19/31/17/74466/003/0120

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: DC-2

PRESENTATIONS: Corey Malyszka made a presentation based on the Staff Report.

Don Mastry, representing the applicant, agreed with staff

recommendations.

1st MOTION: Commissioner Cravey moved and Commissioner Fisher seconded a

motion to amend SC #1 to state “Approval of the site plan is subject

to review by the Intown Community Redevelopment Agency.”

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Stowe, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — None

2’ MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey seconded a

motion to approve the variance for airport zoning.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe

3rd MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey seconded a

motion to approve the variance for distance between buildings.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe

4th MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey seconded a

motion to approve the variance to the requirements for FAR

bonuses.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe
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Development Review Commission Action Taken Agenda March 5, 2014

5th MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey seconded a

motion to approve the site plan; subject to the amended conditions

in the staff report.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe

ACTION TAKEN ON 13-33000018 (E-4)
1) Motion to amend SC #1 to state “Approval of the site plan is subject to review by the

Intown Community Redevelopment Agency.”; approved by a vote of 7-0.

2) Motion to approve the variance for airport zoning; approved by a vote of 6-1.

3) Motion to approve the variance for distance between buildings; approved by a vote of 6-

1.
4) Motion to approve the variance to the requirements for FAR bonuses; approved by a

vote of 6-1.
5) Motion to approve the site plan; subject to the amended conditions in the staff report;

approved by a vote of 6-1.

AGENDA ITEM #6 CASE NO. 13-31000024 D-54, D-56

THIS ITEM HAS BEEN DEFERRED

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to construct a 381 unit apartment complex.

APPLICANT: Wal-Mart Stores East, LP
Sam M. Walton Development Complex
2001 SE 10th Street
Bentonville, Arkansas 72716

AGENT: Joe Papasso, Principal
Forum St. Petersburg, Ltd.
8000 North Federal Hwy, Suite 110
Highland Beach, Florida 33487

ENGINEER: Mark Sullivan, P.E.
Florida Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc.

4519 George Road, Suite 130
Tampa, Florida 33634

ADDRESS: 10589 Gandy Boulevard North

PARCEL ID NO.: 17/30/17/00000/310/0100; 17/30/17/18270/000/0022

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: CCS-1
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Case No.: 13-31000018
DRC Meeting
March 5, 2014

STAFF REPORT

Corey Malyszka, Urban Design and Development Coordinator, gave a presentation

based on the staff report, recommending approval of the site plan and related variances.

APPLICANT PRESENTATION

Don Mastry, representing the applicant, agreed with Staff recommendations. He stated

that the applicant revised the site plan per concerns from the Commission in December

and removed 2 of the 3 requested variances for distance between buildings. Mr. Mastry

said that he thinks that there are several factors in the LDRs that support the requested

variances. He said that the request is in harmony with the general intent and purpose of

the code.

PUBLIC HEARING

Carole Metour, 2’ Street East, #201, spoke in opposition of the request. She stated

concerns that this request is out of scope with the neighborhood and the traffic flow.

David Hislop, 130 4 Avenue North, spoke in opposition of the request. He stated

concerns about the setback variance and he believes it needs to be redesigned.

Kenneth Ventura, 475 2nd Street North, #604, spoke in opposition of the request. He

stated concerns about the setback variance especially since the power substation may

someday be removed.

Margaret Somerville, 130 4th Avenue North, spoke in opposition of the request. She

stated concerns about historic preservations, sunlight, air flow, exhaust fumes and that

there is a historic site within 200 feet.

Amy Blake, 219 4th Avenue North, spoke in opposition of the request. She stated

objections to the building height, distance between buildings, as well as the building’s

entrance and exit.

Priscilla Cooper, 130 Avenue North, #514, spoke in opposition of the request. She

concerns because there is a historic resource within 200 feet of the request.
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Sydni Shollenberger, 4681 1 Street Northeast, spoke in opposition of the request. She

stated concerns about the variance request and the fact that the power substation may

not remain.

Peter Belmont, 102 Fareham Place North, spoke in opposition of the request. He stated

concerns because there are 3 historic structures within 200 feet and he doesn’t feel that

the applicant is entitled to the variances. He does not believe that the request is

sensitive to the historic resources of the neighborhood.

CROSS EXAMINATION

Peter Belmont, requested time for cross examination and rebuttal. Assistant Attorney,

Jeanne Hoffmann, determined that according to the Rules of Procedure he was not

eligible to participate in cross examination and rebuttal.

City Staff waived cross examination.

Don Mastry, representing the applicant, waived cross examination.

REBUTTAL

City Staff waived rebuttal.

Don Mastry, representing the applicant, stated that he does not believe that the

substation is going to be moved. He spoke about other buildings in the area that have

no on-site parking but complain about a building that wants to provide their own parking.

He urged the Commission to approve the request.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Vice-Chair Flynt stated that he doesn’t think the parking concerns are an issue since the

applicant would be providing more parking than required by Code.

Commissioner Stowe stated that he believes that this proposal is too large for the

existing neighborhood. He said that he will vote no for this proposal.

Commissioner Scherer stated that the applicant has accommodated the requests of the

Commission from December and has removed 2 of the variances. He stated that he is in

favor of the request.
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Commissioner Fisher said that he thinks the applicant has addressed all of the

Commission’s requests to the best of his ability. He said that he will vote yes.

Vice-Chair Flynt said that if you are not going to have taller buildings in the downtown

core, where would you put them. He said the building appear to fit in the downtown

core.

Chair Punzak stated that the applicant has done a good job of addressing the concerns

of the Commission. He said that he intends to support this request.

1st MOTION: Commissioner Cravey moved and Commissioner Fisher

seconded a motion to amend SC #1 to state “Approval of the

site plan is subject to review by the Intown Community

Redevelopment Agency.”

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Stowe, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — None

Motion passes by a vote of 7-0.

2’ MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey

seconded a motion to approve the variance for airport zoning.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe

Motion passes by a vote of 6-1.

3rd MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey

seconded a motion to approve the variance for distance

between buildings.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak
No — Stowe

Motion passes by a vote of 6-1.

4th MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey

seconded a motion to approve the variance to the

requirements for FAR bonuses.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak
No — Stowe

Motion passes by a vote of 6-1.
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5th MOTION: Commissioner Fisher moved and Commissioner Cravey

seconded a motion to approve the site plan; subject to the

amended conditions in the staff report.

VOTE: Yes — Fisher, Flynt, Doyle, Scherer, Cravey, Punzak

No — Stowe

Motion passes by a vote of 6-1.
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ST. PETERSBURG C[F\ COUNCiL

Meeting ol May 1, 2014

The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECr[: Ordinance of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, establishing an exemption from
St. Petersburg ad valorem taxation For American Strategic Insurance (AS!) based
on meeting the program criteria as an expanding business; providing severability;
providing For a sunset date: providing an effective date.

BACKGROUND:
City Council passed an ordinance on October 18, 2012, creating the St. Petersburg Economic
Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption Program (“Program”) after St. Petersburg voters
granted this authority to Council in 2011 . The Program, authorized by Florida Statute 196. 1995,
intends to encourage new business development in the City and retain local businesses with
planned expansions. This is the first application to he submitted under the Program.

The Program provides City Council the ability to grant an ad valorern tax exemption to
businesses in manufacturing, targeted industries, export sales, or office operations that create a
minimum number of new jobs as a new or expanding business. The Florida Statutes specify the
wages of the new jobs created must be above Pinellas County’s average wage (currently,
$43,541) which is determined annually by the State of Florida. The tax exemption for qualifying
businesses applies only to the new increment of the assessed St. Petersburg millage on
improvements. The annual program cap is $1.5 million of exempted taxes and the individual
project cap is $100,000 of exempted taxes per year over a five year period.

Qualified businesses must submit an application to the City prior to the tax year of the
assessment on the new building or building expansion. The Pinellas County Property Appraiser
reviews the completed application for buildings completed or substantially complete before City
Council takes action. As required by the Florida Statutes, the Property Appraiser provided a
report to the City that includes the following information:

1. The total revenue available to the City tbr the current liscal year from ad valorern tax
sources, or an estimate of such revenue if the actual total revenue available cannot be
determined ($84,995,039.00);

2. The amount of any revenue lost to the City for the current fiscal year by virtue of
exemptions previously granted, or an estimate of such revenue if the actual revenue
lost cannot be determined ($0);

3. An estimate of the amount of revenue which would be lost to the City during the
current fiscal year if the exemption applied for were granted had the property for
which the exemption is requested otherwise been subject to taxation ($167,984.00’);



4. A determination as to whether the property lor which an exemption is requested is to
he incorporated ink) a new business or the eXpanSion of an existing business, or into
neither, which determination the Property Appraiser shall also aflx to the face of the
application (expansion of an existing business).

Businesses approved by City Council br the taX exemption are required to enter into an
agreement with the City which will include the requirement of submitting an annual report. The
annual report must contain supporting documentation that the business is eligible to continue
receiving the economic development ad valorem tax exemption.

Current Situation
American Strategic Insurance (ASI), a target industry business, has developed property located at
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Candy Boulevard as their corporate headquarters.
The availability of this incentive was a major factor in ASI’s expansion. One new office
building (125,000 sq.fL) and parking garage has been completed and will be assessed property
taxes in 2014.

ASI has increased their employment by 66 new employees earning an average of $44,906 since
occupying their new campus on June 1, 2013. Sixty of the new employees earn a salary greater
than the current Pinellas County average wage of $43,541. The Program requires that a target
industry business have 10 new employees earning more than the County average wage.

A summary of the required City Council considerations of this application as defined by the
Statutes and ordinance, with the information provided by AS! is as follows:

1. New jobs created: 66
2. Average wage of new jobs: $44,906
3. Capital investment: $41.9 million (2012-2013); $13.1 million (2014)
4. Type of business: Corporate headquarters - Insurance
5. Environmental impact of business: Less impervious surface than prior retail use (Krnart)

LEED certification (application pending)
6. Local sourcing: Locally sourced materials for construction

Local service providers for operations such as janitorial services, olTice
supplies and landscaping services

Additional information submitted by AS! is found in the Supplemental Questions. attached.

The Pinellas County Property Appraiser has estimated the taxable value of the ASI development
at $24,813,000 which will generate $167,984 in St. Petersburg ad valorem taxes for 2014 at the
current millage rate. St. Petersburg’s program has a maximum annual exemption of $100,000. It
is recommended that ASI receive $100,000 for a five year period subject to conditions of the
agreement.
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The agreement will require that ASI provide an annual report by February I each year to the
City that will he. forwarded to City Council. The number of new iobs and salaries will be
reported to determine continued eligibility For this tax exemption.

RECOMMENDATION:
Administration:
The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Recommended City Council Action:
1) CONDUCT the first reading of the ordinance; AND
2) SET the second reading and public hearing for May 15, 2014.

Attachments: Ordinance
Agreement
Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption Application
Supplemental Questions

Property Appraiser’s figure does not reflect the City’s program cap which is $100,000 per taxable year.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2014-

AN ORI)INANCE OF TIlE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORiDA,
ES1’ABLISIIING AN EXEMPTION FROM A PORTION OF TI-IE AD
VALOREM TAXATION FOR AN EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING
BUSINESS, ASI RE, LLC (“AS1”); PROVI1)ING FINDiNGS OF FACT;
PROVII)INC A ‘IiTLE; PROVIDING THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF
REVEN1E AVAILABLE TO THE CITY FROM AD VALOREM TAX
SOtJRCES FOR THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR, TilE TOTAL AMOUNT
OF REVENUE LOST TOTlIE CITY FOR THE CURRENT FiSCAL
YEAR BY VIRTUE OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AD VALOREM
TAX EXEMPTiONS CURRENTLY IN EFFECT, AND THE ESTIMATED
REVENUE LOSS TO THE CITY FOR THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR
ATTRIBUTABLE TO THE EXEMPTION FOR ASI IF THE EXEMPTION
HAD BEEN GRANTED AND THE PROPERTY WOULD HAVE BEEN
OTHERWISE SUBJECT TO TAXATION; PROVIDING FOR THE
GRANT OF AN EXEMPTION FOR 5 YEARS AT 100 PERCENT OF THE
ASSESSED VALUE OF QUALiFYING IMPROVEMENTS TO REAL
PROPERTY AND QUALIFYING TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY
NOT TO EXCEED S 100,000 PER YEAR; PROVIDING FOR A FINDING
THAT ASI MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS OF FLORIDA STATUTES,
SECTION 196.012 (15) (EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING BUSINESS);
PROVIDING FOR CONTINUING PERFORMANCE; PROVIDING FOR
APPLICABILITY; PROVIDING FOR REVIEW; PROVIDING FOR
EXPIRATION; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WI-IEREAS, pursuant to Article VII, Section 3, of the Constitution of the State of Florida

and Section 1961995, Florida Statutes, and the successful passage of a referendum, the City of

St. Petersburg (“City”) was authorized to grant Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax

Exemptions to New Businesses and Expansions of Existing Businesses as defined in Florida

Statutes, Section 196.012 (14) and (15); and

WHEREAS, the electors of the City have authorized the granting of ad valorem tax

exemptions by the successful passage of a referendum held on November 8, 2011; and
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WHEREAS, on October 18. 2012, the City Council adopted a master ordinance,

Ordinance 5 1 -II codi lied in Sections 17-521 through 17—532 under Chapter 17 Article X of the

City Code (the “N1aster Ordinancc’) authorizing the granting of such exemptions; and

WhEREAS, the Master Ordinance sets forth the guidelines, process and procedures for

implementing the Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption Program (‘Program”);

and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Master Ordinance, ASI RE, LLC (“ASI”) submitted an

application to the City requesting an ad valorem tax exemption for 100% of the assessed value of

qualifying improvements to real property and quali’ing tangible personal property specified in

its application for a period of five (5) years commencing with Tax Year 2014 (the “ASI

Application”). The ASI Application is incorporated herein by reference and a copy of said

Application shall be retained by the POD for at least the duration of the Exemption Period

(hereinafter defined); and

WHEREAS, the City hereby determines that the granting of Economic Development Ad

Valorem Tax Exemptions to this existing business expanding in the City as provided in this

Ordinance will promote and strengthen the local economy which will enhance the health, safety

and welfare of the citizens of the City, which action is in the best interest of the City and serves a

public purpose; and

WHEREAS, in its application, ASI stated the following:

a. The name of the business is American Strategic Insurance.

b. The proposed location of the expansion of the existing business is

That part of Block “A” NORTHGATE OF ST. PETERSBURG,
according to plat thereof recorded in Plat Book 66, Page 75, Public
Records of Pinellas County, Florida, and that part of the Northeast V of
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Section 24, Township 30 South, Range 16 East, lying within the following
described tract:

Ironi a Point at the most Northerly corner of said Block “A’’, run S.
00°07’22’ E. 395.50 feet to the principal point of beginning of said parcel;
thence S. 0000722 E., 552.50 feet; thence N. 89°54’45’ W., 219.0 feet;
thence S. 0000722 E., 219.03 feet; thence N. 89°5445” W., 561.65 feet;
thence N. 00°0722” W.. 269.88 feet: thence N. 383706h1 W.. 214.00 feel
to a point on the Northwesterly boundary of said NORTI-IGATE OF ST.
PETERSBURG; thence N51°22’54’ E.. 145.48 feet; thence N. 00°07’22
W., 35.08 feet; thence N. 5453h1 E.. 599.79 feet; thence S. 3803706 F..
175.82 feet; thence S. 89°54’45” E., 199.l9feet to the Point of Beginning.

c. The business created 66 new full-time jobs at the end of 2013 with an
average wage above the average Pinellas County wage.

d. ASI raised the Sears building at this location and built a 110,000 square
foot office building and 800 space parking garage and will make a $13,100,000 capital investment
to complete the expansion of its St. Petersburg campus.

e. ASI is committed to local procurement and plans to use local vendors when
appropriate in support of local procurement.

f. ASI is committed to environmental sustainability and will apply green
technologies to the extent feasible and is applying for a silver level certification in Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (“LEED”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Master Ordinance and Florida Statutes, Section 196.1995, the
Pinellas County Property Appraiser completed its review of the ASI Application and submitted its
report to the City dated March 11, 2014. The Property Appraiser’s report, which is attached hereto
and made a part hereof as Exhibit “A”, includes the following:

i. The total revenue available to the City for the current fiscal year

from ad valorem tax sources is $ 84,995,039.

ii. The total revenue lost to the City for the current fiscal year by virtue

of exemptions previously granted under this section is $ 0.
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iii. Ihe estimate of the revenue which would he lost to the City during

the current fiscal year if the exemption applied for was granted and

the property flr which the exemption is requested would otherwise

have been subject to taxation is $167,984.

iv. The estimate of the taxable value lost to the City if the exemption

applied tbr was granted is $ 21,600.000 for improvements to real

property and $ 3, 213,000 for tangible personal property.

v. A determination that the property listed in the ASI Application

meets the delinition of an Expansion of an Existing Business as

defined in Florida Statutes, Section 196.012(15); and

WHEREAS, the ASI Application meets all statutory and Master Ordinance requirements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,
THAT:

SECTION 1. TITLE: This Ordinance shall be kno as Ordinance No. - 2014-,

the “Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for ASI RE, LLC (ASI)”.

SECTION 2. GRANT OF EXEMPTION:

1. After consideration of the ASI Application, which is incorporated herein by

reference, and the Property Appraiser’s Report, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, the City Council

finds that ASI qualifies as an Expansion of an Existing Business and that granting an Economic
Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption to ASI to encourage its expansion will promote
economic sustainability within the City through the creation of jobs and utilization of local
resources. City Council hereby grants to ASI and establishes on behalf of ASI an Economic
Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption of one hundred percent (100%) of the assessed value of
the net increase in qualifying improvements to real property and qualifying tangible personal
property as set forth in the ASI Application acquired by ASI after the adoption of this Ordinance to
rage ‘I Or
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Facilitate the expansion oF ASI ‘s existing husiness (the “ASI Exemption”) provided that the
IflaXiTutlill aliR)unt ul the exemption shall not exceed $100,000 per year.

2. ‘Ihe AS! Exemption shall be lhr a period of five (5) tax years (the “Exemption
Period’) commencing with Tax Year 2014 through Tax Year 2018. The ASI Exemption is
conditioned upon ASI entering into an agreement with the City (the “AS1 Tax Exemption
Agreernen1’) stating that it shall remain in compliance with this Ordinance and the Master
Ordinance throughout the Exemption Period as well as with the terms of the ASI Tax Exemption
Agreement. Should ASI fail to comply with the terms of this Ordinance, the Master Ordinance, or
the AS! Tax Exemption Agreement, the City may, in its sole and absolute discretion, revoke the
ASI Exemption and recover any taxes exempted during the Exemption Period pursuant to the
procedures set out in the Master Ordinance.

3. As set forth in the ASI Tax Exemption Agreement, ASI agrees to abide by the
terms and conditions set forth in this Ordinance and the Master Ordinance, as amended from time
to time, as well as the guidelines, policies and procedures enacted by the City from time to time
related to the Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption Program. Failure to do so may
result in revocation of the ASI Exemption and the City’s recovery of any taxes exempted during
the Exemption Period.

SECTION 3. APPLICABILITY. The ASI Exemption shall apply only to taxes levied
by the City. The exemption shall not apply to taxes levied by the County, school district, or
water management district, or to taxes levied for the payment of bonds or taxes authorized by a
vote of the electors pursuant to Section 9 (b) or 12, Article VII of the Florida Constitution or any
other taxes levied by any other entity.

SECTION 4. EXPIRATION DATE. The ASI Exemption granted herein shall
automatically expire on December 31, 2018, and shall no longer be in force and effect thereafter.

SECTION 5. SEVERABILITY. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed
severable. The unconstitutionality or invalidity of any word, sentence or portion of this
ordinance shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions.
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SECTION 6. CONFLICTS. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict

herewith are hereby superseded or repealed to the extent ol such conflict.

SECTION 7. APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT. City Council hereby approves of

the AS! Tax Exemption Agreement and designates the Mayor or his designee to execute the

documents necessary to effectuate this approval.

SECTION 8. EFFECTIVE DATE. in the event that this ordinance is not vetoed by

the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective after the fifth

business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice

filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the

ordinance shall take effect immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk.

In the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it

shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance

with the City Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful

vote to override the veto.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

CITY ATTO EY (designee)
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AD VALOREM PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTIONChapter 1961995, Florida Statutes

To be filed with the Board of County Commissioners, the governing boards of the municipality, or both,no later than March 1 of the year the exemption Is desired to take riffect.
1 Business name American Strategic Insurance IMalling address 1 ASI Way
2 Please give rams arid telephone number of owner or person in charge ol this bu&noss. St. Petersburg, FL 33702

Name Trevor C. Hillier (727) 821-8765 x1274 Telephone number 727-821-87653 Exact Location (Legal Description and Street Address) of Property for which this return is flIed 4 Dale you began, orwill
06)01/2013

Ncjrlhgate of St Petersburg E3LK A, PT LOTS 2, 3 &1 See additional on tax roll bin, business at this facility53iion of the Improvements to real property for which this exemption is requested Bate of commencement of
/01)12

Razed existing Sears building and built a 110,000 sq It office building and 800 spot garage constructIon of improvements 07
0 Duscnption of the tangible personal property for which this exemption is requested and date when pmperly was, or isto be purchased APPRAISER’S USE ONLY

Date of Taxpayer’s Estimate ofClass or Item Purchase Original Cost Cond Fair Market Rent d*Real property (office building) 1 02/01/12 $ 18,583,727 $ 2c!. 15.800.000Real properly (garage) 1 02/01/12 $ 6,832,952 good
$_____________ G’-’ $ 5,800,000Furniture & fixtures 1 06/01113 $ 2,214,371 goad $ Good $ 2,037,000Equipment 1 06/01/13 $ 1,470,441 good
$____________ Good 1.176.000

$_____ $
$_____________

$______________

—

$_____ $
$_____ $

$
Average value of inventory on hand: Condition: good, avg (average), or poor

Any additional personal property not listed above for which an exemption is claimed must be returned on formDR-405 (Tangible Personal Property Tax Return) and a copy attached to this form.
7 Do you desire exemption as a new business or expansion of an existing busines 9 Trade levels (check as many as apply)8 Describe type or nature of your business fJ Retaii Wholesale ljManufacturing ProfessionaiProperty insurance carrier Service Q Office I1Other, specify: Insurance10 Number of full-time employees to be employed in Florida

if an expansion of an existing business: nt 66 14 %ncrs7Pro1ctive:utPut

11 Sales factor f01 the facility requesting exemption:
Total sales in Florida from this divIded Total sales everywhere from thisfacility-one (1) location only by facIlity-one (1) iocation only — 0

12 For office space owned and used by a Date of incorporation Number of full-limecorporation newly domiciled in Florida in Florida employees at this location
I hereby request the adoption of an ordinance granting an exemption from ad valorem taxation on the above property pursuant to Section 196.1995, FloridaStatutes. 1 agree to furnish such other reasonable information as the Board of County Commissioners, the governing authority of the municipality, or theProperty Appraiser may request In regard to the exemption requested herein I hereby certify that the information arid valuation stated above by me is true,correct, and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. (if prepared by someone other than the taxpayer, his declaration is based on all information ofwhich he has any knowledge.)

Date ,/ç/,gc j Signature, preparer

Preparer’s addressSignature, taxpayer

Title i11€:lt &pi Preparer’s telephone number

Property Appraiser’s Use Only
Total revenue available to the county or municipality for the current fiscal year from ad valorem tax sources $ 84,995,039II Revenue lost to the county or municipality for the current fiscal year by virtue of exemptions previously granted under this section $ 0Estimate of the revenue which would be lost to the county or municipality during the current fiscal year if the exemption appliedfor were granted and the property for which the exemption is requested would otherwise have been subject to taxation

IV Estimate of the taxable value lost to the county or municipality f the exemption applied for was granted
improvements to real property $ 21 ,600,000 Personal property $ 3,213,000

V have determined that the property listed above meets the definition, as defined by Section 196.012(15) or (16), Fonda Statutes, as aEjnew business Ixparision of an existing business Dneither
Vi Last year for which exemption may be applied 12 1 0 12 131

DR-418
R. 12/99

Application to be filed not later than March 1 If
( ) 427O-i-&

Date Signature, Property Apprair



ECONOMIC I)EVELOPMENT Al) VALOREM TAX EXEMPTION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG ANI) ASI

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of the Effective Date (as defined in Section 13),
by ud between Ilie City of St. Petersburg, a political subdivision of the State of Florida (the
“Cit “) and ASI RE, LLC (ASl”), a Florida limited liability company whose mailing address is
1 A - I Way, St. Petersburg, FL 33702.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, Article VII, Section 3, of the Florida Constitution and Section 196.1995,
Florida Statutes, authorize the City to grant Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax
Exemptions to New Businesses and Expansions of Existing Businesses, as defined in Florida
Statutes, Section 196.012(14) and (15), subject to voter approval; and

WHEREAS, on November 8, 2011, St. Petersburg City electors approved a referendum
authorizing such exemptions, and on October 18, 2012, the St. Petersburg City Council (the
“City’ Council”) adopted a master ordinance, Ordinance 51-H codified at Sections 17-521
through 17-532 under Chapter 17 Article X of the City Code (the “ Master Ordinance”)
authorizing the granting of such exemptions; and

WHEREAS, the Ordinance sets forth guidelines and procedures for implementing the
Ecoiomic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption Program (the “Program”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Master Ordinance, ASI submitted an application (the “ASI
Appication”) requesting an exemption under the Program based on estimated capital costs and
erni oyment figures (the “Exemption”), and the City approved the Exemption on

______________

by adoption of Ordinance No. 2014-

______________

(the “Exemption
Oruinance”); and

WHEREAS, as a condition of the Exemption being granted, ASI is required to enter into
an agreement with the City to ensure that the business satisfies all requirements associated with
the creation of jobs in the City, the fulfillment of other representations made in applying for the
Exemption, and the granting of the Exemption by the City.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants herein contained and
other good and valuable consideration, hereby acknowledged by the parties, ASI and the City
agree as follows:

1. Incorporation. The recitals set forth above are incorporated herein in their
enti ‘ety.

2. Business Maintenance and Continuing Performance Conditions
Rejuirement. In consideration of the City granting the Exemption, ASI agrees to:
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00: )3253.docx



a. invest approximately 3.! million dollars iii the expansion ol its City of St.
Petersburg campus located at:

‘lhal part of Block “A” NORTI lOATh OF ST. PETERSBURG, according
to plal thereof recorded in Plat Book 66, Page 75, Public Records of
Pinel las County, Florida, and that part of the Northeast ¼ of Section 24,
lownship 30 South, Range 16 East, lying within the following described
tract:

From a Point at the most Northerly corner of’ said Block “A”, run S.
0000712211 E. 395.50 feet to the principal point of beginning of said parcel;
thence S. 00°07’22” E., 552.50 lel; thence N. 89°5445” W., 219.0 feet;
thence S. 00°0722’ E., 219.03 feel; thence N. 89°54’45” W., 561.65 feet;
thence N. 00°0722” W., 269.88 feel; thence N. 3803710611 W., 214.00 feet
to a point on the Northwesterly boundary of said NORTHGATE OF ST.
PETERSBURG; thence N51°2254” E.. 145.48 feet; thence N. 0000722
W., 35.08 feet; thence N. 5453” E.. 599.79 feet; thence S. 38°37’06” E.,
175.82 feet; thence S. g90541451 E., 199.l9feet to the Point of Beginning;
and

b. maintain the required new full time jobs as set forth in the Master Ordinance
for a target industry and as set forth in Florida Statutes, Section 196.012 (15) at
the facility described in 2.a. above; and
c. pay an average annual wage for such lull time jobs exceeding the average
annual wage for PineHas County; and
d. use commercially reasonable efforts to hire employees living in St. Petersburg,
Florida and to use local suppliers for its goods and services where practicable.

3. Annual Filings. Pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 196.1995, the Master
Ordinance, and the Exemption Ordinance, ASI shall:

a. inform the City in writing within ten (10) days of any changes in ownership of
ASI;
b. submit an amended DOR Form 418 to the Program Administrator on or before
February 1 of each year of the Exemption Period, which is five (5) tax years
commencing with Tax Year 2014 through Tax Year 2018;
c. on or before February 1 of each year of the Exemption Period, submit an
Annual Renewal Statement and an Annual Report to the POD, which shall
comply with the following:

(1) the Annual Renewal Statement shall certify that the information
provided herein has not changed. In the event the information has
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changed, the Annual Renewal Statement shall set forth the changes in
dcl au and any supporting documentation that may be necessary;
(2) the Annual Report shall provide an update of ASI’s compliance with
the Business Maintenance and Continuing Performance Conditions set
lhrth in Section 2 herein;
(3) prior to submittal of the Annual Renewal Statement and the Annual
Report, ASI shall allow the Program Administrator to conduct an on—site
inspection of the facilities in conjunction with his annual review of the
project;

d. comply with all lilings required by Section 196.011, Florida Statutes for annual
renewals o flax exemptions.

4. Indemnification.

A. ASI shall defend at its expense. pay on behalf of, hold harmless and indemnify the
City, its officers, employees, agents, elected and appointed officials and
volunteers (collectively, “Indemnified Parties”) from and against any and all
claims, demands, liens, liabilities, penalties, fines, fees, judgments, losses and
damages (collectively, “Claims”), whether or not a lawsuit is filed, including but
not limited to Claims for damage to property or bodily’ or personal injuries,
including death at any time resulting therefrom, sustained by any persons or
entities; and costs, expenses and attorney’s and experts’ fees at trial and on
appeal, which Claims are alleged or claimed to have arisen out of or in connection
with, in whole or in part, directly or indirectly:

1) The performance of this Agreement (including any amendments thereto) by
ASI, its employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors; or

2) The failure of ASI, its employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors to
comply and conform with applicable Laws, as hereinafter defined; or

3) Any negligent act or omission of the ASI, its employees, agents,
representatives, or subcontractors, whether or not such negligence is claimed
to be either solely that of the ASI, its employees, agents, representatives or
subcontractors, or to be in conjunction with the claimed negligence of others,
including that of any of the Indemnified Parties; or

4) Any reckless or intentional wrongful act or omission of the ASI, its
employees, agents, representatives, or subcontractors.

B. The provisions of this paragraph are independent of, and will not be limited by, any
insurance obtained by ASI and shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of
this Agreement with respect to any claims or liability arising in connection with any
event occurring prior to such expiration or termination.
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5. Ciupliance with Laws. AS! shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and
local laws, ordinances, rules and regulations, the federal and state constitutions, and
orders and decrees of any lawful authorities having jurisdiction over the matter at issue
(collectively, “Laws”), including but not limited to Florida Public Records Laws (e.g.
Chapter 119, Florida Statute). ASI shall also comply with City policies and procedures.
Specifically, ASI shall materially comply with all terms and conditions set forth in the
Master Ordinance and the Exemption Ordinance, as they may be amended from time to
time, as well as any policies, procedures and guidelines adopted by the City from time to
time related to the Program.

6. City Revocation.

a. In the event ASI fails to satisfy the Business Maintenance and Continuing
Performance Conditions set forth in Section 2 of this Agreement, or otherwise
Ihils to comply with the terms of this Agreement, the Master Ordinance or the
Exemption Ordinance, the City may, upon thirty (30) days written notice to ASI
adopt an ordinance revoking the Exemption. In the event of such revocation by
the City, this Agreement shall automatically terminate and be of no further force
or effect, except for those provisions herein which are specifically stated to
survive termination.
b. Upon revocation, the City shall noti1’ the Property Appraiser within a
reasonable amount of time.
c. If it is determined that for any year within the Exemption Period ASI was not
entitled to receive the Exemption, ASI shall be subject to the taxes exempted plus
annual interest at the maximum rate permitted by Florida law. The foregoing
annual interest rate shall not be applied in circumstances set forth in Section 9
below.

7. Survival. All obligations of ASI arising during or attributable to the period prior to
expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement, including but not limited to those obligations
related to Sections 4, 5 and 6 of this Agreement, shall survive such expiration or earlier
termination.

8. Assignment Estoppel. The rights and privileges granted to ASI pursuant to the
Ordinance, the Exemption Ordinance and this Agreement are not assignable or transferable in
any maimer.

9. Controlling Law. This Agreement shall be interpreted and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Florida and shall inure to and be binding upon the
parties, their successors and assigns. Venue for any action brought in state court shall be in
Pinellas County, St. Petersburg Division. Venue for any action brought in federal court shall be
in the Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division, unless a division shall be created in St.
Petersburg or Pinellas County, in which case the action shall be brought in that division. The
parties consent to the personal jurisdiction of the aforementioned courts and irrevocably waive
any objections to said jurisdiction.
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10. Notice. Any notices requited under this Agreement shall be in writing and be
addressed to the parties as shown below. Notices shall be delivered by certi lied or registered liust
class mail or by commercial courier service, and shall be deemed to have been given or made as
ol the dale received.

AS TO TI-IE CITY: Director, Planning and Economic I)evelopmcnt
One 4 Street North 9 Floor
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

WITH A COPY TO: City Attorney’s Office
One 4 Street North I 0th Floor
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

AS TO THE COMPANY: AS! RE, LLC
ATTN: Vice President, Finance and Accounting
1 AS! WAY
St. Petersburg, FL 33702

11. Force Majeure. Notwithstanding anything contained in this Agreement to the
contrary, and subject to the terms of this Section, ASI’s failure to perform its obligations under
this Agreement, other than with respect to the payment of money or the giving of any notice
required hereunder, shall not be a default, and no disqualification shall occur as a result thereof,
if any such failure or delay is due in whole or in part to acts of God; acts of public enemy; war;
riot; sabotage; blockage; embargo; labor strikes, lockouts or other labor or industrial disturbance
(whether or not on the part of agents or employees of either party hereto engaged in renovation
or construction at the facility); civil disturbance; terrorist act; fire, flood, windstorm, hurricane,
earthquake or other casualty; any law, order, regulation or other action of any governing
authority; any action, inaction, order, ruling moratorium, regulation, statute, condition or other
decision of any governmental agency having jurisdiction over ASI, over the renovation or
construction anticipated to occur thereon or over any uses thereof, or by delays in inspections or
in issuing approvals by private parties or permits by governmental agencies not occasioned by
ASI.

12. Conflicting Laws; Severability. If a conflicting law is enacted after the Effective
Date, then the City and ASI shall meet and confer in good faith to seek to effectuate an
amendment to this Agreement providing the City and ASI with the rights and remedies intended
to be provided herein. Nothing herein shall preclude either the City or ASI from challenging the
validity of any conflicting laws. Each provision in this Agreement is severable. If any such
provision is determined to be invalid or illegal, the validity and enforceability of the remainder of
this Agreement shall be unaffected.
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13. Term; Effective date. The term of’ this Agreement shall commence on the date ol’
the last signatory hereto (the “Effective Date”) and, unless sooner terminated, shall continue in
lbrce through l)ccembcr 31 , 201 8, the last day of the Exemption Period.

14. Amcndmcnts. Except as otherwise provided herein regarding termination, this
Agreement shall not be modi fled or amended except by written instrument signed by all of the
parties.

15. Binding Effect anti Effectiveness; Representations and Warranties.

a. Subject to the specific provisions of this Agreement, this Agreement shall be
binding upon and inure to the beneflt of and be enforceable by the parties and
their respective successors, notwithstanding changes in corporate or other
governance.

b. ASI represents and warrants to the City that as of the date hereof and
throughout the term of this Agreement:

I. ASI is a limited liability company, duly organized under the laws
of the State of Florida and is validly existing and doing business
therein as ASI RE, LLC;
ii. ASI has the power and authority to own its properties and assets
and to carry on its business as now being conducted and has the
power and authority to execute and perform this Agreement;
iii. This Agreement (a) is a lawful, valid and binding agreement of
ASI in its corporate name enforceable against ASI in accordance
with its terms; (b) does not violate any order of any court or other
agency of government binding on ASI, the charter documents of
ASI, or any provisions of any indenture, agreement or other
instrument to which ASI is a party; and (c) does not conflict with,
result in a breach o1 of constitute an event of default, or an event
which, with notice or lapse of time, or both, would constitute an
event of default, under any material indenture, agreement or other
instrument to which ASI, in its corporate name, is a party;
iv. ASI has not received written notice of any action having been
filed against ASI that challenges the validity of the Agreement or
ASI’s right and power to enter into and perform this Agreement;
and
v. The signatory hereto has the authority to execute this Agreement
and to bind ASI to the terms and conditions set forth herein.

16. Public Records.

A. ASI shall (i) keep and maintain public records (as defined in Florida’s Public
Records law) that ordinarily and necessarily would be required by the City in
order to provide an ad valorem tax exemption pursuant to this Agreement; (ii)
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subject to subsection B. below, provide the public with access to public records
On the same terms and COfl(litiOfls that the City would provide the records and at a
cost that does not exceed the cost provided under Florida’s Public Records law;
(iii) ensure that public records that are exempt or conlidential and exempt from
public records disclosure requirements are not disclosed except as authorized by
applicable Laws; and (iv) meet all requirements for retaining public records and
transfer, at no cost, to the City all public records in possession of the ASI within
ten (10) days following the expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement
and destroy any duplicate public records that are exempt or confidential and
exempt from public records disclosure requirements. All public records stored
electronically by ASI shall be provided to the City in a format approved by the
City.

B. ASI shall immediately notify the City Clerk in writing after receiving a public
records request. ASI shall obtain written approval from the City Clerk prior to
releasing or disclosing public records and shall comply with instructions of the
City Clerk and all City policies and procedures regarding public records.

C’. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to affect or limit ASI’s obligations
including but not limited to ASI’s obligations to comply with all other applicable
Laws and to maintain books and records pursuant to this Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Agreement
as of the Effective Date.

ATTEST: (SEAL)

City Clerk (Designee)

ASI RE, LLC: WITNESSES

By:

_________________________

By:__________________________
Print:

_________________________

Print:_________________________
Title:

______________________________

By:_______________________
Print:____________________________________

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this

____

day of

_____________

20, by

______________________,

as

_______________________

of ASI
RE, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, on behalf of the LLC. He/she is Li personally
known to me or [J has produced

_______________

as identification.
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NJotary Puhi ic Xci1

Approved as to form and content:

City Attorneys’ Office
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AD VALOREM PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTIONChapter 196.1995, Florida Statutes

To be filed with the Board of County Commissioners, the governing boards of the municipality, or both,no later than March 1 of the year the exemption is desired to take effect.

3 Exact Location (Legal Description and Street Address) of Property for which this return is tiled 4 Date you began, orwit
6/01/2013

Ncalhgate of St Petersburg BLK A, PT LOTS 2,3 &1 See additional on tax roil begin, business at this facility 0
5 Description of the Improvements to real property for which this exemption is requested Dale of commencement oF

/01/1
Rated existing Seats building and built a 110,000 sq ft office building and 800 spot garage construction of Improvements 07 2

C Descnption of the tangible personal property for which this exemption is requested and date when property was, or is to be purchased APPRAISER’S USE ONLY
Date of Taxpayer’s Estimate ofClass or item Purchase Onginal Cost Cond’ Fair Market RentReal property (office building) 1 02/01112 $ 18,583,727 good

$______________ ci $ 15.800.000Real property (garage) 1 02/01/12 $ 6,832,952 good
$______________ Good $ 5,800,000Furniture & fixtures 1 06/01/13 $ 2,214,371 good
$______________ t3’J $ 2,037,000Equipment 1 06/01/13 $ 1,470,441 good
$_____________ Good $ 1.176.000

—
$_____

$______ $
—

$________
$__________

—
$_______ $________

— $_______
$________

.—-_____________

$_________
$__________

Average value of inventory on hand; *Condition. good, avg (average), or poor
Any additional personal property not listed above for which an exemption is claimed must be returned on formDR-405 (Tangible Personal Property Tax Return) and a copy attached to this form.

7 Do you desire exemption as a fl new business or j expansion of an existing busines 9 Trade levels (check as many as apply)8 Describe type or nature of your business Retail QWholesale Manufacturing ProfessionnlProperty insurance carrier Service [ Office ElOlher, specify; Insurance10 Number of full-time employees to be employed in Florida

If an expansion of an existIng business:01 66 114 %1lncaSe in productive tput

11 Sales factor for the facility requesting exemption.
Total sales in Florida from this divided Total sates everywhere from this

—facility-one r1) location only by facility-one (1) location only a
12 For office space owned and used by a Date of incorporation Number of full-timecorporation newly domiciled in Florida in Florida employees at this locationI hereby request the adoption of an ordinance granting an exemption from ad valorem taxation on the above property pursuant to Section 1961995, FloridaStatutes. I agree to furnish such other reasonable information as the Board of County Commissioners, the governing authority of the municipality, or theProperty Appraiser may request In regard to the exemption requested herein I hereby certify that the information and valuation slated above by me is true,correct, and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. (If prepared by someone other than the taxpayer, his declaration is based on all information ofwhich he has any knowledge.)

Dae,/g//qf I Signature, preparer

Signature, taxpayer Preparer’s address

Title tJyj (jk ‘p— ‘— Preparer’s telephone number

Property Appraiser’s Use Only
I Total revenue available to the county or municipality for the current fiscal year from ad valorem lax sources $ 84,995,039II Revenue lost to the county or municipality for the current fiscal year by virtue of exemptions previously granted under this section $ 0Estimate of the revenue which would be lost to the county or municipality during the current fiscal year if the exemption appIdfor were granted and the property for which the exemption is requested would otherwise have been subject to taxation

IV Estimate of the taxable value lost to the county or municipality if the exemption applied for was granted
Improvements to reai property $ 21 600,000 Personal property $ 3,213,000

V have determined that the property listed above meets the definition, as defined by Section 196.012(15) or (16), F;ortda Statutes, as alElnew business jxpansiorr of an ex’sting business Enerther
VI Last yearfor which exemption may be applied [2 1 012 131

--

-

1 BusIness name American Strategic Insurance
2 Platen give name and telephone numborof owner or person in charge ot this business.

Narita Trevor C. Hillier (727) 821-8765 x1274

DR-418
R. 1211)9

Mailing address 1 ASI Way
- --

St. Petersburg, FL 33702
Telephone number 727-821-8765

3 -//-/q
Date

/ k%42--Application to be filed not later than March 1
Signature, Property Appraiser



v American Stratgk Insuiane
I ASI VIoy
SI. Petersburg, Florido 33102
w w w. A in e r I c a a Sir a I O IC CO tO

TO: DA\’E COOD\VIN, DIICECZ1OIt, PlANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
FROM: IREVOR IIILIJER, VICE PRESIDENT, PINANCE i\NI) ACCOUNI’ING
SUBJECT: ,\SI RE, LLC AD \‘ALOREM ‘lAX EXEMVI’ION APPIJC1VFION
DATE: FE13ItIJARY 2, 2014 — UPOAlED ON APRIL 16,2014
CC; SiEVE KURCAN, MARY FThTI-I MANLY, KTFA’IN MILKEY

Per Florida Statutes, City Council must take into account the following when taking action on an application:
1. Total number of net new jobs to be created by the applicant.

Since we’ve moved in to the new campus on 6/1/2013, American Strategic Insurance Group (“AS!”)has added 66 net new full-time employees, 26 of which are residents of St. Petersburg. In 2014, ASIplans to add 33 full-time employees, who will be based out of our headquarters located at I AS! WayN, St. Petersburg, FL 33702. Further, ASI is planning on continuing the geographic expansion ofour business, which means we will continue to add new full-time employees for the foreseeablefuture.

2. The average wage of the new job

The average salary for 66 full-time employees is S44,906. Additionally, Ii of the employees earned asalary greater than or equal to $54,426, which is 125% of the average wage for Pinellas County. 60employees earned a salary greater than or equal to 543,541, which is 100% of the average wage forPinellas County.

3. The capital investment to be made by the applicant.

Through 2013, the members of AS! RE, LLC have invested $41.9 million of capital towards thecompletion of the AS! campus. The members are planning to further contribute a minimum amountof $13.1 million to complete the construction.

4. The type of business or operation

AS! is a group of companies that offer property and casualty insurance. The group consists of aholding company, seven insurance carriers, three managing general agencies, an informationtechnology company, and a real estate holding company.

5. The environmental impact of the proposed business or operation

The construction of the AS! campus has already had a material environmental impact. This parcel ofreal estate previously had a Sears/Kinart store, which sat closed for several years on an un.rnaintainedasphalt parking lot. The AS! campus will include a much larger landscaped area.



Additionally, ASI is in the process of applying for a silver level certification in Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (“LEED”). In order to be eligible for this certification, our buildings
must: comply with environmental laws and regulations, as well as the guidelines created by the U.S.
Green Building Council. The certification process is based on a points system, part of which credits
ASI for sourcing the building materials locally and using local contractors. ASI also used a local
development company, Echelon Development LLC, to develop the entire campus project.

6. The extent to which the applicant intends to source its supplies and materials within St.
Petersburg

As mentioned in the previous section, part of our LEED certification process required ASI to use
locally sourced materials. Additionally, while as an insurance company we do not have an inventory
or raw materials, we do use several other local service providers (e.g. office supplies, janitorial
services and landscaping services).

7. The applicant may provide additional economic development information to support the
application

ASI is a profitable and growing company, and a member of the St. Petersburg Chamber of
Commerce at the Chamber Trustee level. Formed in St. Petersburg in 1997, we began with $6
million of capital and now have over $1 billion in revenue and nearl3r $600 million of capital. Our
insurance group is rated A (Excellent) by the AM. Best Company, the industry leader of insurance-
rating agencies. ASI currently writes insurance in 24 states and Washington D.C., and is in the
process of expanding to the other 26 states. In order to successftully complete this expansion
process, while maintaining our high standards in customer service, we will also expand our
workforce.

ASI also has a well experienced management team with an average insurance experience of well over
20 years. A list of ASI’s officers is below.

John Auer — President and CEO
Kevin Milkey — Executive Vice President and Assistant Secretary
Mary Frances Fournet — Vice President of Production Management
Tanya Fjare — Vice President of Business Analysis and Project Management
Trevor Hillier — Vice President of Finance and Accounting
Phillip Brubaker — Vice President of Product Management
Angel Bostick — Vice President, General Counsel and Assistant Secretary
Thomas Morgan — Vice President of Commercial Lines
Jeffrey Hannon — Vice President of Marketing

ASI is one of only 18 companies to be recognized as a top employer in Tampa Bay for 5 consecutive
years by the Tampa Bay Times. \Ve have been named the top mid-sized employer in 3 out of those 5
years, including this year.



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 1, 2014

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

SUBJECT: City File LDR 2014-02: A private application proposing to amend Si. Petersburg
City Code, Chapter 1 6 (Land Development Regulations). Section 1 6.40.040 titled

Len ces, Wci//s and Hedges.’

REQUEST: Ordinance

___________________

amending Section 1 6.40.04() titled “Fences, Wa//s and
Hedges,’ to allow electrically charged fencing in all non—residentially zoned
districts that allow outdoor storage.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL, with
modification to the original request. Specifically, stall recommends approval to
allow electrically charged fencing in industrial zoning districts only.

Development Review Commission (DRC): The Commission conducted a public
hearing on April 2, 2014 to consider the applicant’s request. The Commission
voted 6-0 finding that the request, as modified by city staff, is consistent with the
City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Recommended City Council Action:
1) CONDUCT the flrst reading;
2) SET the second reading and public hearing for May 15, 2014.

Attachments: Ordinance, DRC Staff Report
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

For Public Hearing on April 2, 2014
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 2014-02

APPLICANT: Cindy Gsell
Director of Business Development
Electric Guard Dog, LLC
121 Executive Center Drive, Ste. 230
Columbia, SC 29210

REQUEST: Text amendment to allow electrically charged fencing within the City. (City
Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations (“LDRs’),
Section 16.40.040 titled “Fences, Walls & Hedges’) The applicant is requesting
that electrically charged fencing be permitted in all non-residentially zoned
districts, which allow outdoor storage.

The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”)
review and recommend approval, confirming consistency with the City of St.
Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”).

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC,
acting as the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), is
responsible for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on
all proposed amendments to the LDRs.

EVALUATION:

Recommendation

The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request, as
modified by city staff, is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends
APPROVAL.

LDR 2014-02: Text Amendment to Section 16.40.040
Fences, WaHs & Hedges

Page 1



Background and Analysis

The Planning and Economic Development Department was first contacted by the applicant,
Cindy Gsell, Electric Guard Dog, LLC, to inquire about modifying the city’s prohibition
against electrically charged fencing. Specifically, Section 16.40.040 states:

“It shall be unlawful for any person to construct, maintain, place, install or allow or
cause to be constructed, maintained, placed or installed on or about any structure or
property any fence, barrier, partition, obstruction or similar structure that is
electrically charged or connected with any electrical source in such a manner as to
transmit an electrical charge to persons, animals or things which come in contact
therewith.”

Following her initial inquiry and subsequent conversation with the city’s Zoning Official and
staff from the Development Review Services Division and the Urban Planning and Historic
Preservation Division, Ms. Gsell filed a formal application on February 5, 2014 to amend the
text of the City Code of Ordinances. The applicant’s proposed amendment will permit
electrically charged fencing in all non-residentially zoned districts, which allow outdoor
storage.

City staff’s recommendation to support electrically charged fences requires a modification to
the applicant’s request. Specifically, city staff recommends that the proposed amendment
continue to prohibit electrically charged fences in all zoning districts except for properties
located in the city’s industrial zoning districts, IT (Industrial Traditional) and IS (Industrial
Suburban).

The LDRs accommodate a variety of outdoor storage and outdoor sales opportunities.
Whereas outdoor storage is typically restricted to the industrially zoning districts, plus IC
(Institutional Center — Community Redevelopment District) and IC (Institutional Center —

Transportation / Utility), outdoor sales is allowed in a wide variety of Corridor and Center
zoning districts. The Corridor and Center zoning districts typically encourage a concentrated
mixture of high-density residential and non-residential land-use types. These mixed-use
districts prioritize pedestrian mobility through required site orientation and building design
standards. City staff believes that electrically charged fencing is incompatible with the
mixed-use and pedestrian mobility goals of the City’s Corridor and Center zoning districts.

Conversely, industrial zoned properties are often isolated from high traffic areas, and their
low-visibility warrants the added protection afforded by the proposed amendment.
Regarding fence regulations, the LDRs already acknowledge the distinction between
industrial zoned properties and all others. For example, the maximum fence height on
industrial zoned properties is ten (10) feet, whereas the maximum fence height in all other
zoning districts varies from as low as three (3) feet to as high as six (6) feet.

LDR 2014-02: Text Amendment to Section 16.40040
Fences, Walls & Hedges
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The applicant provided specific information detailing the operational standards of their
product, Electric Guard Dog (‘EGD”). The EGD produces an electrical pulse every 1 .3
seconds. The pulse lasts only .0001 to .0004 of a second. The EGD is powered with a 12-
volt marine battery and charged by a solar panel. In order to address certain safety
concerns, the applicant has provided a cover letter and detailed study by Dr. John G.
Webster, Professor Emeritus, Department of Biomedical Engineering at the University of
Wisconsin, certifying the safety of this product. Dr. Webster also certifies compliance of this
product with the International Electrotechnical Commission (‘IEC”) Standards for electric
security fences.

City staff acknowledges that product design may vary among vendors. In this instance, the
EGD includes 20 wires and measures nearly 10-feet tall, an overall height that is compliant
with the existing development standards for the industrial zoning districts.

Finally, the applicant has noted that a number of Florida jurisdictions allow or have recently
approved code changes to allow electrically charged fences. Overall, the applicant’s list
identified 40 (27 city and 13 county) jurisdictions. For purposes of this analysis, city staff
focused on Hillsborough County and the City of Tampa. Both local jurisdictions restrict the
use of electrically charged fencing to the industrial zoning districts. Hilisborough County
simply notes that “...electrically charged fences may be used if all requirements of all
applicable local, Federal and State laws and regulations are met.” City staff is
recommending language similar to the City of Tampa’s current regulations. [See Attachment
No. 2]

Based on the information provided by the applicant, the desire among industrial land
owners and tenants to install electrically charged fencing (e.g. Tibbetts Lumber Co. at 3300
Fairfield Avenue South), the preference to allow industrial land owners and tenants to install
a safe and effective crime deterrent, city staff is recommending approval of the proposed
amendment, as modified and attached.

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan

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

Objective LU2O: The City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider for adoption,
amendments to existing and/or new innovative land development regulations that can
provide additional incentives for the achievement of Comprehensive Plan Objectives.

Policy LU2O.1: The City shall continue to utilize its innovative development regulations and
staff shall continue to examine new innovative techniques by working with the private
sector, neighborhood groups, special interest groups and by monitoring regulatory
innovations to identify potential solutions to development issues that provide incentives for
the achievement of the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

Housing Affordability Impact Statement

The proposed amendments will have no impact on housing affordability, availability or
accessibility. A Housing Affordability Impact Statement is attached.

LDR 2014-02: Text Amendment to Section 16.40.040
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Adoption Schedule

The proposed amendment requires one (1) public hearing, conducted by the City of St.
Petersburg City Council. The City Council shall consider the recommendation of the DRC
and vote to approve, approve with modification or deny the proposed amendment:

• 04-17-2014: First Reading
• 05-01-2014: Second Reading and Public Hearing

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Pictures
2. Proposed Amendment
3. Housing Affordability Impact Statement
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ATTACHMENT NO. 3

City of St. Petersburg
Housing Affordability Impact Statement

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

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Economic Development

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

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File
LDR 2012-01).

Ill. Impact Analysis:

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

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes

_____Explanation:

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

$________________________

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

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes Explanation:

LDR 2014-02: Text Amendment to Section 16.40.040
Fences, Walls & Hedges

Page 11



IV: Certification

It is important that new local laws which could counteract or negate local, state and federal
reforms and incentives created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration.
If the adoption of the proposed regulation is imperative to protect the public health, safety and
welfare, and therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to continue the community’s
ability to provide affordable housing, please explain below:

CHECK ONE:

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

LWMl_ lcb, OL44(
Department Director (signature) J Date

iop.,J
OR

AOPc1% 1bf*hW PP
The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment being
proposed by resolution or ordinance will increase housing costs in the City of St.
Petersburg. (Please attach this Impact Statement to City Council Material, and provide a
copy to Housing and Community Development department.)

Department Director (signature) Date

Copies to: City Clerk
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development

LDR 2014-02: Text Amendment to Section 16.40.040
Fences, Walls & Hedges
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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

City Council Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of Cit:y Council

FROM: Joe Zeoli, Interim Director, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department

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”), including but not limited to the
Aviation Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are attached to the
JPA, to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the
Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) Grant in an amount not
to exceed $300,000 for the Airport Maintenance and Rehab Project
which inter alia require that the City will make Albert Whitted Airport
available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable terms,
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 date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to
accept the Grant in an amount not exceed $300,000; authorizing the
Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate
this Ordinance; approving a transfer of $10,000 from the Airport
Operating Fund (4031) to the Airport Capital Improvement Fund
(4033); approving a transfer of $50,000 within the City Facilities Capital
Improvements Fund (3031) from the Infrastructure - TBD (Project
#14148) project to the Airport- Maintenance and Rehab Project
(Project #TBD); and approving supplemental appropriations from the
increase in the unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital
Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from these additional revenues in
the amount of $325,000 to the Airport — Maintenance and Rehab
Project (Project #TBD); providing an effective date; and providing for
expiration.

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

Encumbrances or restrictions of up to twenty years for that property or portions of
that property generally known as Albert Whitted Airport which would restrict the use
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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 Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) has identified residual aviation grant
funds available within the State’s 2014 fiscal year. The City was recently contacted by the
FDOT if it was interested in accepting any additional funding for eligible projects on the
airport. As a condition of accepting the funds, the City must provide a twenty (20%) percent
match and the grant must be executed by June 1, 2014.

The City has identified specific maintenance and rehabilitation needs on the airport that could
utilize the additional FDOT funds (“Airport - Maintenance and Rehab Project”). Specific
projects include continuing rehabilitation of Hangar #1, re-painting of Runway 18/36 and
repainting of the exterior, under-roof of the Galbraith Terminal.

The FDOT grant provides up to $300,000 or eighty (80%) percent of the cost of the
project(s). The City’s twenty(20%) percent match requirement is $75,000. The sources of
the City’s match will come from available funds through multiple sources including $15,000
from the Airport Capital Fund (4033), $10,000 from the Airport’s Operating Fund (4031) and
$50,000 from the City Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031).

Acceptance of any grants requires the City to meet certain grant assurances, including that
the City will make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and
reasonable terms, 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 date of the JPA

This is a first Reading of the Ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends adoption of the Ordinance in
accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, authorizing the restrictions
contained in the Joint Participation Agreement Q’JPA”), including but not limited to the
Aviation Assurances C’Grant Assurances”) which are attached to the JPA, to be executed by
the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of Transportation Q’FDOT”)
Grant in an amount not to exceed $300,000 for the Airport Maintenance and Rehab Project
which inter alia require that the City will make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport
for public use on fair and reasonable terms, 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 date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the Grant in an
amount not exceed $300,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; approving a transfer of $10,000 from the Airport
Operating Fund (4031) to the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033); approving a transfer
of $50,000 within the City Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031) from the
Infrastructure - TBD (Project #14148) project to the Airport- Maintenance and Rehab Project
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(Project #TBD); and approving supplemental appropriations from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from these
additional revenues in the amount of $325,000 to the Airport — Maintenance and Rehab
Project (Project #TBD); providing an effective date; and providing for expiration.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: The City receives grant funding in the total
amount of $300,000 to fund eighty (80%) percent of the total project costs. The City’s match
requirement is $75,000 or twenty (20%) percent. The match will come through a
combination of available City funds including $10,000 from the Airport Operating Fund (4031),
$15,000 from the Airport Capital Fund (4033) and $50,000 from Project #14148 of the City
Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031).

Approvals:

Bu(

Legal: tIf193633.doc v. 2
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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”), including but not limited to the
Aviation Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are attached to the
JPA, to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the
Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) Grant in an amount
not to exceed $300,000 for the Airport Maintenance and Rehab
Project which inter alia require that the City will make Albert Whitted
Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable
terms, 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 date of the JPA; authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to accept the Grant in an amount not exceed $300,000;
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; approving a transfer of
$10,000 from the Airport Operating Fund (4031) to the Airport Capital
Improvement Fund (4033); approving a transfer of $50,000 within the
City Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031) from the
Infrastructure - TBD (Project #14148) project to the Airport-
Maintenance and Rehab Project (Project #TBD); and approving
supplemental appropriations from the increase in the unappropriated
balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting
from these additional revenues in the amount of $325,000 to the
Airport — Maintenance and Rehab Project (Project #TBD); 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 Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) has
offered the City a grant in the amount of $300,000 (“Grant”). The Grant is to be used
for the Airport — Maintenance and Rehab Project. The grant will provide an eighty
percent (80%) match toward the total cost of the project.

Section Three. 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 FDOT grants in an amount not to exceed $300,000, for
projects described in Section Two of this ordinance, that require that the City will make
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Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable terms,
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 date of the .]PA are
authorized.

Section Four. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to accept grants
from the FDOT in an amount not to exceed $300,000.

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

Section Six. There is hereby approved a transfer of $10,000 from the
Airport Operating Fund (4031) to the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) to
provide a portion of the City’s match requirement.

Section Seven. There is hereby approved approving a transfer of $50,000
within the City Facilities Capital Improvements Fund (3031) from the Infrastructure - TBD
(Project #14148) project to the Airport Maintenance and Rehab Project to provide a
portion of the City’s match requirement.

Section Eight. There is hereby approved from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the Airport Capital Improvement Fund (4033) resulting from
these additional revenues, the following supplemental appropriations for the Fiscal Year
2014:

Airport - Maintenance and Rehab Project (Project #TBD) $325,000

Section Nine. 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 Ten. 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.
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Section Eleven. 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: Administration:__________________

Budget:

Legal: 0019363 1.doc v. 2
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COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   April 15, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: May 1, 2014 

 

RE:   Referral to Youth Services Committee – Juvenile Civil Citation Program 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting to refer to the Youth Services Committee a discussion regarding  

the implementation of a St. Petersburg Civil Citation Program for juveniles.  

 

 

 

 

 

   Wengay Newton, Council Member 

   District 7 

 



 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   April 15, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: May 1, 2014 

 

RE:   Red Light Camera Refund Workshop  

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting City Council, Mayor and City Administration to schedule a 

workshop to discuss refunds of any and all Red Light Camera citations issued to law 

abiding citizens where equipment malfunction or short yellow light timing was the cause. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   Wengay Newton, Council Member 

   District 7 

 



 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   April 15, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: May 1, 2014 

 

RE:   Capital Improvement Projects Quarterly Updates  

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting Mayor and City Administration to provide quarterly updates 

for any and all Capital Improvement Projects; project budget, percentage of 

completions and any available project balances. 

 

 

RATIONAL: 
This information is provided to Council only during Budget Clean-up. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   Wengay Newton, Council Member 

   District 7 

 



 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   April 15, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: May 1, 2014 

 

RE:   Red Light Camera Termination Plan  

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting Mayor and City Administration to provide a fully detailed plan as 

to how the Red Light Camera Program will be terminated; time lines of monthly revenue, 

pending appeal proceedings and when the Red Light Cameras will be turned off. 

 

 

 

RATIONAL: 

 

City Council voted 6 to 2 to terminate the contract with American Traffic Solutions 

(ATS) by September 30, 2014 or when revenue reaches zero dollars.  City Attorney John 

Wolfe stated that the City would need time to wind down the Red Light Camera Program. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   Wengay Newton, Council Member 

   District 7 

 



COUNCIL AGENDA
NEW BUSINESS ITEM

TO: ‘[‘he Mayor and Members ol City Council

I)ATE: April 16, 2014

COUNCIL
DATE: May 1,2014

RE: Median Sponsorship Program

ACTION DESIRED:

Respectfully requesting City Council approval for the creation and implementation of Median

Sponsorship Program.

Bill Dudley. Chair
City Council



COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   April 18, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: May 1, 2014 

 

RE:   Referral to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting a referral to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee to 

consider earmarking funds from the Eastern Weeki Wachee reserve as a sustainable 

source of Arts funding.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

        Charlie Gerdes 

        Council Member 

 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 
Committee Report for April 24, 2014 

 
Members & Alternate: Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee: Chair James R. “Jim” 

Kennedy, Jr.; Vice-Chair Charles Gerdes; Karl Nurse; Amy Foster 
and William Dudley (alternate).  

 
Support Staff:  Angela Ramirez, Budget Analyst II, Budget Department 
    Linda Livingston, Accountant III, Finance Department 
Call to Order 
Approval of Agenda-Approved 
Approval of Minutes- March 13, 2014 & March 27, 2014- Approved 
 

1. New / Deferred Business 

Procurement Code (Louis Moore) 

Louise Moore, Director of Procurement and Supply Management, presented a 
memorandum for an ordinance deleting and replacing Article V, Division 3 of Chapter 2, 
Procurement Code (sections 2-237 through 2-260) with a new St Petersburg 
Procurement Code as well as amending Section 2.426 (3) to be consistent with the 
emergency procurement procedures.  The ordinance also creates division 6 to Article V, 
Grant Opportunities through Grant Writers to provide a purpose and process to evaluate 
certain grant opportunities. The new procurement code presented will be updated to fit 
the electronic age, provide for the changing nature of the supplies and services the city 
currently procures, and offers the best practices for how construction and technology 
oriented procurements are to be handled.  Communication with supplies and prospective 
suppliers were also updated.  Councilmember Kornell requested that at a later time the 
values and vision of the city be incorporated into the purpose of the ordinance. 
Additionally, a copy of these policies and procedures are to be available to City Council 
upon request as well as a requirement to inform City Council when any changes are 
made.  Councilmember Gerdes additionally requested that language was to be added to 
the design, construction and delivery section to allow for the city to add or own as part of 
the bidding process.  Section 255 C-5 was to be deleted and section 2-293 will add 
additional information regarding the impact to the community.  Section 291 would also 
be amended to allow for the language “may provide compensation to grant writer”. 
Councilmember Nurse requested that the quarterly grant report also include all grants 
that came to the city from outside entities that were rejected by city staff and 
administration.  Councilmember Nurse moved that Ordinance be approved as currently 
submitted with additional pending changes included.  Motion passed. 

Port Business Plan Update (Metz/Miller) 

Dave Metz, Interim City Development Administrator, provided the presentation on the 
discussion of future development opportunities for the City’s Port facilities.  It was 
confirmed that short-term plan be the commitment to home port a National Oceanic and 
Atmosphere Administration (“NOAA”) vessel at the Port of St. Petersburg.  These 
proposed arrangements would include no charges for three years dockage, storage and 
office space. The recommendation was to continue to operate the Port as a City facility, 
pursuing an emphasis on marine research, education and technology as a development 
strategy.  Additional long-term goals were discussed and it was recommended to 
maintain city control.   Staff also discussed the short-term use of the cruise terminal 
building for Port Discovery, pending negotiations.  Councilmember Nurse set motion to 
move forward with these series of recommendation. Committee voted. Motion passed. 



3. Continued Business / Deferred Business – None 

4. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 

1. May 8, 2014 

a. 2nd Quarter Financial and Budget Report (Fritz/Greene) 

2. May 22, 2014 

a. Weeki Wachee Rehabilitation for Twin Brooks Golf Course (McBee/Hollis) 

b. Discussion for us on Tourist Development Tax (Metz) 

c.          2nd Quarter Grants Report (Greene/Ojah Maharaj) 

5. Adjournment – Meeting adjourned at 10:15  



MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Louis Moore, Director, Procurement & Supply Management

DATE: April 25, 2014

RE: Current Draft of New Procurement Code Ordinance

Attached is the current draft of a proposed ordinance that (i) deletes the existing procurement
code and replaces it with a new procurement code; (ii) amends sec 2-426 (3) for consistency
with the emergency procurement set forth in the new procurement code; and (iii) creates a new
Division 6 to Article V, Chapter 2, grant opportunities through grant writers. The attached draft
addresses comments made and changes requested at the April 24, 2014 BF&T Council
Committee meeting.

A summary of the changes are as follows:

1. Subsection (c) was added to Sec. 2-241. This subsection requires the POD to notify City
Council of changes to administrative policies.

2. Language was added to subsection (d) and (e) of Sec. 2-251 to make it clear that such
construction delivery methods apply to either City owned or City leased property.

3. After a further review, Administration and Legal determined that it is advisable to modify
subsection (c) to Sec. 2-256 rather than delete such subsection due to the fact that
purchase of vehicles utilizing the Florida Sheriff’s Association or the Florida Association
of Counties negotiated purchase program may not fall within the general provisions of
Sec. 2-256(b). 00193731 current draft of new procurement code ordinance

4. ‘Impact to the community” was added to Sec. 2-291(a)(1).

5. In Sec. 2-291(a)(5), (iii) was added to provide that an agreement with a grant writer may
provide for compensation to the grant writer.

Finally, City Code Sec 2-426, Emergency powers of Mayor or administrator successor, is
attached for your information.

Please feel free to contact me or Macall Dyer if you have any questions or if you wish to further
discuss this matter.

Attachments (2)



AN ORDINANCE OF TI-IF CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DELETING
THE EXISTING ARTICLE V. DIVISION 3 OF CHAPTER 2;
CREATING A NEW ARTICLE V, DIVISION 3 OF CHAPTER 2,
PROCUREMENT CODE; PROVIDING A PURPOSE, INTENT AND
DEFINITIONS; SETTING FORTH THE DUTIES AND
RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PROCUREMENT DEPARTMENT;
ESTABLISHING APPROVAL AUTHORITY; CREATING SOURCE
SELECTION PROCESSES; IDENTIFYING CONSTRUCTION
DELIVERY METHODS; REQUIRING CERTAIN SECURITY FOR
THE PROCUREMENT OF SUPPLIES, SERVICES AND
CONSTRUCTION; PROVIDING OTHER NECESSARY PROVISIONS
TO MAXIMIZE THE COST EFFECTIVE USE OF PUBLIC FUNDS IN
THE PROCUREMENT OF SUPPLIES, SERVICES AND
CONSTRUCTiON AND TO PROVIDE SAFEGUARDS TO ENSURE
QUALITY, INTEGRITY AND COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE
LAWS; AMENDING SECTION 2-426 (3) TO BE CONSISTENT WITH
THE EMERGENCY PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES; CREATING
DIVISION 6 TO ARTICLE V, GRANT OPPORTUNITIES THROUGH
GRANT WRITERS; PROVIDING A PURPOSE AND PROCESS TO
EVALUATE CERTAIN GRANT OPPORTUNITIES; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA DOES ORDAIN:

Section One. The existing Article V, Divisioii 3 of Chapter 2 of the St. Petersburg City
Code is deleted and replaced with a new Article V, Division 3, Sections 2-237 through 2-260 to
read as follows:

DIVISION 3. PROCUREMENT CODE

Sec. 2-237. Purpose.

The purpose of this division is to provide for the fair and equitable treatment of all
persons and entities involved in the public procurement by the City of supplies, services
and construction; to maximize the cost effective use of public funds in procuring
supplies, services and construction; to provide safeguards for maintaining a procurement
system of quality and integrity; and to ensure procurements are conducted in an open and
competitive manner.

Sec. 2-238. Applicability.

This division shall apply to the procurement of supplies, services and construction; the
contracts for supplies, services and construction; the disposal of surplus supplies; and to
the expenditure of public funds for such purposes, irrespective of the source of those
funds. When the procurement involves the expenditure of state or federal assistance, the
procurement shall be conducted in accordance with applicable state and federal laws and
regulations.
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See. 2-239. Exemptions.

The provisions of this division shall not apply to the purchase of the following, provided,
however, that the procurement of such exempt supplies, services or construction set forth
below remains subject to the approval authority authorized by this divisioii and all other
applicable laws:

(a) Groceries, foodstuffs and alcoholic beverages;
(b) Merchandise for resale in City—operated concessions and retail shops;
(c) Leasing of concessions within City buildings;
(d) Professional services;
(e) Lectures by individuals;
(f) Legal services, including attorney, paralegal, expert witness, appraisal, and mediator

services;
(g) Police canines;
(h) Artistic services or works of art;
(i) Goods and services used to acquire, demolish, construct, rehab, market or maintain

properties identified in the neighborhood housing strategy;
(j) Sponsorship agreements;
(k) Grant writers, provided that grant writers are subject to the requirements set forth in this

chapter (currently Article V, Division 6, City Code);
(1) Property insurance, provided that the purchase of property insurance must be approved

by City Council;
(m)Financial instruments, including professional services required for the issuance of City

debt, debt service, and City investments related thereto, including the selection of
investment bankers for the City’s underwriting pool and the selection of the City’s
financial advisor;

(n) Dues and memberships in trade or professional organizations, registration fees for trade
or career fairs, fees and costs for job-related seminars and training;

(o) Subscriptions, periodicals, newspapers, books and library materials, electronic
information, media, maps, pamphlets and similar publications in printed or electronic
form, including any advertisements in such materials;

(p) Water, sewer, telecommunications, electrical, or other utility services subject to
government rate control;

(q) Services related to programs offered through the Parks and Recreation Department
(e.g., golf instructors, fee instructors, tutors, and referees);

(r) Purchase of used equipment;
(s) Naming rights agreements, provided any naming rights agreement must be approved by

City Council;
(t) Supplies and services with respect to the construction for adapting, renovating or

rehabbing for a professional sports tenant (major or minor league) and/or the use,
management or operation of facilities currently known as Tropicana Field and Al Lang
Field;

(u) Supplies and services with respect to the operation of the Mahaffey Theater;
(v) Supplies and services with respect to the construction of tenant improvements and/or

the use, management or operation of any municipal pier; and
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(w) Computer hardware and software that meets the following criteria:
(I) ihe k)tal cost Of the purchase does not exceed $250,000;
(2) The hardware or software must integrate with existing City hardware or

software;
(3) The hardware or software must have been succcssfufly pilot tested by the

Chief Information Officer (ClO) and the methodology and results of the
testing must be documented;

(4) The hardware or software must be a cost-effective solution for the City as
determined by the ClO; and

(5) The hardware or software has been approved by the ClO.

Sec. 2-240. Definitions and Abbreviations.

As used in this division the following terms shall have the meaning ascribed to them,
unless the context clearly indicates otherwise:

Best hterest ofthe City means a judgmental assessment of what will result in a maximum
benefit being conferred upon the City.

Construction means the process of (i) building, altering, repairing, improving, or
demolishing any public structure, building, or roadway, or (ii) making other
improvements to any public real property. Construction does not include the routine
operation, routine repair, or routine maintenance of existing structures, buildings, or real
property.

Electronic means electrical, digital, magnetic, optical, electromagnetic, or any other
similar technology.

Invitation for Bids means all documents, whether attached or incorporated by reference,
utilized for soliciting sealed bids.

Procurement means the buying, purchasing, renting, leasing, or otherwise acquiring of
any supplies, services, or construction. Procurement includes all functions that pertain to
obtaining any supply, service, or construction, including description of requirements,
selection, and solicitation of sources, preparation and award of contract, and all phases of
contract administration.

Profissional Services means brokerage and financial investing, accounting, auditing,
claim review, health services and medical exams, and those professional services defined
in F.S. § 287.055 (which include architect, engineering, landscape architecture, and
registered surveying).
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1?equesl/or Proposals or I?1’1 means all documents, whether attached or incorporated by
reference, utilized fbr soliciting proposals.

Responsible Bidder means a person or entity that demonstrates the capability in all
respects to fully pcrtorm the contract requirements, and the experience, reliability,
facilities, equipment, and credit necessary fbi good faith performance.

Responsive Bidder means a person or entity that has submitted a bid which conforms in
all material respects to the requirements set forth in the invitation for bids.

Services means the furnishing of labor, time, or effort by a person or entity, not involving
the delivery of a specific end product other than reports which are merely incidental to
the required performance. Services does not include employment agreements or
collective bargaining agreements.

Specification means any description of the physical or functional characteristics or of the

nature of a supply, service, or construction. Specification includes a description of any
requirement for inspecting, testing, or preparing a supply, service, or construction for
delivery.

Surplus Supplies means any supplies other than expendable supplies no longer having
any use to the City. Surplus supplies include obsolete supplies, scrap materials, and
nonexpendable supplies that have completed their useful life cycle.

Supplies means all property, including but not limited to equipment, materials, and leases
of personal property. Supplies does not include land or a permanent interest in land.

Sec. 2-241. Procurement Department; Duties and Responsibilities.

(a) The POD shall perform the City’s procurement functions and carry out the provisions
of this division.

(b) Consistent with this division, and subject to the approval of the Mayor, the POD shall
have the responsibility to prepare administrative policies and operating procedures
necessary to govern the procurement, management, control and disposal of all supplies,
services and construction to be procured by the City. Such administrative policies and
operating procedures shall be in writing and at a minimum, include the following: small
purchase procedures; disposal of surplus supplies; sole source procedures; cost
principals; tie bids; a list defining minor irregularities and examples thcreof
specifications; protest and dispute procedures; contract management; debarment and
suspension; Request for Qualifications process; and Request for Information process.
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(c) The POD shall notify City Council of changes to administrative policies, provided,
however, that the failure of the POD to notify City Council of changes to administrative
policies shall not invalidate any procurement of supplies, services and construction
pursuant to this division.

Sec. 2-242. Approval Authority.

Except as otherwise providcd by this division, the Mayor shall have the authority to
purchase and approve contracts for supplies, services and construction for $100,000 or
less. Purchases and contracts for supplies, services and construction for more than
$100,000 shall require City Council approval.

Sec. 2-243. Specifications.

All specifications issued by the City shall provide for free and open competition and shall
not be unduly restrictive. The POD shall promulgate procedures authorized by this
division for the standardization, preparation and use of specifications for supplies,
services and construction required by the City.

Sec. 2-244. Competitive Sealed Bidding.

(a) Condition /or use. Contracts for more than $100,000 shall be awarded by competitive
sealed bidding, except as otherwise provided in this division.

(b) Invitation for Bids. An invitation for bids shall be issued and shall include a purchase
description and all contractual terms and conditions applicable to the procurement.

(c) Public Notice. Public notice shall be given for any invitation for bids issued by the City.

(d) Bid Opening. Bids shall be opened publicly at the time, date and place designated in the
invitation for bids. The amount of each bid and such other relevant information as the
POD deems appropriate, together with the name of each bidder, shall be recorded.

(e) Bid Acceptance and Bid Evaluation. Bids shall be unconditionally accepted without
alteration or correction, except as authorized in this section. Bids shall be evaluated based
on the requirements and evaluation criteria set forth in the invitation for bids.
Requirements and evaluation criteria may include criteria to determine acceptability, such
as inspection, testing, quality, workmanship, delivery, and suitability for a particular
purpose.

(f) Correction or Withdrawal ofBids, Cancellation ofAwards. Correction or withdrawal of
inadvertently erroneous bids before or after award, or cancellation of awards based on
such bid mistakes, shall be permitted if authorized by this division. After bid opening, no
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change in L)id prices or other pmvisions of bids shall he permitted if the POD dctcrmines
such change would he prejudicial to the best interest of the City or fair competition.

(g) Waiver ofirreguiarities. In the evaluation of any invitation for bids, the POD may waive
minor irregularities authorized by this division.

(h) Award. A contract shall be awarded by appropriate written notice, as specified in thc
invitation for bids, to the lowest responsible and responsive bidder whose bid meets the
requirements and criteria set forth in the invitation for bids. If the purchase of supplies,
services or construction pursuant to this section requires City Council approval, the POD
shall make a report and timely transmit the report and bids to City Council with a
recommendation concerning acceptance or rejection thereof and the City Council shall
thereupon approve or disapprove the recommendation of the POD.

(i) No Bids Received. In the event that bids for any supplies, services or construction are
solicited and no bids are received at the time and place established by the invitation for
bids, City Council shall have the authority to authorize the POD to negotiate directly with
potential bidders and enter into a contract for the provision of such supplies, services or
construction within prescribed dollar limits as approved by City Council.

0) cancellailon or Rejection of Bids. An invitation for bids may be cancelled, or any or all
bids may be rejected in whole or in part if specified in an invitation for bids, when it is
determined by the POD to be in the best interest of the City.

(k) Multi-Step Bidding. When it is considered impractical to initially prepare a purchase
description to support an award based on price, an invitation for bids may be issued
requesting the submission of unpriced offers to be followed by an invitation for bids
limited to those bidders whose offers have been determined to be technically acceptable
under the criteria set forth in the first solicitation.

Sec. 2-245. Electronic Reverse Auction.

(a) Determination of Use. The POD may procure certain supplies, services or construction
through a competitive electronic reverse auction bidding process after the POD makes a
determination that the use of such process is in the best interest of the City.

(b) Invitation for bids. An invitation for bids by electronic reverse auction shall include a
purchase description and all terms and conditions applicable to the procurement.

(c) Public Notice. Public notice shall be given for any invitation for bids by reverse auction
issued by the City.

(d) Reverse Auction Bidding and Bid Acceptance. During an invitation for bids by electronic
reverse auction, price and ranking shall be known to all bidders, which bidders shall not
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he identified by name. Bidders shall have the opportunity to reduce their bid prices
(luring the auction. Bids received by electronic reverse auction shall be accepted
electronically at the time, date and in the manner designated in an invitation fhr bids by
electronic reverse auction. At the conclusion of the electronic reverse auction, the record
of hid prices received and the name of each bidder shall he posted as specified in the
invitation or bids by electronic reverse auction.

(e) Award. A contract shall be awarded by written notice, as specified in the invitation for
bids by electronic reverse auction, to the lowest responsible bidder.

(0 Cancellation or Rejection ofElectronic Bids. An invitation for bids by electronic reverse
auction may be cancelled, or any or all bids may be rejected, when it is determined by the
POD to be in the best interest of the City.

Sec. 2-246. Competitive Scaled Proposals/Competitive Negotiations.

(a) C’ondition /br use. A contract for more than $100,000 may be entered into by use of the
competitive sealed proposals/competitive negotiations method when: (i) the POD
determines that the complex nature or technical details of a particular procurement make
the use of competitive sealed bidding either not practicable or not advantageous to the
City; (ii) specifications cannot be fairly or objectively prepared so as to permit
competition in a competitive sealed bidding process; (iii) advanced technology or
electronic equipment is available from a limited number of sources; or (iv) specifications
cannot practicably be prepared except by reference to specifications of the equipment of a
single source of supply.

(b) Request for Proposals. A RFP shall be issued and shall include a scope of work or
services, proposal requirements and other terms and conditions applicable to the
procurement.

(c) Public Notice. Public notice shall be given for any RFP issued by the City.

(d) Receipt of Proposals. Proposals shall be opened publicly at the time, date and place
desiated in the RFP. After all proposals are opened, a list of each offeror who
submitted a proposal shall be prepared.

(e) Evaluation Criteria. A RFP may state the relative importance of price and shall include
evaluation criteria. No factors or criteria other than those set forth in the RFP shall be
used in the evaluation of the proposals.

(0 Selection of Qfferors. Where there are multiple responsive proposals to a RFP, a short
listing of two or more offerors may be made. Negotiations as outlined in this section shall
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bcgin with the sclcctcd oftcrors. If there is only one responsive proposal, negotiations
may proceed with a single oflèror.

(g) Negotiations with Selected Of7’ro,c. As provided in this section, negotiations may be
conducted with selected offerors. The negotiations shall be for the U9)OSC of clarifying

and understanding proposals and for responses to post-proposal opening and
modifications to the RFP specifications which arc in the best interest of the City and
which do not significantly change the scope or purpose of the project fbr which the RFP
was issued (collectively, “negotiation subjects”). It shall not be considered to be a
significant change in scope if the original project scope is reduced to fit within the funds
budgeted by the City for the project. However, this subsection shall not be construed to
require the City to make such a reduction. During this negotiation process, selected
offerors shall be accorded fair and equal treatment with respect to any opportunity for
discussion and revision of proposals related to negotiation subjects for the purpose of
preparing their best and final offer which may be requested and received by the City prior
to the conclusion of the negotiation process. Amendments, deletions and additions to the
selected offeror’s original proposal shall be related to the negotiation subjects only.

(h) Waiver of. Irregularities. In the evaluation of a RFP, the POD may waive minor
irregularities authorized by this division.

(i) A’i’ard. Award shall be made to the selected offeror whose proposal, as reflected in its

best and final offer or as reflected in its original proposal (as clarified through the
foregoing negotiation process), if no best and final proposal is requested by the City, is
determined in writing to be the most advantageous to the City, taking into consideration
price and the evaluation criteria set forth in a RFP. If the purchase of supplies, services or
construction pursuant to this section requires City Council approval, the POD shall make
a report and timely transmit the report and offers to City Council with a recommendation
concerning acceptance or rejection thereof, and the City Council shall approve or
disapprove the recommendation of the POD.

(j) Debriefings. The POD is authorized to provide debriefings to all offerors who submitted
a proposal in response to a RFP.

(k) No Proposals Received. In the event that a RFP for any supplies, services or construction
are solicited and no proposals are received on the date, time and place established by a
RFP, the City Council shall have the authority to authorize the POD to negotiate directly
with potential offerors and enter into a contract for the provision of such supplies,
services or construction within prescribed dollar limits as approved by City Council.

(1) C’ancellation or Rejection ofProposals. A RFP may be cancelled, or any or all proposals
may be rejected when it is detennined by the POD to be in the best interest of the City.
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Sec. 2-247. Request for Qualifications or Request for Information.

The POD is aUthorized to solicit qualifications or informalion in accordance with the
administrative policies and operating procedures authorized by this division.

Sec. 2-248. Small Purchases.

Any procurement for $1 00,000 or less may bc made in accordancc with small purchase
procedures authorized in this division. A purchase shall not be artificially divided so as to
constitute a small purchase under this section.

Sec. 2-249. Sole Source Procurement.

(a) Condition for Use. Sole source procurement may be used to purchase supplies, services
or construction when such supply, service or construction is available from only one
source and must be made in accordance with the sole source procedures authorized by
this division. A requirement for a particular proprietary item does not justify sole source
procurement if there is more than one potential bidder or offeror for that item. Examples
when a sole source procurement may be used shall include but not be limited to the
following:

(1) Where the compatibility of equipment, accessories, or replacement parts is the
paramount consideration;

(2) ‘Where a sole sLlpplie?s item is needed for trial use or testing;
(3) Where public utility services are to be procured;
(4) Where the item is a used item which is subject to immediate sale;
(5) Where additional supplies or services are needed to complete an ongoing task; or
(6) Where the item is a component or replacement part for which there is no

commercially available substitute and which can be purchased only from the
manufacturer or distributor.

(b) Determination. The determination as to whether the procurement shall be made as a sole
source shall be made in writing by the POD.

(c) Negotiations. The POD shall conduct negotiations with the sole source supplier, as
appropriate, as to price, delivery, and the term and conditions of the award.

(d) Approvals. If the purchase of supplies, services or construction pursuant to this section
requires City Council approval, the POD shall make a report and timely transmit the
report and the offer to City Council with a recommendation concerning acceptance or
rejection thereof, and the City Council shall approve or disapprove the recommendation
of the POD.
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Sec. 2-250. Emergency Procurement.

(a) In emergency situations, the Mayor shall have the authority to waive the requirements
and procedures set forth in this division, negotiate and execute contracts or otherwise
effect purchases for supplies, services and construction in excess of the amounts
otherwise provided in this division. For purposes of this section, the term “emergency
situations” shall mean:

(1) A disruption of essential operations or conditions adversely affecting the safety,
health or security of persons or property, where it is considered unfeasible to remedy
such disruption or conditions through the use of normal competitive bidding
procedures; or

(2) An instance where the Mayor determines that an emergency exists in regard to the
purchase of any commodity or letting of aiiy contract, so that the delay to giving

opportunity for competitive bidding would be detrimental to the best interest of the
City; or

(3) A state of emergency has been declared by the governor or president for an area
which includes the City.

(b) In all instances where the Mayor invokes the authority of this section, the Mayor shall
formally advise City Council of such action during the next regularly scheduled session
of City Council.

Sec. 2-251. Construction Delivery Methods and Source Selection.

Unless otherwise required by this division or applicable laws, the POD is authorized to
use a construction delivery method set forth in this section. In determining which
construction delivery method to use, consideration shall be given to the City’s
requirements and resources.

(a) Design-Bid-Build. The design documents shall be prepared by a person or entity
providing professional services pursuant to F.S. § 287.055. The POD shall award a
construction contract by the competitive sealed bidding process set forth in this division.
In the event the lowest responsive and responsible bid for a construction project exceeds
available funds or the design professional’s estimate, the POD is authorized, when time or
economic considerations preclude resolicitation of work of a reduced scope, to negotiate
an adjustment of the bid price with the lowest responsive and responsible bidder in order
to bring the bid within the amount of available finds. Any such adjustments shall be
based only upon eliminating independent deductive items specified in the invitation for
bids.

(b) Construction Management At-Risk The POD shall award a contract for construction
management at-risk by using one of the following processes:
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(I) The process permitted by F.S. § 255.103; or
(2) The competitive sealed proposals/competitive negotiations process set forth in this

division.

(c) Design—Build. The POD shall awai-d a design-build contract by using one of the
following processes:

(1) The process permitted by F.S. § 287.055; or
(2) The process permitted by F.S. § 255.20; or
(3) The competitive sealed proposals/competitive negotiations process set forth in

this division; or
(4) The Florida Department of Transportations Low Bid Design-Build (LBDB)

process; or
(5) Any other process permitted by administrative policies that is substantially similar

to subsection (c)(4) above and compliant with applicable laws.

(d) Design-build-operate-maintain. The POD shall award a design-build-operate-maintain
contract (for either City owned or City leased property) by use of a competitive sealed
proposals/competitive negotiations process set forth in this division.

(e) Design-build-finance-operate-maintain. The POD shall award a design-build-finance-
operate-maintain contract (for either City owned or City leased property) by use of a
competitive sealed proposals/competitive negotiations process set forth in this division.

Sec. 2-252. Types of Contracts; Term.

Any type of contract which shall promote the best interest of the City may be used for the
procurement of supplies, services or construction, provided all required approvals for use
of such contract are obtained. The term of any contract shall be for a period of time that
is determined by the POD to be in the best interest of the City, provided that the initial
term of a contract and renewal options are set forth in the solicitation documents, and
further, provided that the term complies with the City Charter and all applicable laws.

Sec. 2-253. Bid Security.

The POD may require bid security for the procurement of supplies, services or
construction if the POD determines that requiring such security is in the best interest of
the City. Bid security shall be in the form and amount specified in the invitation for bids.

Sec. 2-254. Contract Security.

(a) Public Construction Contracts. Except as otherwise provided in this section, all public
construction contracts awarded by the City shall require the contractor to obtain a public
construction bond conforming with the minimum requirements set forth in F.S. § 255.05
in a form acceptable to the City Attorney.
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(h) Wank’r of Public Construction Bond. Unless pmhihitcd by any applicable laws, for public
construction contracts less than $1 00,000, the POD may waive the requirement that the
contractor shall obtain a public construction bond if the POD determines that such waiver
is justified based on the size and complexity oithe project, and that such waivcr is in the
best interest of the City.

(c) Oilier Contracts. The POD may require a performance and payment bond from a
successful bidder or selected offeror as security to the City fur faithful perfbrmanee of a
contract and as security for the payment to all persons performing labor or furnishing
materials in connection with a contract in a form acceptable to the City Attorney.

(d) Alternative Form of Security. In lieu of a public construction bond or performance and
payment bond required by this section, a contractor, successful bidder or selected offeror
may provide the City with an irrevocable letter of credit or other financial security
acceptable to the POD, permitted by applicable laws and in a form acceptable to the City
Attorney.

(e) Authority to Require Additional Security. Nothing in this section shall be construed to
limit the authority of the POD to require additional security in addition to the security
required by this section.

Sec. 2-255. Unsolicited Offers.

(a) Defined. For purposes of this section, the term “unsolicited offer” means any offer other
than one submitted in response to a solicitation by the City.

(b) Processing of Unsolicited Ojjrs. Any unsolicited offer received by the City shall be sent
to the POD in charge of procurement. The POD shall have the authority with respect to
evaluation, acceptance, and rejection of such unsolicited offers.

(c) conditions for consideration. The conditions set forth below are required before the
POD will evaluate an unsolicited offer:

(1) Must be in writing;

(2) Must be sufficiently detailed to allow a judgment to be made concerning the
potential utility of the offer to the City;

(3) Must be unique or innovative to City use;

(4) Must demonstrate that the proprietary character of the offering warrants
consideration of the use of sole source procurement; and

(5) May be subject to testing under terms and conditions specified by the City.

(d) Evaluation. If based on the requirements set forth in this section, the POD recommends
that the City accept the unsolicited offer, the sole source procedures set forth in this
division shall be followed.
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Sec. 2-256. Cooperative Purchasing.

The POD shall have the authority to utilize the following methods to join with other
governmental entities in cooperative purchasing, to utilize the contracts of other
governmental entities and to purchase vehicles when to do so is in the best interest of the
City as deteimineci by the POD.

(a) Joint Bids. The POD shall have the authority to solicit bids or proposals on behalf of, or
to participate with, other government entities in a cooperative joint process, if it is
deemed by the POD to be in the best interest of the City to do so.

(b) Piggybacking. The POD shall have the authority to piggyback utilizing a contract of other
government entities, including local governments, other state governments, local
governments in other states, federal agencies of the United States, consortiums and any
not-for-profit entity comprised of more than one such unit, if it is deemed by the POD to
be in the best interest of the City to do so, and provided that such contract was awarded
on the basis of a competitive process substantially equivalent to those specified in this
division.

(c) Purchase of Vehicles. In addition to the source selection processes set forth in this
division, the POD may purchase vehicles from selected entities providing vehicles
pursuant to the Florida Sheriffs Association and Florida Association of Counties
negotiated purchase program.

Sec. 2-257. Authority to Debar or Suspend.

After reasonable notice to the person or entity involved and reasonable opportunity for
that person or entity to be heard, the POD, after consultation with the affected user(s) and
the City Attorney, shall have authority to debar a person or entity for cause from
consideration for award of contracts, provided that such debannent shall not be for a
period of more than three years, or to suspend a person or entity from consideration for
award of contracts if there is probable cause for debarment, provided that the suspension
shall not be for a period exceeding three months. The authority to debar or suspend shall
be exercised in accordance with this division and applicable laws.

Sec. 2-258. Disposal of Surplus Supplies.

The POD shall have the authority to sell or dispose of surplus supplies by the methods
and procedures authorized in this division and all applicable laws, including but not
limited to F.S. § 274.

Sec. 2-259. Waiver.

City Council may waive any provision of this division by a resolution receiving at least
five (5) affirmative votes.
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Sec. 2-260. Compliance with Applicable Laws.

All City employees, elected and appointed officials, and all persons or entities (e.g.,
ollicers, employees, agents and representatives of entities) participating in any public
procurement by the City pursuant to this division are subject to all applicable fideral,
state and local laws, regulations and penalties which include but are not limited to bid
tampering, bribery, corruption, misrepresentation, false statements and laws governing
the conduct of City employees, elected officials and appointed officials.

Section Two. Section 2-426 (3) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended as
follows:

Sec. 2-426. Emergency powers of Mayor or administrator successor.

Utilize all available resources of the City government as reasonably necessary to
cope with the emergency, including emergency procurement of supplies, services
and construction authorized in this Chapter (currently section 2-250, City Code).
expenditures not to exceed a cumulative total of $500,000.00 unless a higher limit
is authorized by resolution of City Council or by unanimous written authorization
of the City Councilmembers able to attend an emergency meeting upon not less
than 24 hours’ notice if less than a ahinrurn are able to attend.

For the purposes of this subsection, the limit on emergency expenditures shall not
be construed as imposing a limit on overtime compensation for City employees
who are required to work overtime.

Section Three. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding Division 6 to
Chapter 2, Article V to read as follows:

Division 6- GRANT OPPORTUNITIES THROUGH GRANT WRITERS

Sec. 2-290. Purpose.

The purpose of this division is to establish a process for grant writers who desire to
pursue grant opportunities for the City.

Sec. 2-291. Process.

(a) Process. To ensure that grant opportunities that the City pursues are beneficial and do not
impose certain restrictions or obligations on the City, any grant writer who desires to
prepare and submit a grant that may benefit the City is subject to the following:

(1) A grant writer shall, at grant writer’s sole cost and expense, submit a proposed
grant opportunity, including the grant application, impact to the community and a
list of all restrictions, obligations and other important details of the grant
(collectively, “Grant Submittal”) to the POD.

(3)
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(2) The POD shall review the Grant Submittal within a reasonable period of time
after receipt of the Grant Submittal and consult with the departments that will he
impacted from the grant it’ awarded.

(3) The POD shall present the Grant Submittal to a grant review panel.

(4) Following a grant review panel meeting, the POD shall brief the Mayor on the
Grant Submittal and provide the Mayor the summary prepared by the grant review
panel pursuant to the requirements of this division. It shall be at the sole
discretion of the Mayor to decide whether to proceed with the Grant Submittal.

(5) If the Mayor determines that the City should proceed with the Grant Submittal,
the grant writer shall be required to enter into an agreement with the City. The
City Attorney’s Office shall prepare an agreement which shall set forth the duties
and responsibilities of the grant writer and include other terms and conditions
deemed appropriate by the City Attorney’s Office. The agreement (i) shall require
the grant writer to complete and submit the grant application (which shall include
all other required documents), (ii) may require the grant writer to be responsible
for administering, implementing and ensuring compliance with the grant if
received, and (iii) may provide for compensation to the grant writer.

Sec. 2-292. Grant Review Panel.

A grant review panel shall be created upon receipt of a Grant Submittal. There shall be at
least five members who are selected by the Mayor on each grant review panel. Each grant
review panel shall be responsible for reviewing a Grant Submittal and preparing a
summary which shall include potential benefits, constraints, restrictions and obligations
on the City if such grant is awarded. Such summary shall not include a recommendation
on whether the City should or should not apply for such grant.

Sec. 2-293. Approval.

If the City is awarded a grant as a result of a grant application submitted pursuant to this
division, City Council shall in its sole discretion, by resolution, vote on whether to accept
or reject the grant.

Sec. 2-294. Acknowledgmcnt of Grant Writer.

The risk of rejection of any Grant Submittal is inherent in the process. By submitting a
Grant Submittal pursuant to this division, the grant writer acknowledges and agrees that
the grant writer shall have no recourse against the City, and the City shall have no
liability whatsoever, in the event of rejection of a Grant Submittal pursuant to this
division.
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Sec. 2-295. No Applicability to City Prepared Grant Applications.

Nothing in this division shall apply to grant applications prepared and submitted by the
City or grant opportunities pursued by the City.

Section Four. Words that are struck through shall be deleted from the existing City Code
and words that are underlined shall be added to the existing City Code. Provisions not
spccihcally amended shall continue in full force and effect.

Section Five. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If any
section, paragraph, subdivision, clause, sentence, or provision of this Ordinance shall be
adjudged by any Court of compctentjurisdiction to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such
judgment shall not affect, impair, invalidate, or nullify the remainder of this Ordinance. The
effect thereof shall be confined to the section, paragraph, subdivision, clause sentence, or
provision immediately involved in the controversy in which such judgment or decree shall be
rendered.

Section Six. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with
the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth (51) business day after
adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City
Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall become
effective immediately upon filing of such written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this
ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become
effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City
Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.

Approved as to fonn and content:

City Attorney (designee)
Document -193731 v7
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Sec. 2-426. Emergency powers of Mayor or administrator successor.

During the declared state of emergency, the Mayor is authorized to take the following

actions:

(1)

Suspend or limit the sale, dispensing or transportation of alcoholic

beverages, explosives, and combustibles.

(2)

Establish curfews, including, but not limited to, the prohibition of or

restrictions on pedestrian and vehicular movement, standing and parking,

except for the provision of designated, essential services, such as fire, police,

emergency medical services and hospital services including the

transportation of patients, utility emergency repairs and emergency calls by

physicians.

(3)

Utilize all available resources of the City government as reasonably

necessary to cope with the emergency, including emergency expenditures

not to exceed a cumulative total of $500,000.00 unless a higher limit is

authorized by resolution of City Council or by unanimous written authorization

of the City Councilmembers able to attend an emergency meeting upon not

less than 24 hours’ notice if less than a quorum are able to attend.

For the purposes of this subsection, the limit on emergency expenditures

shall not be construed as imposing a limit on overtime compensation for City

employees who are required to work overtime.

(4)

Declare certain areas off limits.

(5)

Make provisions for availability and use of temporary emergency housing and

emergency warehousing of materials.

(6)

Establish emergency operations centers and shelters in addition to or in

place of those provided for in the City’s emergency plan.

(7)

Declare that during an emergency it shall be unlawful and a municipal

ordinance violation for any person to use the fresh water supplied by the City

for any purpose other than cooking, drinking or bathing.

(8)

Declare that during an emergency it shall be unlawful and a municipal

ordinance violation for any person operating within the City to charge more



than the normal average retail price for any merchandise, goods, or services

sold during the emergency. The average retail price as used herein is defined

to be that price at which similar merchandise, goods, or services were being

sold during the 90 days immediately preceding the emergency or the

wholesale cost plus the mark-up percentage that was being charged for

similar merchandise, goods or services during the 90 days immediately

preceding the emergency.

(9)

Confiscate merchandise, equipment, vehicles or other property needed to

alleviate the emergency. Such property shall be returned or compensation for

the property shall be made within 60 days, any such compensation to be

based upon the customary value charged for the property during the 90 days

immediately preceding the emergency.

(10)

Request emergency assistance and resources from higher levels of

government, other local governments and/or other agencies, in accordance

with the State comprehensive emergency management plan and/or the

statewide mutual aid agreement and/or in accordance with the needs of the

City and the resources available.

(11)

Order the removal of disaster-generated debris in accordance with this

division.

(Code 1992, § 2-327; Ord. No. 197-G, § 3, 5-11-1995; Ord. No. 944-G, § 1(2-327), 9-3-2009; Ord. No.

1030-G, § 3, 9-22-2011)



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

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

Subject: Approving an increase to the allocation for water and sewer supplies to HD Supply
Waterworks, LTD (HDSW) in the amount of $475,000. These additional funds will increase the
total contract amount from $1,300,000 to $1,775,000.

Explanation: On June 18, 2009, City Council approved a three-year blanket purchase
agreement with two one-year renewals. The second and final renewal is effective through June
30, 2014. Expenditures to date are exceeding the forecast of $1,300,000 annually because of
increased stock usage due to the reduction of backlogged water and sewer maintenance
projects.

HDSW furnishes and delivers a complete line of water and sewer supplies including pipe,
hydrants, valves, fittings, assemblies, tools, and specialty equipment. These items are stocked
and distributed from Procurement’s Consolidated Warehouse.

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

Original Allocation $ 1,300,000
Increased Allocation 475,000
Revised Allocation $1,775,000

CosUFunding!Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
Water Resources Operating Fund (4001), Water Resources Department (4202117, 4202129,
4202145, 4202169, 4202173, 4202177, 4202181, 4202205), as well as various capital
improvement projects in the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

__

fl
Adminisfr\,ive



A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INCREASE
TO THE ALLOCATION IN THE AGREEMENT
WITH HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, LTD. IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $475,000 FOR
A REVISED TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $1,775,000 FOR WATER AND SEWER
SUPPLIES; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYORS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on June 18, 2009, City Council approved a three-year agreement
(Blanket Agreement) with HD Supply Waterworks, Ltd. (“Vendor”) for water and sewer
supplies pursuant to Bid No. 6801 dated April 1, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the planned requirements through the remainder of the agreement
will cause the contract amount to exceed the total estimated contract amount; and

WHEREAS, an increase in the allocation of funds in the Agreement with the
Vendor 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 to the allocation in the Agreement with HD Supply
Waterworks, Ltd. in an amount not to exceed $475,000 for a revised total amount not to exceed
$1,775,000 for water and sewer supplies is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee
is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attornignee)



SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

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

Subject: Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corporation, for
elevator maintenance and repair services at a cost not to exceed $228,000.

Explanation: The Procurement Department received four bids for elevator maintenance and repair
services for 31 elevators at City facilities.

The vendor will provide preventative maintenance and repair services including inspections, reporting,
adjusting, lubricating, replacing worn parts, testing, calibrating, and issuing certificates of operation as per
all manufacturers’ recommendations and specifications. Elevators are located at Albert Whitted Airport
Terminal and Tower, City Hall, City Hall Annex, Roberts Recreation and Sunshine Centers, Fire
Headquarters, Water Resources Cosme Water Plant, Water Resources Lift Stations, Police
Headquarters, Police Annex, Coliseum, Libraries, Municipal Services Center and Sunken Gardens.

The Procurement Department recommends for award:

Thyssen Krupp Elevator Corporation $228,000
Three-years @ $76,000/year

ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corporation has met the specifications, terms and conditions of IFB No. 7597
dated January 6, 2014. The vendor has satisfactorily performed similar services for the City in the past. A
blanket purchase agreement will be issued and will be binding only for actual services rendered. The
agreement will be effective through May 31, 2017 with two one-year renewal options.

Otis Elevator is not recommended for award due to proposing significantly higher monthly costs on the 13
elevators included on their bid response. Pioneer Elevator Company is not recommended for award
because they did not meet the requirement for providing a minimum of two service and repair technicians
located within the county. Also, Pioneer is not an authorized reseller of original equipment manufacturers’
(OEM) repair parts and materials.

Cost/FundinglAssessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Municipal
Office Building Fund (5005), Real Estate & Property Management Department (360), City Hall (360-2613)
[$13,860], Municipal Services Center (360-2617) [$46,800]; Water Resources Operating Fund (4001),
Water Resources Department (420) [$12,024]; Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department (282),
Coliseum Operating Fund (1205) [$6,480], Airport Operating Fund (4031) [$19,440], Sunken Gardens
Fund (1207) [$7,320]; and the General Fund (0001), Police Department (140) [$39,744], Library
Department (200) [$17,280], Parks & Recreation Department (190) [$6,480], Fire Department (150)
[$3,240].

Attachments: Bid Tabulation
Resolution

Approvals:

/#
t’ Admntrative Budget
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND
APPROVING THE AWARD OF A THREE-YEAR
AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT)
WITH TWO ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS
TO THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR
CORPORATION FOR ELEVATOR
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR SERVICES AT
A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $228,000;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received four
bids for elevator maintenance and repair services for 31 elevators at City facilities pursuant to
IfB No. 7597 dated January 6, 2014; and

WHEREAS, ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corporation has met the requirements of
IFB No. 7597; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of a three-year agreement (Blanket
Agreement) with two one-year renewal options to ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corporation for
elevator maintenance and repair services at a total cost not to exceed $228,000 is hereby
approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary
to effectuate this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through
May 31, 2017.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorn ( esignee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

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

Subject: Accepting a bid from Aqua-Aerobic Systems, Inc. in the amount of $108,963.35 for
floating mechanical aerators.

Explanation: The Procurement Department received two bids for the floating mechanical
aerators. The vendor will provide three new floating propeller-type mechanical aerators, which
will be installed at the Northwest Water Reclamation Facility. The aerators are used in the
sewage treatment process to facilitate mixing and to supply oxygen to the organisms used in the
process. The equipment circulates the mixed liquid by drawing it through a volute and intake
cone and “flinging” it outward through a diffusion head. The process thereby transfers oxygen
into the liquid.

The aerators will replace aerators and platforms that were mote than 30 yeats old. The old
platforms have been dismantled and the aerators/mixers were removed. The new aerators will
be installed by the city.

Bids were opened on November 5, 2013 and are tabulated as follows:

Aquaturbo System, Inc. (Springdale, AR) $100,678.02
Aqua-Aerobic Systems, Inc. (Loves Patk, IL) $108,963.35

Aqua-Aerobic Systems, Inc. the most qualified bidder has met the specifications, terms and
conditions of Bid No. 7561 dated October 14, 2013. A Purchase Order will be issued and will be
binding for the actual equipment purchased.

Aquaturbo Systems, Inc. the apparent low bidder was determined to be non-responsive as they
are not registered with Florida State Division of Corporations.

CosUFundinglAssessment Information: Funds are available in the Water Resources Capital
Improvement Fund WRF NW Floating Aerators FY14 Project No. 14446.

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

Admijtrative Budget



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND
APPROVING THE AWARD Of AN (BLANKET
AGREEMENT) TO AQUA-AEROBIC SYSTEMS,
INC. FOR THE PURCHASE Of FLOATING
MECHANICAL AERATORS AT A TOTAL
COST NOT TO EXCEED $108,963.35;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received two
bids for floating mechanical aerators pursuant to Bid No. 7561 dated October 14, 2014; and

WHEREAS, Aqua-Aerobic Systems, Inc. has met the requirements of Bid No.
7561; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid is accepted and the award of an (Blanket Agreement) to
Aqua-Aerobic Systems, Inc. for floating mechanical aerators at a total cost not to exceed
$108,963.35 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to form and Substance:

City Attorn y (Dsignee)



sri PETERSBUR(J cirry COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

May 1,2014

r[(): The Honorable Bill [)udley. Chair and Members of’ City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution appointing the City Council Member l’rom l)istrict 8 as the
I’epresen(ative for the “City Council Member lr the Zone” category on the Board of’
Commissioners of the Enterprise Zone l)evelopment Agency (EZI)A) to liii the
i-emai nder of’ the unexpired term expiring on April 20. 20 I 5: appointing Michael Andon
as the representative kr the “Business operating in the Enterprise Zone” category on the
Board of Commissioners of the EZDA; i’eappointing DLlncan McClellan as the

representative for the “Resident of’ the Enterprise Zone” category on the Board of

Commissioners of the EZDA: and reappointing Robert L. Williams as the representative

of the local “Local Financial/Insurance Agency” category on the Board of

Commissioners of the EZDA. all to serve a four year term expiring April 20. 2018;

z’eappointing Karl Nurse as Chair and Robert L. Williams. Ill as Vice—Chair of’ the Boai’d
of’ Commissioners of the EZDA: and providing an eI’f’ective date.

EXPLANATION: On April 20. 1 995. pursuant to the Florida Entei’prise Zone Act

(Florida Statutes. Chapter 290), City Council adopted Ordinance 194-G, creating the St.

Petersburg Enterprise Zone Development Agency (“EZDA”) and appointing its initial

Board of’ Commissioners. The EZDA is responsible foi’ assisting in the marketing of the

Enterprise Zone; overseeing and monitoring the implementation of the Enterprise Zone

incentives; identifying and recommending ways to remove regulatory hari’iers; and

identifying the financial resources or assistance available to eligible businesses in the
Enterprise Zone.

Florida Statutes require that the EZDA have between eight (8) and thirteen (13)
Commissioners and include representation from the following: a chamber of commerce, a
private industry council, a nonprofit community-based organization. residents ol’ the area,
businesses operating within the Enterprise Zone, a financial or insurance business, a local
code enforcement agency, and a local law enforcement agency. In addition, members of
the City Council may be included. Ordinance I 94-G originally established an EZDA
Board (“Board”) consisting of eleven (II) members; however, on October 23, 1997, City

Council approved Ordinance 299-G which expanded the Board to thirteen (1 3) memhei’s.
EZDA Commissioners serve four (4) year staggered terms and in accordance with
Ordinance I 94-G must he appointed by resolution of the City Council. A vacancy
occurring during a term shall be filled for the unexpired term. City Council is also
required to designate a Chair and Vice-Chair from among the Commissioners. On
January 22, 2009, Ordinance 299-G was amended to allow the EZDA to appoint two
alternates to the hoard, to help ensure that a quorum will be present at meetings.



(1JRRFNT SITUATION At the Pebruary I S). 2() 14 mec1in. the EZI)A voted
unanimously to appoint the City Council member itoni l)istrict 8 to the “City Council
Member lbr the Zone’’ seat br the remainder of the un pired term expiring on April 20,
201 5: to appoint Michael Andon to the “I3usiness operating in the Enterprise Zone’’ seat;
to reappoi nt l)uncan McClellan to the “Resident of the Enterprise Zone’’ seat: to
reappoint Robert L. Will ianis to the local “Local Financial/Insurance Agency” seat on the
Board ol Commissioners of he EZI)A. all to serve a four year term expiring April 20.
2018: to reappoint Karl Nurse as Chair and Robert L. Williams. Ill as Vice—Chair of the
Board of Commissioners of the EZI)A. Unless extended by the Florida Legislature, the
Enterprise Zone program is scheduled to sunset on l)ecemher 3 I . 2015. lithe program
sunsets, the City will disband the EZI)A.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached
resolution appointing the City Council member from District 8 as the representative for
the “City Council Member for the Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners of the
Enterprise Zone Development Agency (EZDA) to fill the remainder of the unexpired
term expiring on April 20. 2015: appointing Michael Andon as the representative for the
“Business operating in the Enterprise Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners of
the EZDA; reappointing Duncan McClellan as the representative for the “Resident of the
Enterprise Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA; and
reappointing Robert L. Williams as the representative of the local “Local
Financial/Insurance Agency” category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA. all
to serve a four year term expiring April 20, 2018; reappointing Karl Nurse as Chair and
Robert L. Williams. III as Vice-Chair of the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

Administrative

________________________________

Budget:

Legal:

__________________



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-

_____

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING THE CITY
COUNCIL MEMI3ER OF I)ISTRICT 8 “CITY
COUNCIL MEMBER FOR THE ZONE”
CATEGORY ON THE BOARD OF
COMMISSIONERS OF THE ENTERPRISE ZONE
I)EVELOPMENT AGENCY (EZDA) TO FILL
THE REMAINDER OF THE UNEXPIRED TERM
EXPIRING ON APRIL 20. 2015: APPOINTING
MICHAEL ANDON AS THE REPRESENTATIVE
FOR THE “BUSINESS OPERATING IN THE
ENTERPRISE ZONE” CATEGORY ON THE
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE EZDA;
REAPPOINTING DUNCAN MCCLELLAN AS
TI-IE REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE “RESIDENT
OF THE ENTERPRISE ZONE” CATEGORY ON
THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
EZI)A; AND REAPPOINTING ROBERT L.
WILLIAMS AS THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
LOCAL “LOCAL FINANCIAL/INSURANCE
AGENCY” CATEGORY ON THE BOARD OF
COMMISSIONERS OF THE EZDA, ALL TO
SERVE A FOUR YEAR TERM EXPIRING APRIL
20, 2018; REAPPOINTING KARL NURSE AS
CHAIR AND ROBERT L. WILLIAMS, Ill AS
VICE-CHAIR OF THE BOARD OF
COMMISSIONERS OF THE EZDA: AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on April 20, 1995. City Council adopted Ordinance 194-G. creating the
Enterprise Zone Development Agency for the City of St. Petersburg (“EZDA”);

WHEREAS. pursuant to the Florida Enterprise Zone Act provisions of Chapter 290. Florida
Statutes. the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA must have between eight (8) and thirteen (13)
members and must have an appointed Chair and Vice-Chair; and

WHEREAS. City Council has previously established a membership of thirteen (13): and

WHEREAS, there is one (1) vacancy for an unexpired term on the Board of Commissioners
of the EZDA in the category of City Council Member for the Zone (District 8). one (1) vacancy for
an expired term in the category of Business in the Enterprise Zone. one (I) vacancy for an expired
term in the category of Resident in the Enterprise Zone. and one (1) vacancy for an expired term in
the category of Financial/Insurance Agency; and



WI IFREAS, the I/ZDA has recommended appointees for [lie positions to (lie Board of
Commissioners of [he EZDA in the categories of (‘ity Council for the Zone (I )istrict 8), Business in
(lie ln(erprise Zone, Resident in the Enterprise Zone and Financial/Insurance Agency; and

WHEREAS, the EZDA has recommended reappointing Karl Nurse, Chair and Bob Williams,
Vice—Chair of (lie Board of Commissioners of (lie EZDA; and

WI IFREAS, City Administration has recommended appointment for the four (4) positions to
[lie Board of Commissioners of [lie EZDA in (lie categories of City Council for (lie Zone (District 8),
Business in the Enterprise Zone, Resident in the Enterprise Zone and Financial/Insurance Agency;
and

WHEREAS, Commissioners to the EZDA are appointed by resolution of [lie City Council
and the positions of Chair and Vice—Chair of the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA are
designated by resolution of [lie City Council.

NOW, TI-IEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by [lie City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that [he City Council member from District 8 is appoiiited as the representative for the “City
Council Member for the Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners of the Enterprise Zone
Development Agency (EZDA) to liii the remainder of the unexpired term expiring on April 20,
2015; Michael Andon is appointed as [lie representative for [lie “Business operating in [he Enterprise
Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA; Duncan McClellan is reappointed as
the representative for the “Resident of the Enterprise Zone” category on the Board of Commissioners
of [lie EZDA; and Robert L. Williams is reappointed as the representative of the local “Local
Financial/Insurance Agency” category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA, all to serve a
four year term expiring April 20, 2018; Karl Nurse is reappointed as Chair and Robert L. Williams,
III as Vice-Chair of the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA.

Organization Appointee Effective Expiration
City Council Member from Zone District 8 CC Meniber 05/01/14 04/20/15
Business in Enterprise Zone Michael Andon 05/01/14 04/20/18
Resident in Enterprise Zone Duncan McClellan 05/01/14 04/20/18
Financial/Insurance Agency Robert L. Williams 05/01/14 04/20/18

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: APPROVED BY:

City AttornLy (b ignee) e Goodwin, DlrLctor
Planning & Economic Development Dept.

By: ff( O1L?



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bifi Dudley, chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Parking Space
Use Agreement with the Cathedral church of St. Peter, Inc. for the purpose of providing sixteen
(16) parking spaces located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4; and to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management received a request from the City’s
Transportation and Parking Management Department to prepare a Parking Space Use
Agreement (“Agreement’) between the City and the Cathedral Church of St. Peter, Inc. (“St.
Peter’s’). The Agreement shall provide sixteen (16) parking spaces (‘Parking Spaces’) to St.
Peter’s for its staff, visitors and invitees. The Agreement has a three (3) year term; however, it
may be terminated without cause by either party with ninety (90) days written notice. The
parking fee is four hundred eighty dollars ($480) per month, plus applicable sales tax, and the
parking fee shall be adjusted annually by increases in the Consumer Price Index.

The Parking Spaces are located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4 at the east end, and shall be made
available to St. Peter’s during weekdays from 7:30 AM to 5:30 PM. The City has reserved the
right to use the Parking Spaces after 5:30 PM daily, including weekends. St. Peter’s has been
using the Parking Spaces under a month-to-month agreement which commenced on May 1,
2002.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Parking Space Use Agreement
with the Cathedral church of St. Peter, Inc. for the purpose of providing sixteen (16) parking
spaces located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4; and to execute all documents necessary to
effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Map and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration: /‘44”71 ‘44Y
b - -

N/A

ev’
Budget:

Legal:

Legal: 00192628.doc v. i
(As to consisteny wlattached legal documents)

CM 140501 — I RE St. Peter’s Parking License 00192628.doc 1
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Resolution No. 2014 -_______

A RESOLUTION AUThORIZING THE MAYOR,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A PARKING
SPACE USE AGREEMENT WiTH THE
CATHEDRAL CHURCH OF ST. PETER, INC. FOR
THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING SIXTEEN (16)
PARKING SPACES LOCATED IN CITY HALL
PARKING LOT NO. 4; AND TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
SAME; AND PROViDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Real Estate and Property Management received a request from the
City’s Transportation and Parking Management Department to prepare a Parking Space Use
Agreement (‘Agreement) between the City and the Cathedral Church of St. Peter, Inc. (‘St.
Peter’s”); and

WHEREAS, the Agreement shall provide sixteen (16) parking spaces (“Parking
Spaces”) to St. Peter’s for its staff, visitors and invitees; and

WHEREAS, the Agreement has a three (3) year term; however, it may be
terminated without cause by either party with ninety (90) days written notice; and

WHEREAS, the parking fee is four hundred eighty dollars ($480) per month, plus
applicable sales tax, and the parking fee shall be adjusted annually by increases in the
Consumer Price Index; and

WHEREAS, the Parking Spaces are located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4 at the
east end and shall be made available to St. Peter’s during weekdays from 7:30 AM to 5:30 PM;
and

WHEREAS, St. Peter’s has been using the Parking Spaces under a month-to-
month agreement which commenced on May 1, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the City has reserved the right to use the Parking Spaces after 5:30
PM daily and weekends.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that the Mayor, or his Designee, is authorized to execute a Parking Space
Use Agreement with the Cathedral Church of St. Peter, Inc. for the purpose of providing sixteen
(16) parking spaces located in City Hall Parking Lot No. 4; and to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate same.

CM 140501 —1 RE St. Peter’s Parking License 00192628.doc I



This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

_______

e9z
City Attome (Designee)

—

Joseph Kubicid, Director
Legal: 00192628.doc V.’ Transportation and Parking Management

APPROVED BY:

uce..rimes, Director
Real Estate and Property Management

CM 140501 —1 RE St. Peter’s Parking License 001926284cc 2



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bifi Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to sell three (3) surplus,
unimproved City-owned parcels located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First
Avenue North and 2163 First Avenue North, St. Petersburg, to Nick Pavonetti for $290,000, and
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management Department received an offer from
Nick Pavonetti (“Buyer”) to purchase the three (3) surplus unimproved City-owned parcels
located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First Avenue North and 2163 First
Avenue North, St. Petersburg (“Property”). These parcels are not contiguous as shown on the
attached ifiustration. The Buyer’s proposed plan is to build sixteen (16) townhomes on two (2)
of the parcels and a single-family home on one (1) of the parcels. The Buyer has been directly
involved in the development of several townhome, condominium and single-family home
development projects. Some of the condominium and townhome projects include the Victory
Lofts and Grand Central on Kennedy in the Channel District in Tampa, Station Square in
Downtown Clearwater and Central 16 in St. Petersburg.

In April 1999, the City’s Housing and Community Development Department (“Housing”)
entered into an agreement with the Asian Family & Community Empowerment Center, Inc.
(“FACE”), to use U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HLTD”) Community
Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) funds to acquire the former SPIFFS property, which is the
Property that is the subject of this transaction. Over the years, Asian FACE offered a variety of
services to persons within the community; however, in 2005, they informed the City that their
resources had declined which impacted their abffity to continue to provide services to the
community and requested to convey the Property to the City. Subsequently, Asian FACE
conveyed the Property to the City via deed in lieu of foreclosure in May 2006.

In August 2012, Housing received a letter from HIJD requesting the City to close the CDBG
project related to the Property. At the September 20, 2012 meeting, City Council approved a
supplemental appropriation from the unappropriated balance of the Housing Capital
Improvement Program to the CDBG Reimbursement Program Strategy Project, which satisfied
HUD’s request to close the project and unencumbered the Property from the imposed federal
restrictions.

In October 2012, the Property was declared surplus real estate after appropriate City
Departments were queried.

Parcel No. I has lot dimensions of ±148.4 ft. x 127 ft. for a land area of ±18,847 sq. ft.; Parcel No.
2 has lot dimensions of ±45 ft. x 127 ft. for a lot area of ±5,715 sq. ft.; and Parcel No. 3 has lot
dimensions of ±101.5 ft. x 127 ft. for a lot area of ±12,891 sq. ft. The parcels are zoned CRT-1
(Corridor Residential Traditional District).

CM 140501 —2 RE City to PavonetH V Ave N Parcels 00192652 .doc 1



The three (3) parcels are legally described as follows:

Parcel No. 1: Lots 14, 15, & 16, Block 18, ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.
Parcel ID. No. 23/31/16/78390/018/0140
Approximate Street Address: 2201 First Avenue North

Parcel No. 2: Lot 11, Block 18, ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.
Parcel I.D. No.: 23/31/16/78390/018/0110
Approximate Street Address: 2245 First Avenue North

Parcel No.3: Lots 55 & 56, ROYAL PALM PARK
Parcel I.D. No.: 24/31/16/77328/000/0550
Approximate Street Address: 2163 First Avenue North

On June 7, 2013, the Property was appraised by McCormick, Braun & Seaman, who indicated
the estimated market value of the three (3) assembled parcels if sold to a single buyer to be
$285,000. On February 26, 2014, the Property was appraised by R & W Enterprises, Inc., who
indicated the estimated market value of the three (3) assembled parcels if sold to a single buyer
to be $290,000, which is the contract price. The three (3) parcels were each appraised
individually with values that represent the unassembled retail market value if sold to three (3)
separate buyers. The appraisers also valued the three (3) parcels as assembled, which
represents a value less than the unassembled individual parts. The $285,000 value represents a
discount of the unassembled retail market value by ±25% and the $290,000 value represents a
discount of the unassembled retail market value by ±30%. It is consistent with the concept of
the economies of scale that in the market place a discount is applied to the retail market value
when selling property as an assembled unit to a single buyer. The Buyer is acquiring all three
(3) parcels; therefore, the Property is being sold as assembled for the appraised market value of
$290,000. According to Billing and Collections Special Assessment and Utility Liens records,
there are no City liens against the Buyer.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to sell three (3) surplus, unimproved City-
owned parcels located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First Avenue North and
2163 First Avenue North, St. Petersburg, to Nick Pavonetti for $290,000; and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate same; arid providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: fliustration, Appraisals and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration:
‘/

-

Budget: N/A

Legal:
(As to co istency w/attached legal documents)

Legal: 00192652.doc V. 1

CM 140507 —2 RE Ciry to Pavonetti 1 Ae N Parcels 00792652.doc 2
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Parcel 1: 2201 — 1 Avenue North / Parcel I.D. No.: 23/31/16/78390/018/0140
Lots 14, 15, & 16, Block 18, ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.

Parcel 2: 2245 — 1 Avenue North / Parcel I.D. No.: 23/31/16/78390/018/0110
Lot 11, Block 18, ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.

Parcel 3: 2163 — 1st Avenue North / Parcel I.D. No.: 24/31/16/77328/000/0550
Lots 55 & 56, ROYAL PALM PARK
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APPRAISAL REPORT

PARCEL 1: 2201 i Ave No (Tax ID 23/31/16/78390/018/0140)
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REAL ESTATE AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 2841
ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33731

R & W ENTERPRISES, INC.
2186 COFFEE POT BLVD. NE
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33704

Dan K. Richardson, PhD., MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)



Dan K. Ricliardson. PhD MAI

R & W ENTERPRISES, INC.
Appraisal and Planning Consultants

March 4, 2014

Real Estate and Property Management
P.O. Box 2841
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731
Attn: Bruce E. Grimes, Director

Re: Appraisal for the following vacant parcels:
Parcel 1: 2001 1t Ave No (Tax ID 23/13/16/78390/018/0140
Parcel 2: 2245 1st Ave No (Tax ID 23/13/16/78290/018/0110
Parcel 3: 2163 1 Ave No (Tax ID 23/16/16/77328/000/0550

Dear Mr. Grimes:

Pursuant to Appraisal Agreement with the City of St. Petersburg
dated February 19, 2014 and Notice to Proceed dated February 21,
2014, I am submitting an appraisal of the three vacant parcels
identified above. The accompanying report describes the data,
analysis, and conclusions relevant to this narrative appraisal of
the three vacant parcels individually and as a whole to a single
buyer.

The undersigned hereby certifies he has no past, present, nor
contemplated future interest in this property being valued for
this City of St. Petersburg project. It is further certified
that neither the employment to make this appraisal nor the
compensation thereof, is contingent upon the value reported.
Both the client and the intended user are the City’s Real Estate
and Property Management Division.

A personal inspection of the subject property and all the
comparable sales has been made and, to the best of my knowledge
and belief, the statements, analyses, and opinions contained
within this appraisal report are correct (subject to the
statement of Assumptions and Limiting Conditions. After careful
consideration of this information, it is my opinion that the
subject property’s market value as of February 26, 2014 was:

Parcel 1 (Fee Simple)
TWO HUNDRED SEVEN THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED DOLLARS

($207,300)

Parcel 2 (Fee Simple)
SIXTY-FIVE THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED DOLLARS

($65, 700)

2186 Coffee Pot B2.vd. NE, St. Petersburg, FL 33704
TEL (727) 822-5612 FAX (727) 822-4763



Real Estate Property Management March 4, 2014
Attn: Bruce E. Grimes, Director Page 2

Parcel 3 (Fee Simple)
ONE HUNDRED FORTY-ONE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED DOLLARS

($141, 800)

Parcel 1-3 Coxn1ined (Fee Simple)
TWO HUNDRED NINETY THOUSAND DOLLARS

($290,000)

Respectfully Submitted,

Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)



CITY OF St. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

CERTIFICATE QE VALUATION

Parcel No.: 1
Road: 1 Avenue North
Tax No: 23/31/16/8390 lSIl4CI hereby certify:

That I have personally inspected the property herein appraised and that I haveafforded the property owner the opportunity to accoEpany me at the time ofinspection, I have also made a personal field inspection of the cc: parable salesrelied upon in n-iking said appraisal, the subject and comparable sales relied uponin making said appraisal were as represented by the photographs contained in saidappraisal.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements contained in the appraisalherein are true and the information upon which the opinion expressed therein iscorrect; subject to limiting conditions therein.

I understand that such appraisal is to be used in connection with the acquisitionof property for the construction of right-of-way and related facilities by ManateeCounty.

My appraisal has been made in conformity with the appropriate State la’s,regulations, policies and procedures applicable for the appraisal of rightof wayfor such purposes; and to the best of my knowledge no portion of the propertyvalue entered on this certificate consists of items that are non-co: pensable underestablished law of the State of Florida.

Neither my e:ployment nor my compensation for making this appraisal and report isin any way contingent upon the values reported herein.

I have no direct or indirect present or contei-plated future interest in suchproperty or in any benefit from the acquisition of such property appraised. I havenot performed services, as an appraiser, or in any other capacity, regarding theproperty that is the subject of this report within the three-year periodL ediately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

I have not revealed the findings and results of such appraisal to anyone otherthan the proper officials of Manatee County, Florida and I will not do so until soathorized by Manatee County officials, or until I am required by due process ofla., or until I am released from this obligation by having publicly testified asto such findings.

My opinion of the market value for the part taken and da-ages, if any, of theproperty appraised as of the 26th day of February, 2014, is 207,300_ based uponmy independent appraisal and the exercise of my professional judgment

Market value should be allocated as follo’.’s:

LAND $ 207,300
IMPROVEMENTS $ -0-
D1MAGES AND/OR
COST TO CURE $ -0-
TOTAL $ 207,300

£L
March 4, 2014

____________________________

DATE Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)
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CITY OF St. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

CERTIFICATE OF VALUATION

Parcel No.: 2
Road: l Avenue North
Tax No: 23/31 16/’8390 118

I hereby certify:

That I have personally inspected the property herein appraised and that I have
afforded the property owner the opportunity to accompany me at the time of
inspection, I have also ride a persDnal field inspection of the coparable sales
relied upon in r-aking said appraisal, the subject and comparable sales relied upon
in making said appraisal were as represented by the photographs contained in said
appraisal.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements contained in the appraisal
herein are true and the information upon which the opinion expressed therein is
correct; subject to limiting conditions therein.

I understand that such appraisal is to be used in connection with the acquisition
of property for the construction of right-of-way and related facilities by Manatee
County.

My appraisal has been made in conformity with the appropriate State laws,
regulations, policies and procedures applicable for the appraisal of right-of-way
for such purposes; and to the best of my knowledge no portion of the property
value entered on this certificate consists of items that are non-corpensable under
established law of the State of Florida.

Neither my employment nor my cor:pensation for making this appraisal and report is
in any way contingent upon the values reported herein.

I have no direct or indirect present or contemplated future interest in such
property or in any benefit from the acquisition of such property appraised. I have
not performed services, as an appraiser, or in any other capacity, regarding the
property that is the subject of this report within the three-year period
io.rodiately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

I have not revealed the findings and results of such appraisal to anyone other
than the proper officials of Manatee County, Florida and I will not do so until so
authorized by Manatee County officials, or until I am required by due process of
la-.•, or until I am released from this obligation by having publicly testified as
to such findings.

My opinion of the rarket value for the part taken and damages, if any, of the
property appraised as of the 26th day of February, 2014, is $ 65,700 based upon
my independent appraisal and the exercise of my professional judgment.

Market value should be allocated as follo’s:

LAND $ 65,700
IMPROVEMENTS $ -0-
DAMAGES AND/OR
COST TO CURE $ 0-
TOTAL $ 65,700

______

£2 AL-’--
March 4, 2014

___________________________

DATE Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen RZ735 (Florida)
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CITY OF St. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

CERTIFICATE OF VALUATION

Parcel No.:
Road: 1 Avenue North
Tax No: 24 3l/l6/328 000/0550

I hereby certify:

That I have personally inspected the property herein appraised and that I have
afforded the property owner the opportunity to acco:pany me at the time of
inspection, I have also made a personal field inspection of the co’parable sales
relied upon in iraking said appraisal, the subject and cor’parable sales relied upon
in making said appraisal were as represented by the photographs contained in said
appraisal.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements contained in the appraisaiherein are true and the information upon which the opinion expressed therein iscorrect; subject to limiting conditions therein.

I understand that such appraisal is to be used in connection with the acquisition
of property for the construction of right—of-way and related facilities by ManateeCounty.

My appraisal has been made in conformity with the appropriate State laws,
regulations, policies and procedures applicable for the appraisal of right of-wayfor such purposes; and to the best of my kno’’ledge no portion of the propertyvalue entered on this certificate Consists of items that are non-corpensable underestablished law of the State of Florida.

Neither my eoployment nor my co..pensation for rr-king this appraisal and rep:rt isin any way contingent upon the values reported herein.

I have no direct or indirect present or contemplated future interest in such
property or in any benefit from the acquisition of such property appraised. I havenot performed services, as an appraiser, or in any other capacity, regarding theproperty that is the subject of this report ithin the three—year period
i. nediately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

I have not revealed the findings and results of such appraisal to anyone otherthan the proper officials of Manatee County. Florida and I wil not do so unti. soauthorized by Manatee County officials, or until I am required by due process oflaw, or until I am released from this obligation by having publicly testified asto such findings.

My opinion of the market value for the part taken and daages, if any, of theproperty appraised as of the 26th day of Februar_y, 2014, is $141,800 based uponmy independent appraisal and the exercise of my professional judgment.

Market value should be allocated as follows:

LAND $ 141,800
E1PROVEMETS $ -0
DAMAGES AND/OR
COST TO CURE $ -0-
TOAL $ 141,800

March 4, 2014

____________________________

DATE Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)
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CITY OF St. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

CERTIFICATE OF VALUATION

Parcel I’Ios.: 1-3 Cpmbined
Road: 1 Avenue North
Tax No: 23/31/16/78390/018/0140

23/31/16/78390/018/0110
24/31/16/77328/000/0550I hereby certify:

Ti’,at I have personally inspected the property herein appraised and that I haveafforded the property owner the opportunity to accompany me at the time ofinspection, I have also made a personal field inspection of the corparable salesrelied upon in Eaking said appraisal, the subject and comparable sales relied uponin rking said appraisal were as represented by the photographs contained in saidappraisal.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements contained in the appraisalherein are true and the information upon which the opinion expressed therein iscorrect; sub:ject to limiting conditions therein.

I understand that such appraisal is to be used in connection with the acquisitionof property for the construction of right of way and related facilities by ManateeCounty.

fly appraisal has been made in conformity with the appropriate State laws,regulations, policies and procedures applicable for the appraisal of right-of-wayfor such purposes; and to the best of my knowledge no portion of the propertyvalue entered on this certificate consists of items that are non-corrpensable underestablished law of the State of Florida.

Neither my erployment nor my corpensation for troking this appraisal and report isin any way contingent upon the values reported herein.

I have no direct or indirect present or conterplated future interest in suchproperty or in any benefit from the acquisition of such prcperty appraised. I havenot perfoi ed services, as an appraiser, or in any other capacity, regarding theproperty that is the subject of this report within the three-year periodimmediately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

I have not revealed the findings and results of such appraisal to anyone otherthan the proper officials of Manatee County, Florida and I will not do so until soauthorized by Manatee County officials, or until I am required by due process oflaw, or until I am released from this obligation by having publicly testified asto such findings.

My opinion of the market value for the part taken and do-ages, if any, of theproperty appraised as of the 26th day of February, 2014, is $290,000 based uponmy independent appraisal and the exercise of my professional judgment.

Market value should be allocated as follos:

LAND $ 290,000
IMPROVEME:,TS $ -0-
DAMAGES AND/OR
COST TO CURE $ -0-
TOTAL $ 290,000

March_4._2014

__________________________

DATE Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)
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SUPPLEMENT TO CERTIFICATE OF THE APPRAISAL

Parcels: 1-3
Project: 1 Avenue North
Tax ID: 23/31/16/78390/018/0140; 23/31/16/78390/018/0110;

24/31/16/77328/000/050

I, the undersigned appraiser, do hereby additionally certify
that:

• To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements of
fact contained in this appraisal report, upon which the
analysis, opinions, and conclusions expressed herein are
based, are true and correct. This appraisal report sets
forth all the limiting conditions (improved by the terms of
my appraisal assignment or by the undersigned) affecting the
analysis, opinion and conclusions contained in this report.

• This report has been made in conformity with and is subject
to the requirements of the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice. The report is also subject to an in
conformance with the Code of Professional Ethics and
Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice of the
Appraisal Institute.

• The use of this appraisal report is subject to the
requirements of the Appraisal Institute and to the Real
Estate Appraisal Board relating to the review by its duly
authorized representatives. This requirement may be waived
in the case of condemnation appraisal reports, and then they
will only be released to the property officials, and, or
until I am released from this obligation by having publicly
testified as to such findings.

• As of the date of this report, I have completed the
requirements of the continuing education programs of the
Appraisal Institute and am competent to conduct an appraisal
of this type of property.

• As of the date of this report, I have been certified by the
State of Florida Real Estate Appraisal Board as a Certified
General Appraiser (#RZ735).

Certified By:

Dan K. Richardson, PhD, MAI
Cert Gen #RZ735 (Florida)
March 4, 2014
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PROPERTY ADDRESS OR LOCATION

The subject property is six platted lots arranged into three
sites located at the northwest and northeast corner of 1’ Avenue
North and 22 Street North as well as a single lot off-corner on
the north side of l Avenue North approximately 238.4 feet west
of 22 Street North in St. Petersburg, Florida.

PROPERTY OWNERS WANE AND ADDRESS

No title work was provided with this appraisal assignment;
therefore, it is specifically assumed that the owner of record
retains clear title to the subject property. The client
identified the subject property ownership as the City of St.
Petersburg.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

The legal description for the subject property was provided by
the City of St. Petersburg (i.e., client) as follows:

PARCEL #1: Lots 14-16, Block 18, St Petersburg Investment
Company Subdivision, according to map or plat
thereof as recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 16,
Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

PARCEL #2: Lot 11, Block 18, St Petersburg Investment Company
Subdivision, according to map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 16, Public Records
of Pinellas Couiity, Florida.

PARCEL #3: Lots 55 and 56, Royal Palm Park Subdivision,
according to map or plat thereof as recorded in
Plat Book 10, Page 56, Public Records of Pinellas
County, Florida.

PROPERTY INSPECTION

i inspection of the subject property was conducted by Dr. Dan K.
Richardson, MAI, on February 26, 2014, the date of value.

TYPE OF PROPERTY

The subject property was vacant and unimproved. It was divided
into groups of one, two, and three platted lots all of which had
frontage on 1L Avenue North. Parcel 1 (i.e., 3 lots) and Parcel
3 (i.e., 2 lots) formed respectively the northwest and northeast
corners of the signalized intersection of l Avenue North and 22’
Street North. Parcel 2 is an off-corner, 45-wide single 1st.

HISTORY OF PROPERTY

Subject property has sold within the past five years:

9



Yes [ I No [xl

According to information provided on the Pinellas County Property
Appraiser’s website, there were no sales involving the subject
property within the past five years. The last transfer of title
was a Warranty Deed from St. Petersburg International Folk Fair
Society, Inc. to Asian Family & Community Empowerment Center,
Inc. on April 30, 1999 and recorded on May 4, 1999 in OR Book
10503, Page 1179 of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida

No title search was provided by the appraiser’s client, City of
St. Petersburg.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY

Partial Taking [ 1; Entire Taking [xJ; Vacant [xJ; Improved [ I

Street Lights
Telephone
Curbs
Storm Drains

[xl Septic Tank
[xi Public Sewer
[xi Public Sidewalks
[xj Public Water

[x] Electric Service
Well & Pump

[xl Paved Street(s)

1. Area:

2. Shape:

3. Dimensions:

4. Ingress/Egress:

5. Topography:

6. Flood Plain Data:

According to the Pinellas County
Property Appraiser, the three
subject parcels are sized as
follows:
Parcel 1: 18,847 SF; (0.431 acres)
Parcel 2: 5,715 SF; (0.131 acres)
Parcel 3: 12,891 SF; (0.296 acres)

Rectangular

Parcel 1: 148.4’x 127’;
Parcel 2: 45’x 127’; and
Parcel 3: 1O1.5’x 127’

All three component lots of the
subject property have access from
1 Avenue North as well as an alley
at the rear. Parcels 1 and 3 at
the signalized corner have
additional access from 22 Street
North.

The subject property is at road
grade. The terrain is mostly
cleared upland.

According to FEMA Panel No. 12103C-
0218G, dated September 3, 2003, the
site is located in Flood Zone ‘X”,
an area outside of 500-year flood
hazard.

[xl
[xl
[xl
[xl

10



7. Drainage: Site drainage appears to be
adequate.

8. Soil: Based upon surrounding development,
the soils appear capable of
supporting a suburban use of the
subject property.

9. Utilities on Site: The property has available public
electricity, telephone, potable
water and sewer.

10. Site Improvements: None

11. Easements, encroachments
and restrictions: No title work was provided and no

easements were noted on the plat
provided by the client.

12. Building
Improvements: None

13. Property: [ ] Leased; [ ] Rented; [xl NA

NA, Vacant Land

11



SUBJECT PHOTOGRAPHS

Photo #1 - View Northwest at Southeast Corner - Parcel 1:
Photo taken by Dan K. Richardson on February 26, 2014

1 i—_i

Photo #2 - View Southeast from Northwest Corner - Parcel 1
Photo taken by Dan K. Richardson on February 26, 2014
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Photo #3 - View North across 1 Avenue North
F to taken by Dan K. Ric’ Json on February

at Parcel 2:
26, 2014

to #4 - View South from Alley
to taken by Dan K. Richardson

-

at Parcel 2:
on February 26, 2014

çIbLj

r
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Photo #5 - View Northwest at Southeast Corner - Parcel 3
Photo taken by Dan K. Richardson on April 29, 2013

Photo #6
P1

Alley at Northeast Corner-Parcel 3
i on February 26, 2014

14
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ZONING

The subject property is zoned “CRT-l”, Corridor Residential
Traditional District. The intent of the CRT District is to
Encourage development of townhomes, condominiums, apartment
buildings, and mixed-use buildings that are appropriately scaled
to the context of the corridor and to facilitate conversion of
remaining single-family homes to offices or limited retail uses.

The CRT-l District permitted uses include: single and multi
family dwellings, group homes, bed and breakfast, nursing home,
bank without drive-thru, mixed use, offices, personal service
facilities, studios, health club, adult day care, funeral home,
church, library, meeting hail, and schools.

Development standards in the CRT-l District include:

Maximum Density 24-36/DUA(higher in Activity Ctr.)
Lot Size 4,500 SF
Width None
Setbacks:

Front 15’
Side 5’
Rear 5’ (7.5’ with alley)

Maximum Height 36’(48’ in Activity Ctr.)
Maximum Impervious Surface 0.75

Many of the land uses in the CRT-l District require
administrative or special permits especially those grandfathered
uses seeking modification or remodeling. The subject parcels are
all legally conforming vacant building sites.

LAND USE PLANNING AND CONCURRENCE

The City of St. Petersburg Land Use Plan designated the subject
parcels to be Community Redevelopment District Land use. This
land use category permits from 24 to 40 Dwelling Units/Gross Acre
(DUA) with maximum nonresidential densities ranging from 0.35 to
2.0 F.A.R. This land use permits a range of mixed uses
consistent with those uses identified in the zoning discussion
above.

The land use designation for the subject parcels established
urban neighborhood is unlikely to change in the near future.

16



ASSESSED VALUE
Taxing Authority Pinellas County
Folio Number(s) : 23/31/16/78390/018/0140

23/31/16/78390/018/0110
24/31/16/77328/000/0550

Assessed Value
Land :$ 341,760
Improvements :$ -0-
Total :$ 341,760
Taxes (2012) -0- (owned by Government)

No taxes for 2012 were due because the subject parcels were owned
by the City of St. Petersburg.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE RESTRICTIONS (Describe effect or limitation)

No title work was provided and no easements were evident on the
plat map for the subject parcels.

PROPERTY INTEREST APPRAISED

The property rights appraised herein are those associated with a
Fee Simple Estate. According to the Dictionary of Real Estate
Appraisal, Fourth edition, as published by The Appraisal
Institute, this interest is defined as follows:

“Absolute ownership unencumbered by any other interest or
estate, subject only to the limitations imposed by
government actions of taxation, eminent domain, police
power, and escheat.”

APPRAISAL PURPOSE AND INTENDED USE

The appraisal purpose is to estimate the market value of the
subject parcels individually and in bulk. The intended use is to
support the client’s property management activities including but
not limited to possible sale of the subject property.

APPRAISAL PROBLEM

The appraisal problem is to estimate the present market value of
each of the subject parcels in fee simple and their market value
if combined in a sale to a single purchaser.

17



SCOPE OF THE APPRAISAL

Sales of vacant lots located on major thoroughfares in the
subject neighborhood and similar listings were researched for
this appraisal. Those sales similar in size and highest and best
use were considered the most appropriate. The time period of
this land sales search involved sales for which information was
available that occurred from 2011 through 2013 as well as
listings current as of the date of value. Each sale was
investigated and verified with a knowledgeable party involved.
Land sales were selected for comparison with the subject parcel
on the basis of their recent sale date, lot size, and corridor
commercial and multi-family highest and best use. Among the
rather limited number of recent urban land sales, three were
identified, verified, inspected, and included in this analysis of
the subject’s land value. Listings of comparable urban sites
were considered but none were considered comparable to the
subject property. Since all three comparable land sales occurred
after the major market decline in 2009, no time adjustment was
warranted.

This appraisal report is presented in a reporting format valuing
the subject property in its entirety as a whole as defined in theUniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP).

MA.RKET VALUE DEFINITION

According to the Dictionary of Real Estate Appraisal, published
by the Appraisal Institute (Fourth Edition), the following
definition of Market Value is utilized within this report:

“The most probable price in cash, as of a specified date,
financial arrangements equivalent to cash, or in other
precisely revealed terms, for which the appraised property
will sell in a competitive market under all conditions
requisite to fair sale, with the buyer and seller each
acting prudently, knowledgeably, and for self-interest, and
assuming that neither is under duress.”

DATE OF VALUE The date of value of the subject property is
February 26, 2014.

DATE OF THE REPORT The date of this appraisal report is March
4, 2014.

DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS OF GENERAL AREA AND NEIGHBORHOOD
Manatee County Area and Neighborhood Description

See Addenda

HIGHEST laND BEST USE ANALYSIS

Highest and best use is defined by the Dictionary of Real Estate
Appraisal, fourth edition, as published by The Appraisal
Institute as follows:
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‘The reasonable probable and legal use of vacant land or an
improved property, which is physically possible,
appropriately supported, financially feasible, and results
in the highest value. The four criteria the highest and
best use must meet are legal permissibility, physical
possibility, financial feasibility and maximum
profitability.”

[xl same as present use, [ ] different from present use.

Land as vacant: Mixed Use

Property as Improved: NA, Vacant

In considering the highest and best use of the subject property,
uses that are physically possible, legally permissible,
financially feasible, and maximally productive must be
considered. The subject property size, location, and surrounding
land characteristics support a mixed multi-family residential or
small scale commercial use of the property.

Highest and Best use, as a Vacant site:

Physically Possible: The subject parcels contain, respectively,
18,847 SF, 5,715 SF, and 12,891 SF and are located on the north
side of 1st Avenue North at 22 Street North in east-central St.
Petersburg. Public water, sewer, telephone, trash removal and
storm drainage are presently available and believed to be
adequate. Soil conditions were suitable for development of the
site. The subject parcels are predominately cleared, flat upland
with no obvious wetland areas.

Legally Permissible: The zoning was CRT-1, Corridor Residential
Traditional and the Land Use Plan designation was Community
Redevelopment that permits mixed residential and commercial uses.
The zoning restricts use of the subject parcels to multi-family
residential and limited retail, personal service, and office
uses. Each of the subject parcels conforms with the zoning’s
minimum lot size and; therefore, they are legally conforming
lots. Future Land Use designation permits mixed use of the
subject property.

Financially Feasible: The subject neighborhood is an established
urban area with a stable urban population base that can support
mixed multi-family residential uses and various smaller scale
commercial retail and office uses. The slow recovery from the
current economic malaise, with its lack of access to acquisition
and development funding, has begun to stabilize demand for
development for well located vacant sites in urban areas. Some
densities of residential development are beginning to become
financially feasible and some small-scale commercial uses are
returning to corridor locations.

Maximally Productive: (most profitable use) - Site size and
zoning constraints indicate that the existing subject parcels
have a maximally productive use for mixed residential and
commercial development with multi-family densities ranging from
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24 - 36 dwelling units per acre. Therefore, the highest and best
use of the site, as vacant, is for mixed-use development
involving either multi-family residential or small-scale
commercial uses.

Highest and Best Use, as Improved:

Subject property was unimproved.

APPROACHES TO VALUE OMITTED AS NOT APPLICABLE

I MARKET [Xi COST [Xi INCOME

The Market Approach was used to value the subject parcels as a
mixed use development sites. The Cost and Income Approaches were
not applicable for valuing the subject land.

ESTIMATE OF LAND VALUE

The value of vacant land can best be estimated by the direct
sales comparison approach based upon the subject site’s highest
and best use. By using the sales comparison approach, which
compares the subject site to similar properties that have
recently sold, a value estimate for the subject site can be
estimated. This approach is applied using several steps.

1. Research, confirm and analyze recent sales considered
comparable to the subject site.

2. Adjust the sales selected for analysis for the subject
property utilizing appropriate techniques.

3. Estimate an appropriate unit of comparison such as
price per square foot, acre or unit to apply to the
subject property.

4. Estimate a final value conclusion using the available
information.
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The reliability of this technique is dependent upon the degree of
comparability of each sale to the subject, markets conditions at
the time of sale, verification of pertinent data, and the absence
of unusual conditions that influence the sale.

In this analysis of the subject parcels containing 18,847 SF,
5,715 SF, and 12,891 SF of land will each be valued at its mixed
use highest and best use relying on sales of similar mixed use
land.

Collection of Comparable Land Sales

Vacant Land Sales

For the three subject parcels ranging in size from 5,715 to
15,720 SF that support mixed commercial and multi-family
residential use, it was necessary to find recent land sales
suitable as substitute or alternative sites for such use.
Research identified three land sales for use in this analysis of
land value for the subject parcels. Among the three comparable
land sales: the most recent is located about 1% miles northwest
on the 5 Avenue North corridor, another is located on nearby 5
Avenue North, and one is located about one-third mile east of the
subject parcels on the 1 Avenue North corridor. Each comparable
was researched, verified, and field inspected prior to inclusion
in this analysis of land value.

A summary of the adjustments and conclusions regarding each of
the three comparable land sales can be found on the Summary of
Vacant Land Comparables and Adjustment Grids for each subject
parcel that follows.

Reference to the Comparable Land Sales Map, individual summaries
of comparable land sales, and supporting market data analyses are
incorporated in the addenda section.
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OR Ak/Pg (Instrument No.)
Date of Sale I Value
Owner/Grantor

LAND SALES GRID
PARCEL 1

18263-0194
Dec13

Linda B. PTicC

2

17503-1286
Feb-12

Florida Bank

-a

17323-2642
Aug.11

DangT. Nguyen

Owner I Grantee NA l3olcy Centers. Inc 1700 Central LLC Circle K Stores. Inc.

Location 2201 1st Avenue No
St. Petersburg. FL

3638 5th Avenue No
St. Petersburg. FL

700 1st Avenue No
St Petersburg, FL

3445 5th Avenue No
Si Pctcrsbwg. FL

Net Adjustment 0%

l’ri’ l I I.3S \:Ifr.._

SL Ct

t)ll’I lIl I. I. \l) \l I (,IUI):

I \l( 1.1. II) .l—IlS)(l—lIi(lI—lll

j1t-

I i i ‘.i H,

Feb. 14
CilyofSt Petersburg

Site Characteristics:
Land Area, SF
Land Area. AC
Terrain
Access
Lot Dimensions
Width-to-Depth Ratio
Utilities
Zoning

Current/Proposed Use

Sale Price

18.847 10.972 Irregular 15,720

0.433 0.252 NA 0.36)
Level/Cleared LeveL/Cleared LcvetlCleartd Level/Cleared

Corner OfT-Corner Corner Corner
148 4x 127’ l0S’x 1045’ Irregular lS0’x 104.8

0.86 I 00 NA 0.70
Water/Ses%cr Waler/Sewer Waier/Ses#cr Water/Sewer

CRT-l CRT-I OC-2 CRT-l

NA

Vacant Vacant Vacant

5124.900

Propcrt Rights
Financing
Conditions of Sale
Date of Sale (Mkt Conditions)

Normalized Sales Prict

i. l’i qI!;IIt’ 1 ‘ii .S i.II

5320,000

Vacant

S250,000

Fee Simple Similar Similar Similar

Cash Equivalent Similar Similar Similar
Am’s-Length Similar Similar Assemblage

Current 000. 0.00% 0.00.

Location

S124.900 5320,000 5187,500

o 10:111/HI I 11111 IIiIp:iiion. I’ I .3 I4i . I .03

2201 1st Avemie No

-25%

Similar 0% Superior
Access

- Come Inferior 5% Similar 0% Similar 0%1
Shapc Rectangular Similar 0% Inferior 5% Similar 0%]
Size 18,847 Superior -5% Inferior 5% Similar 0%I
litilitics (Wafer/Sewer) Wer!Sewer Similar 0% Similar 0% Similar 0%
Zoning CRT-l Similar 0% Superior -5% Similar 0%

5%f - I

0% - I 0’.

22



LAND SALES GRID
PARCEL 2

Oll’ \I i;I.l. I. \‘\l) S.Al.IS (.llI):

I’ \l( LI II) 2;—l—l(,—7$3’)l—(lI—ul Ill

224 I t. \s elitit \iii’lIi

______________________________________________________________________

Subeci - 1 3
‘vi.— aiiI!F

OR BkIPg(lnstniment No.) 18263-0194 17503-1286 17323-2642

Date ofSaiel Value Feb-14 Dec-13 Feb-12 Aug.) I

Owner/Grantor City of St Petersburg Linda B Price florida Ranic Dung T Nguyen

Owner / Grantee NA lSolcv Ccntcr Inc. 170(1 CtjaJ LLC Circle K Stores, Inc.

Location 2245 IslAvenueNo 36385thAvenucNo 1700 IstAvenueNo 3445 5thAvenueNo

Sc Petasbsirg.FL StPctcrsburg.FL SLPetershurg.FL SiPetcraburg.FL
Site Characteristics
Land Area, SF 5.715 10.972 30,000 15.720
LandArea.AC 0.131 0252 0689 0361
Terrain LeveUClcared Level/Wooded Level Cleared LeveL/Cleared

Aceess Off-Corner Off-Corner Corner Cornet

Lot Dimensions 45’x 127’ 105’x 1045 Irregular 150’( 104.8
Width-to-Depth Ratio 2.82 1.00 NA 070
Utilities Water/Sewer W,cr!Swer Wazu’Scwer WaicrSewer
Zoning CRT-I CRT-l DC-2 CRT-I

Current/Proposed Use Vacant Vacant Vacant

Sale Price NA S124,900 5320,000 S250.000

1St StIti:ir I iui I I .,S s II,i

Property Rights Fee Simple Surnlar Similar Similar
Financing Cmii Equivalent Similar Similar Similar
Conditions of Sale Arms-Length Similar Similar Assemblage -25%
Date of Sale (Mitt Conditions) Current 000. 0 00o 0.0000

Normalized Sales Price $124,900 S320.000 S187,500

liii 1 I I.3 li,.(, \l l.’)3

Location 1st Avenue .o Similar Uo Superior -5% Superior -10%
Access Off-Corner Similar 0% Superior -5% Superior -5%
SWe Rectangular Similar 0% Inferior 5% Similar
Size 5.715 Inferior S’. Inferior 20% Inferior 10%
Utilities(Was&Sewcr Water/Sewer Similar 0% Similar 0% Similar 0%
Zoning CRT-I Similar 0% Superior -5% Similar 0%

Nd Adjustment 5% 5% -5%

SLIjlI.kd liti’’ IS’ l• ., I .I %t
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LAND SALES GRID
PARCEL 3

OR Bk/Pg (Jnsmxment No.)
Date of Sale’ Value
OscrGrantor

Os%ncr / Grantee

Location

Site Characteristics:
Land Area. SF
Land Area, AC
Terrain
Access
Lot Dimensions
Width-to-Depth Ratio
Utilities
Zoning

Feb- 4
CII) of St Petersburg

NA

2163 lt Avenue No
St. Petcrhurp.. FL

12,891
0.296

tes1/Clcared
Signalii.ed Center

lOt S’x 127’
I 25

Waier/Sescr
CRT-l

18263-0194
Dec-13

Linda B. Price

Boles’ Centers, Inc.

3638 5th Avenue No
St. Pctcrshurf, II

10,972
0.2 52

Level/Wooded
Off-Corner
l0S’ 104 5’

i00
Waier/Scs%er

CRT-I

17503-1286
Fch- 12

Flonda Bank

1700 Central LLC

700 st Avanue No

St Petersburg, FL

30.000
0.689

Level/Cleared

Corner
lrregu

NA
Waier Sewer

DC-2

17323-2642
Aug.11

Dung T. Nguyen

Circle K Stores, Inc.

3400 5th Avenue No
Sc. Petersburg. FL

15 .720
0.361

Level/Cleared
Corner

I5O. 104.8’
0.70

Wmu/Scwer
CRT-I

Cuntnl/Prcposed Use Vacant

5320,000

l’nti I’rS1i1ii, jut ‘II

Similar
Similar
Similar
000%

S 124.900

Similar
Similar
Similar
000a

5320,000

Similar
Similar

Assemblage
0.00’.

S187$00

Supcrt’r
Coma Inferior - . Similar

Sitular
0%l o’A

iize 12,891 Sicrtor ii’. Inferior 5%j Similar
Jtilitics (Waxer/Sewer) Wua’lSewer Similar 0% Similar 0%j Similar
Ofling CRT-l Similar 0% Supcror -1 Similar 0%

Net Adjustment 0% 0%

d,,ij lii I’,’;.sl I

(t)lI \k ltl.l l.\l) Sl,lS (1<Il):

l \R( LI Ii) 24-.I—l-32X 1)01) t)5i)

2163 1st. ‘ts ettue \itrilt

Subject I 2 .3

Sale PrIce

Vacant

Sl24.900

Vacant

Prr’wrtv Rights
hnancing

Conditions of Sale
Daze ofSale (Mkt Conditions)

‘%ormallzed Sales Price

Fee Simple
cash Equivalent
Anns-Lcngth

Current

v(

S250.000

cccss

;hme

I nit ul ( nttip:i su. ‘I ‘I I..’. ‘.III,(, “I I

2)63 IslAvenueNo

-25%

_I Rectangular

Similar

0% Inferior

Sucetior

S.,) Sar 0%
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EXPLANATION OF ADJUSTINTS

The preceding transactions are a recent sampling of comparable

sales of land with a mixed commercial and multi-family
residential highest and best use, located along major commercial

corridors in the east-central portion of the City of St.
Petersburg. In order to allow comparison between the comparable

sales analyzed and the three subject parcels, it was necessary to

adjust the sales for characteristic differences between them and

the subject parcels. Note that the subject land was analyzed on

a price per square foot unit of comparison since land suitable

for mixed commercial-residential development was found to be

viewed by the “market” on this basis.

Of the various land sales that were researched, three were
selected for analysis because they were the most comparable noted

from the local market for size, location, and desirability. These

three comparables had an unadjusted price range of $10.67 to

$15.90 per square foot with an average of $12.65 per square foot.

Specific considerations in this land sales analysis are discussed

in the following paragraphs.

Adjustments were provided to compensate for important value-

influencing differences between the subject property and the

comparable sales. Adjustments were made in a specific sequence.

Financing terms were considered first, then any aberrant
conditions of sale, and, finally, time or market-price level

adjustments.

These three adjustments were made first in order to bring each

comparable sale to a “current” basis before considering further

required adjustments. Other adjustments were then made for

physical characteristics such as size, location, width-depth,

utilities, and access. The first three elements of comparison
are sufficiently important as to warrant an explanation of each.

Financin,q Terms — The sales price of one property may differ from

that of an identical property due to different financing
arrangements. More favorable financing usually has the effect of

increasing the sale price.

During the time frame of this report, mortgage interest rates
varied from 3.5% to 5.5% for land agreement for deed loans and

were relatively stable. Any financing falling within this range

was considered “typical market financing” and did not require any

adjustment. Financing below the 3.5% base rate, therefore,
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usually required a “Cash Equivalent” adjustment. All of the
comparable sales were sold for cash; therefore, adjustments for
financing were not warranted.

Conditions of Sale - This adjustment pertains to any atypical
condition that would cause the sale price to be measurably higher
or lower than it would have been in the absence of the unusual
condition. Atypical conditions sometimes involve transactions
between relatives or corporations and their owners.

Special income tax situations could also necessitate a “condition
of sale” adjustment. In this instance, all of the comparable
sales analyzed represented arm’s length transactions transferring
the unencumbered fee simple estate in the property. However,
Sale #3 was an important component of an assembled convenience
store building site; therefore, it was adjusted 25% downward for
assemblage premium.

Market Conditions - This adjustment is often referred to as the
“time” adjustment. Among the three comparables, one occurred in
2013, one occurred in 2012 and one occurred in 2011. An
evaluation of residential land sales and listings and, more
especially market participants, in the Manatee County market
suggested a major decline in the market during 2009 and a
stabilizing trend through 2013. Since all three comparable land
sales occurred after the 2009 adjustment in the market, the
comparable land sales did not support a specific decline in unit
sale prices.

Physical Adiustments - Differences in physical characteristics
involving parcel location, access, shape, size, utility service,
and zoning/land use between the comparable sales and subject
property were considered after the implementation of any
transactional adjustments.

The locations of the comparable sales varied relative to that of
the subject parcels. Two of the three comparable land sales had
superior locations. Sale 2 is located in the downtown area and
warranted a negative 5% location adjustment. Sale 3 is located
near the

34th
Street/US Highway 19 corridor and warranted negative

10% location adjustment. Sale 1 warranted no location
adjustment.

The three subject parcels included two corner sites and one off
corner site. For subject corner Parcels 1 and 3, Sale l’s
inferior off-corner access warranted a 5% upward adjustment. For
off-corner subject Parcel 2, Sales 2 and 3 had superior corner
access that warranted downward 5% adjustments.

The sizes of the subject parcels ranged from 5,715 to 18,847 SF
and the comparable sales ranged from 10,972 to 30,000 SF. For
the larger multi-lot subject Parcels 1 and 3, Sale 1 was smaller
and it was adjusted downward 5% for size. Sale 2 was
significantly larger and it was adjusted upward 5% for size.
Sale 3 was similar in size and warranted no adjustment. For the
smaller, 1-lot subject Parcel 2, all the comparable land sales
were adjusted upward from 5% to 20% because of their larger sizes
and corresponding lower unit values.
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The shape and configuration of comparable land Sale 2 varied

slightly with that of the subject parcels and warranted a

positive 5% shape adjustment. The other two comparable land

sales were rectangular or assembled into rectangular sites;

therefore, they warranted no shape adjustments.

Public utilities, with the possible exception of roadways, which

have the greatest impact on land use and market value may be

potable water and wastewater treatment facilities. The ability

to “tap in” to water and sewer lines that provide adequate flow

characteristics and are connected to treatment facilities with

adequate capacity to absorb additional demand is sometimes an

advantage reflected in the selling price of land located in

proximity to public water and sewer services. The three subject

parcels and all three comparable land sales were served by a full

complement of utilities; therefore, no utility adjustments were

necessary.

The zoning and land use designations for the comparable land

sales all permit multi-family residential and small-scale

commercial uses. However, Sale 2 has superior DC-2 zoning that

warranted a negative 5% adjustment for its more intense highest

and best use.

Discussion of Selected Sales Used For Comparison

Sale 18263-0194 (Sale #1) is located the south side of 5 Avenue

North east of 37t Street North in the City of St. Petersburg.

The site has a physical address of 3638 5 Avenue North. The

site includes 2 platted lots and contains 10,972 SF, or 0.252

acres and is rectangular in shape. This property sold on

December 20, 2013 for $124,9000. The sale property was vacant

and was acquired by a developer in order to build multi-family
affordable housing. This comparable sale indicated a unit price

of $11.38/SF for land.

This sale was considered a “substitute or alternative” property

for a potential buyer of the subject in terms of location,

access, utilities, zoning, and highest and best use. It required

no transactional and two adjustments for differences in physical

characteristics relative to subject Parcels 1 and 3 that resolved

to zero net adjustments. For subject Parcel 2, no transactional

and one adjustment for physical differences resolved to a

positive 5% net adjustment. After adjustments, this sale

produced a unit price of $11.38/SF for subject Parcels 1 and 3.

It indicated a unit price of $11.95/SF for the smaller subject

Parcel 2.

Sale 17503-1286 (Sale #2) is located the south side of 1st Avenue

North and north side of Central Avenue on the east side of l8

Street North in the City of St. Petersburg. The site has no

physical address on the 1700 block of Central Avenue. The site

includes 6 platted lots and contains 30,000 SF, or 0.689 acres

and is “L” shaped bisected by an alley. This property sold on

28



February 28, 2012 for $320,000. The sale property was vacant and

was acquired by a developer for investment. This comparable sale

indicated a unit price of $10.67/SF for land.

This sale was considered a “substitute or alternative” property

for a potential buyer of the subject in terms of location,

access, utilities, zoning, and highest and best use. It required

no transactional and four adjustments for differences in physical

characteristics relative to subject Parcels 1 and 3 that resolved

to zero net adjustments. For subject Parcel 2, no transactional

and five adjustments for physical differences resolved to a

positive 5% net adjustment. After adjustments, this sale

produced a unit price of $10.67/SF for subject Parcels 1 and 3.

It indicated a unit price of $11.20/SF for the smaller subject

Parcel 2.

Sale 17323-2642 (Sale #3) is located at the southeast corner of
5fl Avenue North and 35 Street North in the City of St.

Petersburg. The Site has a physical address of 3445 5 Avenue

North as part of the assembled block at the southwest corner of

U.S. Highway 19 and 5 Avenue North. The site contains 15,720

SF, or 0.431 acres and is rectangular shaped. This property sold

on August 3, 2011 for $250,000. The sale property was vacant and

was acquired by a C—Store company as part of its site assemblage.

This comparable sale indicated a unit price of $11.93/SF for land

after deducting a 25% assemblage premium.

This sale was considered a “substitute or alternative” property

for a potential buyer of the subject in terms of location,

access, utilities, zoning, and highest and best use. It required

one transactional and one adjustment for differences in physical

characteristics relative to subject Parcels 1 and 3 that resolved

to negative 10% net adjustments. For subject Parcel 2, one

transactional and three adjustments for physical differences

resolved to a negative 5% net adjustment. After adjustments,

this sale produced a unit price of $10.73/SF for subject Parcels

1 and 3. It indicated a unit price of $11.33/SF for the smaller

subject Parcel 2.
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Reconciliation of Indicated Land Values

Land Value Conclusion

The three comparable land sales indicated an adjusted range of
value for subject Parcels 1 and 3 of $10.67 to $11.38 per square
foot with an average of $10.93 per square foot. Equal weight in
reconciliation was placed on all three comparable land sales
because they indicated a relatively narrow range of value for
Parcels 1 and 3.

The three comparable land sales indicated an adjusted range of
value for subject Parcel 2 of $11.20 to $11.95 per square foot
with an average of $11.51 per square foot. Equal weight in
reconciliation was placed on all three comparable land sales
because they indicated a relatively narrow range of value for
Parcel 2.

After adjustments and careful consideration of the foregoing
data, it was my opinion that the value of the subject Parcels 1
and 3 was $11.00 per square foot and for subject Parcel 2 was
$11.50/SF. Hence, the market value of the subject, effective
February 26, 2014, was calculated as follows:

Subject Indicated
Property Area Unit Price Value Rounded
Parcel 1 18,847 SF $11.00 $ 207,317 $ 207,300
Parcel 2 5,715 SF $11.50 $ 65,723 $ 65,700
Parcel 3 12,891 SF $11.00 $ 141,800 $ 141,800
Retail Market Value Indication: $ 414,800

The above referenced “Retail Market Value” represents the
individual market value of each separate subject parcel. Were
these three parcels combined into a sale in bulk to a single
buyer, a discount of 30% is reflected in a combined market value
of $290,360; say, $290,000.

Indicated Value of Combined Parcels by Sales Comparison Approach

$290, 000
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RECONCILIATION OF VALUE INDICATIONS

Introduction

Reconciliation is the final step in the valuation process in
which alternate value indications are evaluated and the most
meaningful, defensible conclusion is selected as a final value
estimate. The approaches are examined for appropriateness,
accuracy, and quantity of evidence. Any differences or
inconsistencies in the analyses and conclusions are explained.
The following value conclusions were indicated by the approach to
value employed in this appraisal.

Cost Approach NA
Sales Comparison Approach $ 290,000
Income Approach $ NA

Sales Comparison Approach - Reconciliation

The sales comparison approach is the most direct approach to
value, and is the most easily understood. Its strength rests in
the availability of comparable market sales. Three recent
comparable land sales were identified and analyzed in comparison
with the subject property. The three land sales included multi-
lot sales all located on major thoroughfares within the City of
St. Petersburg in areas similar to the subject neighborhood.
They presented a tighter range of indicated value after
adjustments for differences in their transactional and physical
characteristics relative to the subject property. As a
consequence, this approach was given primary weight in the
valuation process.

Final Conclusion of Value — Reconciliation

Based upon the investigation and analyses outlined above and
giving weight to the direct sales comparison approach, it was
concluded that as of February 26, 2014, the market value of the
subject property was $290,000.

FINAL CONCLUSION OF MARKET VALUE OF THE COMBINED PROPERTY

$290,000
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McCormick, Braun, & Seaman
Real Estate Appraisers & Consultants
1262 Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street North

St. Petersburg, Florida 33704
Phone: (727) 821-6601

Fax: (727) 823-5625

June 11,2013

Ms. Diane Bozich
Real Estate & Property Management
City Of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731

RE: A Summary Appraisal Reprt
Our File #13299 A-C
2201, 2245 & 2163 lS Avenue North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Dear Ms. Bozich:

We have prepared individual appraisal reports on the three lots listed above, as of June 7,2013.

The estimated values of the subject sites are:

2201 1st Avenue North 18,847 SF MOL $ 205,000
2245 l Avenue North 5,715 SF MOL $ 37,000
2)63 1” Avenue North 12,941 SFMOL $ 140.000

37,503 SFMOL $382,000 or$10.l9 PSF

Per your request, we have estimated the “discounted sell-out or bulk sale to a single buyer’.

Typically, when purchasing vacant land for development, a developer will pay a lower price per
square foot for larger parcels. Another factor to consider is that the sites are not contiguous. As
such, developers will not attain the same economies of scale they would from a contiguous parcel.

In our appraisals we concluded that the highest and best use of 2201 & 2)63 10 Avenue North
would be multi-family development. The site at 2245 10 Avenue North is much smaller and, we
feel, its highest and best use would be single family development. This would also negatively
,nfluence what a typical developer would pay for the three subject sites.



Ms. Diane Bozich
Page 2

RE: A Summary Appraisal Report
Our File #13299 A-C
2201,2245&2163 I” Avenue North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Considering the size and configuration of the subject sites as well as the difference in the highest
and best use of the three sites, based on our analysis of the market, we feel that an investor
purchasing all three parcels would discount the aggregate value by 25%. The indicated discounted
value is:

$10.19 PSF - 52.55 (25%) = $7.64 PSF X 37,503 SF MOL = S286,523
Rounded to: $285,000

Extraordinary Assumptions: In estimating the Discounted Bulk Sales value of the subject Jots,
we have made the extraordinary assumption that the three subject lots would be sold to a single
buyer. If the subject lots are sold otherwise, the values reported herein could be affected.

Hypothetical Conditions: We have not made any hypothetical conditions in valuing the subject
property.

Note: This update should be considcred an integral part of the appraisals for the individual parcels
(Our File #13299 A-C) in order to conform to all guidelines and attached thereto. All
Extraordinary Assumptions, Hypothetical Conditions and Limiting Conditions apply.

If you have any further questions feel free to contact us.

McCORIlCK, BRAIIN, & SEAMAN
-

Ronald W. Braun, MAI Donald J. Terrana
State-Certified General State-Certified General
Real Estate Appraiser RZI 761 Real Estate Appraiser RZ2486
Licensed Real Estate Broker Licensed Real Estate Salesman



A VACANT RESIDENTIAL LOT

LOCATED AT:
2201 lET AYENUE NORTH

ST PETERSBRG. FL 33113

FOR:
MS. DEANE BOZCH

REAL ESTATE AND PROPERTY MANAGEMEN11CTY OF ST. PETERSBURG
P.O. BOX 2142

ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33731

AS OF:
JUNE?. 203

BY:
DONALD J. TERRANA

STATE CERTIFIED GENERAl.
REAL ESTATE APPRAISER
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DEFINITION OF MAIKET VALUE: The mast prubatie pica wt*Ii a proporty oborl bdop in a coropetliw mid apis osohet under l coioLhsnsreibJte to . Ia s4 the buyer arsi seSer, endi acthig prirty, kMQieledntdy ist assumbi the pe Is nol atltfed by undue sdeUs, In&U In fludethilUon Is the cmIaainmiIben at a nie as of a spadhot data arid the passisg of MS bins seb to teiyu wider ciii wtorni (I) buyer aid seb are)T1Ic*lY nivatsd; (2) both pidea am weS isformpd or well iletsil, mid ezfl acthiç be what he arnsiduns his n bail ederait (3) a raawnahie tbna In ab’wsdtin qiemrea hi the open rrwhet (4) pebrinrie Is side hi krrns at cash is ItS dalm or is WinS of Ihiarili Irsarreniart r.zanpmilds thorelo; aid (5) Ui p4ccrepresents lee noisni conslderetisn Tar lire property sold wiaffected by spedi or creative theietI or soles conctsstoem 9 larded by miymre machand withOre sate.

AO)usbnares to lire ccenpanNas Finest be made Tel spedal or cesiUm Ibraexlnç or soles corerisitouza. No 4estrnents are reecessesyTar those costs which are mesify peat by odes as crewS at traon or kw in mafcat area th.se costS am leary ktantlhab)eshice the seflar pays these costs In idrbialy ii sates bansustisni. SpecisI or creative thninchig a4tuabneids can be mede Is thecornparatie property by co,rØnsons (a thiundrej horns stiejed by a Tided pasty KistibUmiol lender that Is riot already kivolvid In Theproperty or bonusctlon. My edrstrnerd should not be cthdotod on a mecteardcil or Los deb cool at the llnaicbeg or cericeaaksihot Ui Idar anoint it any adjustment slunuld apeemhiwe the rna*ut’a reathei to the thrarrc*ig or concesstons baud so tireeppriaeñ (udgernent

STATEMENT OF LIMITING CONDITIONS AND APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION
COIITINGENT AND LIMITING coNomows: The appraisers certltcihae that appears is Ui epprisi report Is sitjed is the tWIsg

1 leinibesop atirnadu aIslnLrttizatidIecterorUisppertybâig on atoll Thea ealerassarneslizatfire Na is good arid matcetatb and. theretme WI oat render wry ekdam alit the MS The proporlyls IIed an the tmats of It bdeg under rnsçasslileownust

2 The appriesor has pnWndud a ekulde is The appraisal report Is 51mw appidmats nllniarisiom at tho hnpravemaels wed the sketch Is bwhided only to assistOre render of the rsol is visualebig the property med undersleeubig lire eppratswu daban*fui of size

3 The appraiser has esanmnent lie awtde flood npens U are pris*led by the Federal Ernengozy Managomeert Agency (cm oUso data Loorcu) arid hs reeledis Ore appraisal report whether the subject otis is located hi so hieralfiod Spedi Rood Hazard AeL Becasse the eppreloer Is note surveyor. Ire or ire niehesso ulseaeltm. eapanse or hnKid, regarnlig this deleemisasa,

4 1lreisnoetesItmorryoapperiscrm1baonav51enideans,satsatolthepmpertyInqjastisrurthssgpec*gviasnotodoso have been maria beforehand.

5 me appraiser has estimated the vEnt at the laid hi lii cost appeosch Ills highest and beat ass end the berpro,emerito at bheb coiltoesy vEIL lreseseparate viua(lini at the land and bigeavirnems nail not be lied is ccewertlnm whh any sorer appraisal and ire breathi I Orey we so used.

6. The appraIser Ms noted is let pppraI report wry adverse ccnrtltenn (such aa, eseded repabs, dppednn, the pnoerree ref larar,s wales, tiltsubstances, ate.) observed darteg leo hispeclon at Ui sEncl property or lied flu or aIrs became swine of dsrbi the rorni raseade bivclved is pwtcei,*rg
the appralst Tkdass riw1u shoed hi the epyilsal report, the appraiser has irs kiawt.dge at any bIds or unappaseid cttdlsns sIt ira prnparty or
ethers. esitioiunudel condilions Qnds&io the prmwze at hazardous waiSts, toab subsamso, ale) lied wild risaire the property sue or less vEsaide, endhas assumed liii there ore so inch orxeorm aid rrrahes no goanremees or irwiaslhis, pasass or bned, rigardeig the czaur ut Ui property. The
appraiser WI rat tie responsirla ton any such corsNons liii ste nolsI or tar arty enIeetheq or testhiQ thaI mld be rngr*ed is discover wteabe aids
condUmss edit Because lire appraises Is rest en espert In lire had at emmoreneatat hizieth, the appraIsal report nasal rat ha correblind an an
envsonrnesUi asseasrnent of flee property

7 The ppprer otned the Wrareuthea, isderutes, mid opkaos Thai were aipressed is the appraisal report titan seances lied Ire or ales consIders Its be
rebuIlt md behaves Uris to be hue mit correct The appraleer does not assume respornlilty tsr the eccwacy at ascIi ham fleet wore kerlshed by alienpanties.

8. The appraiser wat not diadose flee contents at flee appratsi repast eccapi as presided los hi the Lklasm Slaidads at Prolenshenal Appratsi PrzLice.

9. The appraIses has based his or her ralsi report med vebtalbee conchisicee toe so apçraiid that Is subject to salistachay cannledan. repairs, oralteralleris air tire asswiØai Out cesne,ieOue of Vet hsçravernerrts wIT be p,etorrned isa wartoneseditie (nasser.

10 The appraiser limeS proide tilt or her prism iniltem concord before Tie. lideeftlleM speclibel is fire als)eisal report cast dtstitbute flee appraisal repeal(Including cndej3Iorrs aboid Ole property estee. lie oppratsws bushy arut pides*eea) desredtnns, aid refermces to wry profeaslanal appnatsa
organlzahans or tIre 1km wliui wilcIn the appesises Is assodated) is anyone oTter than the borrownr the nentgagou or ha successors real assisrro; the ezelgagnhrsurv canwOants, pealnaneed apprasi oganizalons; any stale or lederally nioeed (‘mmmdi besfMsnrt cv wry doparlinert, apiary, or isslninestial!yat Ui (JeWel STates or any staIn or lire tW*t at Cu*orW ept that the Ieaidaeleflvnl may sThtibM tie property dscsthan aeniree of fee report only To data
onisclluan or rqrarthig se*e(o) whit haskrg to obtain the eppalsa?s Ox wrItten coriserli. The sppratsWs wilier consent med appnonal nail also
be obhorrad hefina the euotsat can be conveyed by arryorue ho lire foiblc Uaoagb adventtsbrg, preotte rotations. news, ides, or riler nesdo.
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APPRAISERS CERTIFICATION: The A cotrru arid agrees that

1 have researched Ut, svbect mailcei else and have aidectonl a mfrmnmrn at three recent aetcs ol peagirrites morn ,irntar and jxwlmate to the erthecI propertytar censateretion to the sates ccenpanftos analysis t,01 have made a *rit wlnbnerrt wIres appropriate to relict the market mactorn to these items 01 akxditcentvanfalker. lie sItdlcmi item In a corronabie pnoparty I superior to, or nroe favorable Ian, the sut4zd property. I lane made a nnØye adpjslxnnnt to rethxethe ainsfnd sales prb of the comparabl. oral, It a neltcavl toni to a comparable properTy Is kdrrkx to. or less tararanle titan the slt4ed property, I have roadsa positive ed)ushnord to tocroese the adjusted sales prIce 01 the cneble.

2. Ihvoantotorddera1w1thaIicorsdaIha,sonk tonn*etomydneiopmenf01theesnate01maryah theepreatuirsport lhav,nolknowtvjly wtltthekf any elgutficant hrtorrnallon trorn the appraisal report and I bateve. to Ia best 01 my keew1edge that alt iteIjITtanti ansI &dorrnadan kt theappraisal repeal ma tnre and craned.

3. I slated to the appraisal report only my own peroonal uthiased, and protesekeal analysis, cØatona arid arncluWss, wiaiun mc wbct only to the cordenntend Utibrg ceaidlthrrrs specled to this team.

4. I bare no prrnanrd or prospective hrterml In the prepcnly that to the sirt4ect hr 1w repal. anal I lava rn pravvrrt or prmpecthe perwe hitajast a blas wattrespect to tIne parmato to the tiansaction I did rant bane, eSre paotky or veorpletoty, roy analysis assllen the cetonalo ci rrenbst vaije to lire eppretsat repeal,nthn race, cak, raliphar, ens, hmeap, fandiha itabis, cv rudenol origIn at dIrer the prosptcbva owners or socqanda ot the oot4ecl property cv of the presafni
owners or occupants of the proparties to tire vicbnity at the subject rxopndy.

5 have no preserd a cnIesrdated Iutwe keenest In tht aubxt prqnnoly, arid oeirer my ooreert or e engitoyrnerd nor my ccanpennslt Icr pert g IsIs
appraisal to cdbigerd on the eppratsed value at the property.

I Iwanorntreqcdredwreportlpreddlndvalaeorethectiontoyskeyadtoorsth.csuseoftheclandorayrotatmjparky,theasaneartatIayalu,egnalsthe aitabenonl of a spedle rnmjtI or the ocomerve of a suhargeerd avail In order to recatee my connrpanaaxn aszflor oreq*,),nernf icr pericanritog the aperstoal. I
did rant tone the appralsil report no a rapiasted rrdnlrinsrs valualbi, syneedic vatrialtort, or the need Is approve a specft nonigaga tosa

7. I pertorrerd 1w appraisal hr ccrdamity with the Unalwm Steretordo at Pmlesnthnal Applatual Prao&e 1wI wane aIn*ed and sorroilgated by thu Appraisal
Slardornis Board of The Appraisal Fown arel that wore to gIace as at the altethe detent 1w aprniais as the sgdmo Cd the dopanbn prewsein of those
SIa’cdanls, wtln does not am. I adeanwiedge that an estorene of a roaorxratk thrr, tat eaprosare to Ia qrw combat is a coreittoas to the defbm at maskat raker
ansi tIre cs*bea)e I nlevebped is corrsnslernt watt line marketIng thee tided to the ri htm,tmcd aecttorr of 1w report riotous I hare olnuwtaro slated hi the

sedbeL

8. I have personally inspected the hrterxnr and esmerba areas at the enibjeci property oral the edertor at all properties IlsIlal as corirparalder hi the apranahial report
lather candy 1w I hove rioted any apparent an tovawn adverse ccnvrs hi the sat4tcl no the sni4oct site, or on airy ok wait the kanrimBote

nicinily oI lire wIrnct prooply of wtnltti I an aware oral traie reads 4nstrrrairls tar flwn odarnrs cord1wrs to my analysIs 01 tIle propcoty nice to Ia lad
I had rrnantal ealdmrcr toscppott limn. I have also corrnrnernted abrarl Ia elect of the adverse cotrnom co the mar*.nlatOy at the szrlrjeid property.

9. I perseareby prnpasad all corichislorru and optr4orns about the Seal esfals that worn net teeth in the oppretoal repeal. II I retied no sntlcarli proleasinual
assistance trees wry brdrnlrfsat or individuals to the parlorrrnarice at Ira appraisal or Ia propersilers at the apmei peawt I barn nanned such tsdnd{a) end
disclosed the npeclilc tasks performed by than In the reconcatsitorn sectIon of Ida apraralual report I cothly that any kakatefual as named to rpmrdled Is preform
the leriks. I tare not au*njnrzed enynrrw to make a change to airy rem in the report therefore. Ian wradineleed change Is made to the appraisal r1, I wdi take
norespomItdintylor

SUPERVISORY APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION: II a arrprrrincry appraiser sIgned Ira appraisal repeal. ha she certdtas and aeos that
I dircaly eupersise Urn appraiser wino prepared tire appraisal report hove revIewed 11w appraisal Input eao with the sialanneada t,id kerhan al Ura appsalseç
agree to be barnard by the apprase(s :aaldlcafanrn -. rrdieed 4 tistrjglr 7 abovt, ansi urn tabirig fat rcarpursiirlty bar the açi aid the appraisal report

ADDRESS OF PROPERflAPPRAISED 2201 1$TAVEMJF NORTh. &1.PET8vSBURO, FL 33713

APPRAISER: ,_,_— SUPERVISOR PPIIAISER ly If required):

SIgniaknre: — SlgnaMe:

_________________ ___________——

Name .1 J RANA,__ -

__________________

Shinier RONALD W. SRAW4. MN
Date Shned ariwoio (yaf wd vioroois
Slate Ce hlcartwi 0: CERT GEN RZ24M $l,j Cejelc 0; CERT GEld RZI7U1
or State LIcense 0. or Slate LIcense 0:
Stale: FL State F’..
EraticvrDameolicric,orlienve: 11(14 ErlDatontCeeidIczbra1r%Lk.nso 11h4

LJId OidIdatI’rnpectProperly
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CERTIFICATION

We Certi& that. to the best of our knowledge a;id be!ief:

The stitements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

lie reported analysis, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions an
l!rrnting conditions, and are our personal, impart ri and unbiased professional analyses, opinions.
and concl sions.

We have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the s bject of ths report.
and no personal interest with respect to the parties involved.

* We have no bias with respect to the property that is the sbject of this app. .risal report or to the
parties involved with this nssig.ment.

‘ Our engagement in ths assignment was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined
rcsu Its.

• Our compensation for completing this assignment is nOt contngent upon the development or
reporting of a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the case of the client, the
amount of risc value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent
event directly related to the intended use of this appraisal.

• We have performed no services, as an appraiser or in any other capacity, regarding the property that
is the subject of ths report within the three year period immediately preceding acceptance of this
assignment.

• The reported analyses, opinions and conclusiots were developed, and this reporthas been prepared,
in conformity with the requirements of the Code ofProfcssonal Ethics & St ‘dards ofProfcssonal
Apprasul Practice of the Appraisal Inttitute.

The reported analyses, opinions and conclusions were develeped. and ths reporthas been prepared,
in conformity wth the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

• The u e ofthi report is subject to the requirements of the AppraH Institute relating to re ew by
its duly authorized representatives.

a No one provided significantreal property appraisal assstance tothe person signing ihiscertification.

• Donitd J. Terra a inspected the s..bject property, an.lyzed the data and prepared the val. e
concTusion.

‘ As of the date of this report. Ronald W. Br.n. MAI has completed the continu’g education
progr ra of the Appraisal Institute.

‘hDCIe: /1h . De:
Roe aid W. Braun, MAI Donald). Terrana
Cert Gen R21761 Cert Gen RZ2486
LIcen.ed Real Estate Broker Licred Real Estate Sales— n



APPRAISER OUALJFICATIONS

RONALD W. BRAUN

EDUCATION: Bachelor of Science, Business Administration 1973
University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida
Graduate School of Banking of the South
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, LA

PROFESSIONAL
ASSOCIATIONS: Member Appraisal Institute - MAI 1995

Certificate# 10698

APPRAISAL
COURSES: USPAP Core Law Updatc/2012

National USPAP/2012
Commercial Appraisal Productivity Seminar/2012
Discounted Cash Flow Model/201 I
Supervisor Trainee Roles & Rules/201 0
REO Appraisal: Appraisal of Residential Property Foreclosure/2009
Business Practices and Ethics/2009
Commercial Appraisal Engagement & Review Seminar)2009
Property Tax Assessments/2009
Subdivision Valuation/2009
Maintaining Control: Dealing w/Cli cut Pressure/2008
Developing & Growing an Appraisal Practice/2008
USPAP Standards & EthicsI2006
Business Practices & Ethicsf200S
Market Analysis & Site To Do Busincss/2005
Attacking & Defending An Appraisal In Litigation/2003
State of the Valuation Professionl200l

MEMBERSI4IPS: SI Petersburg Chamber of Commerce
Leadership Florida Alumni

FLORIDA
REGISTRATION: Cert Clen RZ1 761

Licensed Real Estate Broker #0351969

EXPERIENCE: McCormick, Braun, and Seaman
1996 to Present

Glenn E. McCormick Company, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida
Senior Vice President/1991 - 1995

P.S.C.U. Service Centers, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida
Executive VicePresident/1988 - 1990

Citizens and Southern National Bank, St. Petersburg, Florida
Retail Division Manager/1973 - 1988
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STATE OF FLORIDA
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-

The CERTIFIED GENERAL APPRAISER -

Named below IS CERTIFIED
Under the proviniona of Chapter 45 F5.
Expiration dater NOV 30. 2014

AlE lUl.l1P

BRAtJN, RONALD W
1262 DR. NIl JR. STREET NORTH
ST PETERSBURG FL 33705

RICK SCOTT KEN LAWSON
GOVERNOR SECRETARYDISPLAY AS REQUIRED BY LAW



APPRAISER OUALIFICATIONS

DONALD J TERRANA

EDUCATION: Bachelor of Arts, 1981
University of South Florida, St. Petersburg, Florida
Cook School of Real Estate, F.R.E.C. Course I

APPRAISAL
COURSES: National USPAP Update CourseJ2OlO

Florida State Law for Real Estate Appraisers!201 0
Florida Supervisor Trainee Roles & Rules/2010
Introduction to Expert Witness Testinionyl20lO
Ad Valorem Tax Consultation!2010
How to Analyze & Value Income Propertiesl2ol0
Cost Approach/2008
Florida Dirty Dozcnt2008
Florida Disclosures & Disclaimers/2006
Fannie Mae Revisions & The Appraiserl2005
Factory-Built Housing/2004
National USPAP Update Equivalentl2004
Florida Laws & Regulations!2004
Certified General Appraisal Course 3IAB lllIJune2000
Residential Course TI/AB ]L!Novemberfl999
Residential Course WAB llB!November/1999
FREAB Licensed Residential Appraisals ABIR 996

FLORIDA
REGISTRATIONS: Ccrt Gen RZ2486

Licensed Real Estate Salesman #0494132

EMPLOYMENT: McCormick, Braun, & Seaman
Staff Appraiser
September 1996 - Present
St. Petersburg, Florida

Special Magistrate to the Pinellas County
Value Adjustment Board
2007-Present

Appraisal’s inc.
December 2007 - Present
St. Petersburg, Florida

Keller Williams/Landmark Realty
September2000- March 2005
St. Petersburg, Florida
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A VACANT RESIDENTIAL LOT

LOCATED AT:
2163 1ST AVENUE NORTh

ST PETERS8RG. F1 33113

FOR:
MS. DeANE BOZiCH

REAl. ESTATE AND PROPERTf MA EMENT,crry OF ST. PETERSBURG
P.O. BOX 2642

ST. PEtERSBURG, FL 33731

AS OF:
.JUNE 7. 2013

tMiieNo 13299-Cl

BY:
DONALD J. TERRANA

STATE RT.F1ED GENERAL
REAL ESTATE APPRAISER

RZ2466
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RI N. 13299-Cl

SppIementaI Addendum Fa No13zg-c
BoroweM WA
PluQetyAd&ess 21e3 1ST AVENUE NORnI
Cly ST. PETERSaURG CRrIIy P1NELLAS 5 FL Cade 3713
Csd CITY OF SI. PETERSBURG

HIGHEST S BEST USE: THE SUBJECT IS ZONED GET-I OR CORRIDOFi RESIDENTIAL TRADITIONAL DISTRICT. 11418 ZONING
AllOWS FOR SINGLE AND MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL USES AS WELL AS OFFICES, MEDICAL OFFICES. BANKS (WITHOUT DRIVE
THRU LANES) CHURCHES AND FUNERAL HOMES. AS A RESULT OF THE HE RECENT DOWNTURN IN THE COMMERCIAL REAL
ESTATE MARKET, THERE IS A HIGH INVENTORY OF OFFICE AND OTHER UGUT COMMERCIAL PROPERTiES. ANY NEW
DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCIAL USES IS OCCURBIG IN WELL ESTABLISHED COMMERCIAL AREAS.

WE FEEL THAT ThE HIGHEST AND BEST USE OF THE SUBJECT SITE IS DEVELOPMENT OF A MULTI-FAMiLY USE. THE ZONING
ALLOWS A DENSITY OF I UNIT PER 1.015 PSF OF LAND OR UP 107 UNITS FOR ThE SUBJECT SITE.

Form TAOS — MiTOTN. ayprald soBware bye Is nmdt. hE. — I-BOOALAMOO€
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DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUL lbs omet pratiat4a prIce wl*th a sper1y sluM tohi hi a csaripe11v, arsJ open mWaal seator d cewdW.icm
raqats)te to a là iide 1w buyei and odor, eh acihig pn,deidty, beowledgeidrly arid esswvç the oice to earl idlected by jeithje thmrLs. kf bo bt
doihithin Is the conannmafton at a ik as at a ipadled dali arid the passhr at INe learn sab to tojyso mater ccedtom wtareby (1) be7OT aid sab are
lypbly nm*aled (2) beth partIes aft ,,i idonned or wed adsisod. and oacb acing hr what 1* sbioei Ids own best hineast (3) a reason*de rena Is allowed
Jar exposore to the open msehet (4) payssand is muds to terms at cash hi US dollars ii hi limos at isandid ansrçemarts comparidde Unuato said (5)1w price
represents the nosmal consldera&m lii the property sold imatlacled by spec or crsalbs narichig or eden ccaosssstons’ greatest by aricme associated wib
the sale

Ad)uslmuts to the conazaes artist be made for special or ceidvo Ikwsing at ss cotosesslmts. Ito ad)usbsirrts we necessary
for those caste watdi are rwnedy pUt by uä1is as a result at trssm or low hi a nwltat aroa these coats are rueNy ldrzdiflzX
sInc, the selar pays these casio hi arrtisatty al sates Irismethino. Special or creallee tI’xkig 4sstznust can be aside Ia 1w
comptiUte property by ccexparhioro to fhmnchsg loins otlacril by a 1wd party hisitoledrid lender that Ia rut shrarty knorleed or in
property or hsarsaclioft My adjushnid therM sal be cdiar1 on a mecharEat dollar for staler cool at the inanchig or ccoicess1wi
bet Isa do arwtml of arty 4uabnem shoold apyuwknals the rrofuls reacini to the 51 enncesslisos hued on 1w
epiaro.?o Jiidgernont

STATEMENT OF LIMITING CONDITIONS AND APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION

CONTINGENT AND LIMITING CONDmONS: The ratoWs culteaon that appears hi the appraisal repoet is stdrect Jo the tatiowhig
ordisoec

1. The epprehier sail not be C osisids Jar realms of a legal enlwe laS edict e1wr lbs yeqiasty bidrog appraised or the llt Jo it. lbs appraiser asarimes that
Thepropertytopedsmloninhutsotltbabigsestmarspceultse

ownersIap

2 The Wehier has feosidad a ehezfl hi Slit eprasisat report to show eau4iia *swzoimu at lit kraprearer*s arid the skolib ts hichided ardy to assIst
the leader of 11w refut to narudc me property said undesslansTeq the appastoWs tmn*1in at is alto.

3. Thi apysetoer lam axeesared 11w evallatrle Stood maps dial are pro*iod by the Fodeart Enargexy Marsageantort Agency (or odiw date seorces) said has said
hitheealspaSwer1woutedabbtocdhiu1wiedSp.dolFIcuttthwdAzse. 8ecsesetwwaou,brarslwnarltas
on georantees, ess arhqthed. iegari2,g Ida ddarmbs.

4 Thlnolgtvelesywhicwlbecajsehearabsewiaanainpraparyboqucslur.orsspedrugemndstado
so lane been made bdardumd,

5. TheoppreiserhsesJJsidedthuvahthoiandarUsstappmftswntaidbidruiarrdthehrovmnesrtsatthabcarthImtoryvshre.Thasa
separate vabjalboro of Ire arid and Improverrert foist sal be uSed en conrnctIon win any olbor pp.idsat wet ore hivl It they ass so used.

5. The appraiser has rioted hi the rWsai report any adverse conililirxss (ouch as, needed raps. dqesdn, 1w presoisca xl lwardoos wutes, hiatt
stthsiarsces, .) massed thelag the trorpecliss of in wbfect property or led Isa or she becanos aware at aidsog the nomad research ksvotr,d ho parloesabic
Ira appraIsal bless otherwIse stated Is the appealed report, 1w appraiser bus no totosahidge at any Ithtden or wupparent carcns at lie property or
athose osabonmental csmthan (Weltlleg Ito pruesce of hawthorn wastes. sirloitonces, elL) lad widd nish, the prspmsly more or less nobnble, oral
has assumed led there are us such corditoris end makes no gtucsrdeam or wsensa*m, express or bef*d. rogadhig the coseRut at the properly. The
appraiser sail rost be raaporssida tar wry curb coralihins that do estal or lix any engbsaeshsri ix teathog thaI ni4 be rerp*etl Ia ilscov,r satidnee such
corellthus dot fltcessi lie appraiser Is not an expert hi lit told at cs*oranardid hazards, the appraIsal report fluent not be coraidered as an
erisamemenlal esseSsrnent at the properly

7 lbs appeidsee obtained the kilarmalon. esimatee, arid qdsineis that were expressed hi the appraisal report from sauces that he or she considers lii be
relIable aid bedeves them to be true and correct The appearnec does ed unset rosporuetrity Ice lire accuracy at such basis that wore lesrdshad by other

8. The appraiser w nat iisdese the conlonls olin ayçalsal report arceat as prodded tar hi 1w Lboem Standards of Prcrleestorosi Apjxlsat Prucitoc

9. The appraIser lois based his or Jar apyaidsat rapid sasS vahiation cendiarlum 1w an roidid lost Is sudifert to sedsfachray corrdedon. enpobs, or
air 1w assonrpinn lent complethon at Use %ovetselas wi be perloemod hi a wenIaruo osseous.

11) lIre appraiser oust provide his or bee prtor written consent before Die bsaidsMiwt apedled hr the appraisal report can dlnfztbuti Ii eparstoal report
(hredsdlng cUrtkualons about the property value, 1w appralse?o hiesatty and prolasairresid daotonalraso. and ref araruces to arty plolasatolml appraIsal
orgsedzathirrs or the fein wIth wtdeb the appraiser to associated) to anyone ohs than the luswwer: 1w mortgagee or be iruccasurs arid assrs the rrentgage
hisurer; caroills. pro(esshrr1 appraisal oidzatsono; wry stale or ledemly approved Ihiancsat kisttbloiz or wry deppelnant, agency. or b’sobesnmlaretr
xl line lIaised Slates or any slate or in Obuict at Cobisdila except that thu lmdarkesul m dobthute Use properly descdglbas sedee at Die report only to data
co’kcIton or rqeoalhig semIte(s) i.iliiout hawhg Ia chIle 1w eppralse?s prior wrIften consent. lbs appeleWs w,flm consatis and approval rierst lee
be obtahwd helix, the appraisal cars be anveymi try selyorar to the prabis bough adesrfstrrg, plelo relations irews, ealsis cx ohio mes

Fredrhe Mac Form 439 643 Page 1 of 2 Farein hiss Farm 1004! 6-93
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ain file No. IZJ

APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION: The Appraisef cmldve met ogeem thit

1. I have eeswcteed the subject mathat area arid hive satected a edotreim of hoe recent sates at prepentee mail o1iem oral proenata to the isbl property
for car rattan 10 the sates cornpleem analysts evil have enle a tkdbo eovetnI when epproyalale to rolled the nenket readhee to those defTer ci £lQrffmarrt
nailedon. tli o1ntkiM Item lea comlaratth property is reporter Ia, or sores favorable Usa the wl4ect properly, I have made a neØve o4iotneert 10 reduce
the adjusted eaten tetce at the wnpaisble and. it a ot’dfkenI Item 10 a conore01de property Is Interior to, or less bvrnble than Itor sul4ect properly. I have merle
a positive aduslewrI to bicoeaoe the a4Jetad tiles mce at the cuinperaWe

2. I have taken brie ceersiderottan tIre tzheri that have an inpact em vitae In my d,retaprnant at tat eatonats 01 mabel yak,e in the epproteil report have rat
knrawbrgfy wtrheld any 01retIcant Wrlarmation teem tIre oporatsil report aid I behave, to the best at my bzrcwledge. that all statements OJICI ir3immou in the
appralsii epoet era hue seal coerrel.

3 I eLated be Urn appraIsal report anly my own personal urstd, arid prolenninrral analysis, optnuu and corxfttslcns, wirklr are sakfreri andy to the cailbrgeni
anti Emldrrg conditIons specified 10 his teem.

4. I hive em preetel or prospecbne irdensel hi h properly dad is lIre oubfrcl to Lids repeeL and I Inane no present or prospective persona) hilereit or bIas with,
respect to Lire partkkant 10 the beiviaidba I oaf bear, either politely or carrdelety, my analysts arWor the estimato 01 marital value to Lire appraisal report
en tIre rem, c, rethi)on, see, tnanrdsip, tarrdtat status, at naltana! origin at edlare the pmepectlve owners or occupeats at riw sub4ecl property or of the present
owners or occupants 01 the pesperlies 10 the vicInity at the subject property.

S. I have roe Insect at amnilemptaled future hitereol en the subject property, aM sedenemy ouTed or lottie ernnpfuymerrt nor my cunpenoadan (or pertamisg this
appraisal is canttiigernl on Urn appraised vitae 01 tIm property,

6,
r altukanenl of a spocitrc nasal, or lIne xctnnence at a seibsenprerd event hr order to recant my catnpueratten aesl,’ae eirrplapnent for pseharntng Lire appraIsaL I
dat not best the appraisal lapel on a eerprest.nd mfrdrrsern valuilken, a specitte ysbealket or the send to 4Ianf a ipedic erolgeQa lean.

7. I pertomend this appraisal be cordomify wi the Unitoem Standish ref Ptoteitiirri Appaisil Prztke trot wore adopted aral aonarIgalaeI by Lisa Appraise’
Standards BounI of 11w I.4rprainal Frrwolatam oral dm01 were hi dscz as of tIm altndlee date at dde appraisal, wIth the eseepthsn at the deçtartrta provIsion cd Inane
Standards, ad*h dote ant y. I acfrsareviedge dad are estimate of a reenonutrie levee Ice esposure he Lie open nantd Is a coroo em Ire defrr at market vales
oral the estimate I developed Is coeviheent we lIre sonkrfkrç lIme recIte) 10 tee neigimbothood aecdem rat thIs mIni, urdeui I tune otherwise sLated to the
rnconcthation incline.

I I have personally lespedad the bdezbe id ortarh eves at the subject properly aM the enlartan at at properties trIed as corrgraee)uei Li the epprehel report
ttwthorceritly that I leave evatnet airy eppotni or Inoewn adverse corstiiaos in lee sat4mt brepraneeresru, iii tee subject eIt, or on army ode wrbn lIes beesrealade
vicInity at the oathjuct property at e4’ I ore aware oral have remade aduotrmmeds tor these adverse corbena hr my analyst, at flee property vabia to the eaSseil that

had rnastcet esbiera 10 Saigpsd there. I bee also coonirentod about the effect 01 the adverse coesfioein rae the martelattiflly 01 - sobecl property.

9 I peesanatty prepared at coeeclusinna seal oFitmions about the real estate thai wore set torte in the eppnelnat report II I reLied on ord!eairt proleoskenal
assistera train any haMitral or In3vtaus he the perlemsance of the app-thea) en the preparation eel Ira appraisal report, I hue named serde indatdoil(a) end
disctosed the specele teaks pn?eemvd by risen hi the esconcfiotkar arcyot, 01 tfds appraisal report I caddy teif any heittetebjit so remned 10 qusanad 10 peeloem
the lanka. I trio, riot authorized anyone to nwhe a c*uarço to army Item a, the report tereolore, it as weaefltmliard change Is made to Itre appraisal report I ,itl take
no resprsaesilry fun it

SUPERVISORY APPRAISER’S CERUFICATION: II a supervisory appaiaee IlFied the appraisal report, he or she cuddles arid eprees that,
I itfrectly supervise tIre appraisal wIre, prepoed the appraIsal report, have reaiewtd Lirn appratsid report, aprea wIth the itaternerets we) coredintasa 01 the appraiser.
agree to be bound by lIre appraiser’s cartfrcaltaeeo eurrrbnead 4 through 7 etsova, anti am lahing tad ‘espoiohioy Irjr the appraisal and the apewahal repent

ADDRESS OF PROPERtY APPRAISED: glen 1ST AVtNUE NORTH. ST PETERSBURG. Fl, 33713

APPRAISER:

_______

SUPERVPRAISERV
if required):

Signature: _ Sigrrslur -

_________

Neesror DO%.’ D J. TERRAv1A Narm: RONALDW. BRAOJN, MAt
Date Sigireri: Sir 0r20’ n Dote jned: GirCaaoia
Stats Cejtaitcalieee #: CERT GEN R124an Slate C tubas, 0: CER1’ GER RZ1761
orSteteUcenue#

__________________________

arSlatstkenoe#

______________________

State FL Slate. FL,
EspbsIl:’ Dale of Certitleetoen or I,ense: 111T4 Eoptretisen Date ret Certificatom or Icarus 11114

EJ oat oat Not haeut Peopeety

Irritate Mac Form 439 6-ttt Page 2012 Fared. Me. Peers 10046 6.93
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CERTIFICATION

We Certify that, to the best of our knowledge aud belief:

• The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct

* The reported analysis, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions and
limiting conditions, and are our personal, impartial and unbiased professional analyses, opinions.
and conclusions.

We have no present or prospective interest in the property thi is the s.bject of this report.
ard no personal interest with respect to the parties involved.

* We have rio bias with respect to the property that is the subject of this appraisal report or to the
ties involved with this assignment.

‘ Our engagement in this assignment was not contngent upon developing or reporting predcterm”ed
results.

* Our compensation for completing this asignment is not contingent upon thc development or
reporting of a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the causc of the client, the
amount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence ofa subsequent
event directly related to the intended use of this appraisal.

* We have performed no services, as an appraiseror in any other capacity, reg’rding the property thnt
is the subject of this report within the three year period immediately preceding acceptance of ths
ass gnment.

• The reported analyses, opinions and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared,
in conformity with the requirements of the Code ofProfcssional Ethics & Sm dards of Professional
Appraisal Practice of the Appr&sal Institute.

• The reported analyses. opinions arid conclusions were developed, and Lbs report h’s been prepared.
in conformity with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

The use of this report is subject to the requirements of the Appraisal Institute relating to review by
its d:ily authorized representatives.

* No ore provded significant real propertyappraisal assistance to the person sigoi:gthis certification.

• Donald J. Terrana inspected the subject property, analyzed the data and prepared the value
cone his on.

As of the date of this report, Ronald W. Bra ri, MAt hss completed the cont ‘:ig educaticn
program of the Appraisal Institute.

ic:______

_____________Date:J/Y//

Ronald W. Brau’i, MAt &nald J. Terrana
CcrtGen RZI76I CertGen P22486
Liccnsed Real Estate Broker Licensed Real Este Salesman



APPRAISER QUALIFICATIONS

RONALD W. BRAUN

EDUCATION: Bachelor of Science, Business Administration 1973
University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida
Graduate School of Banking of the South
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, LA

PROFESSIONAL
ASSOCIATIONS: Member Appraisal Institute - MA! - 1995

Certificate # 10698

APPRAISAL
COURSES: USPAP Core Law UpdateI2OI2

National USPAPt2OI2
Commercial Appraisal Productivity Semmar/20l 2
Discounted Cash Flow Modelt2Ol I
Supervisor Trainee Roles & Rules/2010
REO Appraisal: Appraisal of Residential Property Foreclosure/2009
Business Practices and EthicsI2009
Commercial Appraisal Engagement & Review Seminar/2009
Property Tax Assessmentsl2009
Subdivision Valuation/2009
Maintaining Control: Dealing w/Client Pressurel2008
Developing & Growing an Appraisal PracticeJ2008
USPAP Standards & Ethics/2006
Business Practices & Ethics/2005
Market Analysis & Site To Do Business/2005
Attacking & Defending An Appraisal In Litigation/2003
State of the Valuation Professionl200l

MEMBERSHIPS: St. Petersburg Chamber of Commerce
Leadership Florida Alumni

FLORIDA
REGISTRATION: Cert Gee RZ1761

Licensed Real Estate Broker #0351969

EXPERIENCE: McCormick, Braun, and Seaman
1996 to Present

Glenn E. McCormick Company, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida
Senior Vice Presidern/199 I - 1995

P.S.C.U. Service Centers, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida
Executive Vice President/1988 - 1990

Citiiens and Southern National Bank, St. Petersburg, Florida
Retail Division Manager/1973 - 1988
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The CERTIFIED GENERAL APPRAISER
Named below IS CERTIFIED t I
UDder the proviion of Cheptet 47S FS.
Expiration date: NOV 30, 2014

BRAUN, RONALD W
1262 DR. !4LE JR. STREET NORTR
ST PETERSBURG Fl, 3370

RICK SCOTT KEN LAWSON
GOVERNOR SECRETARYDISPLAY AS REQUIRED BY LAW



APPRAISER OUALWICATIONS

DONALD J. TERRANA

EDUCATION: Bachelor of Arts, 1981
University of South Florida, St. Petersburg, Florida
Cook School of Real Estate, F.R.E.C. Course I

APPRAISAL
COURSES: National USPAP Update Course/2010

Florida State Law for Real Estate Appraisers/2010
Florida Supervisor Trainee Roles & RuIesl2OIO
Introduction to Expert Witness Testimony/2010
Ad Valorem Tac Consultation/2010
How to Analyze & Value Income Properties/20l0
Cost Approach/2008
Florida Dirty DozenI2008
Florida Disclosures & Disclaimers/2006
Fannie Mac Revisions & The Appraiscr/2005
Factory-Built HousingF2004
National USPAP Update Equivalent/2004
Florida Laws & Rcgulations/2004
Certified General Appraisal Course 3/AB flh)Junc2000
Residential Course 11/AB 11/November/I 999
Residential Course U/AR IIB!Novcmber/1999
FREAB Licensed Residential Appraisals AR 1/1 996

FLORIDA
REGISTRATIONS: Ccii Gcn R22486

Licensed Real Estate Salesman #0494132

EMPLOYMENT: McCormick, Braun, & Seaman
Staff Appraiser
September 1996 - Present
St. Petersburg, Florida

Special Magistrate to the Pinellas County
Value Adjustment Board
2007-Present

Appraisal’s Inc.
December 2007 - Present
St. Petersburg, Florida

Keller Williams/Landmark Realty
Septanbcr 2000 - March 2005
St. Petersburg, Florida
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A VACANT RESIDENTIAL LOT

LOCATED AT:
2245 1ST AVENUE NORTH

ST PETERSBURG, Fl. 33713

FOR:
MS DIANE BOZICH

REAl. ESTATE AND PROPERW MANAI3EMENTICITY OF ST PETERSBURG
P.O. BOX 2842

ST PETERSBURG. Fl. 33731

AS OF:
JUNE 7. 2013

BY:
DOIIALO J. TERRANA

STATE - CERTiFIED GENERAL
REAL ESTATE APPRAISER
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CERTIFICATION

We Certify that, to the best of our knowledge and belief:

The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

* The reported analysis, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions andlimiting conditions, and are ot.r personal. impartial and unbiased professwnal analyses, opinions.and conclusions.

We have no present or prospcctie interest in ilte property tli t is 11’e sLb3ect of ths report.and no personal interest w:h respect to the parties involved.

* We have no bias with respect to the property th’t is the sLbjec of this appraisal report or to thep: rtics involvcd with this assgnmertt.

• Our engagement in this assignment was not contingent upon develop’g or reporting predeter;. medresults.

• Our compensation for completing this assignment is nos contingent upon the development orreporting of a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of the client, theamount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequentevent directly related to the intended use of this appraisal.
* We have performed no services, as an appraiser or in any other capacity, regardingthe property thatis the subject of this report within the three year period immediately precedir.g acceptance of thisaignmcnt.

• The reported analyses, opinions and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared.in conformity with the requirements of the Code of Professional Ethics & Stadrrds of ProfessionalAppraisal Practice of the Appraisal Institute.

The reported analyses, opinions a::d conclusions were developed, and this report his been piipared,in conformity with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

* The use of this report is subject to the reqiirements of the Appraisal Institute rc!ating to rcvirw byits duly authorized representatives.

* Nane provided significantreal property appraisal assstance tothe person signing this certificst;on.
* Donald 3. Terrana inspected the subject property, aalyzed the data and prepared the valveconclusion.

• As of the date of this report, Ronald W. Bran, MAt has completed the continung ed_cationprogram of the Appraisal Institute.

___________Date:_____

Ronald W. rauii, MAI anald J TerranaCcii Gen RZI76I CertGen RZ2486Licensed Real Esite Brokr Licensed Real Estate Salesman
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Resolution No. 2014 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,

OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SELL THE TFIREE (3)

SURPLUS, UNIMPROVED CITY-OWNED

PARCELS LOCATED AT APPROXIMATELY 2201

FIRST AVENUE NORTH, 2245 FIRST AVENUE

NORTH AND 2163 FIRST AVENUE NORTH, ST.

PETERSBURG, TO NICK PAVONETI’I FOR

$290,000, AND TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS

NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE SAME; AND

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHREAS, Real Estate and Property Management Department received an offer

from Nick Pavonetti (“Buyer”) to purchase the three (3) surplus unimproved City-owned

parcels located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First Avenue North and 2163

First Avenue North, St. Petersburg (“Property”), which are not contiguous; and

WHEREAS, the Buyer’s proposed plan is to build sixteen (16) townhomes on two

(2) of the parcels and a single-family home on one (1) of the parcels; and

WHEREAS, the Buyer has been directly involved in the development of several

townhome, condominium and single-family home development projects; and

WHEREAS, some of the condominium and townhome projects include the

Victory Lofts and Grand Central on Kennedy in the Channel District in Tampa, Station Square

in Downtown Clearwater and Central 16 in St. Petersburg; and

WHEREAS, in April 1999, the City’s Housing and Community Development

Department (“Housing”) entered into an agreement with the Asian Family & Community

Empowerment Center, Inc. (“FACE”), to use U.S. Department of Housing and Urban

Development (“HUD”) Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) funds to acquire the

former SPIFFS property, which is the Property that is the subject of this transaction; and

WHEREAS, over the years, Asian FACE offered a variety of services to persons

within the community; however, in 2005, they informed the City that their resources had

declined which impacted their ability to continue to provide services to the community and

requested to convey the Property to the City; and

WHEREAS, subsequently, Asian FACE conveyed the Property to the City via

deed in lieu of foreclosure in May 2006; and

WHEREAS, in August 2012, Housing received a letter from HLJD requesting the

City to close the CDBG project related to the Property; and

CM 140501 —2 RE CUy to Pavonetti 1” Ave N Parcels 00192652 .doc I



WHEREAS, at the September 20, 2012 meeting, City Council approved a

supplemental appropriation from the unappropriated balance of the Housing Capital

Improvement Program to the CDBG Reimbursement Program Strategy Project, which satisfied

HLfD’s request to close the project and unencumbered the Property from the imposed federal

restrictions; and

WHEREAS, in October 2012, the Property was declared surplus real estate after

appropriate City Departments were queried; arid

WHEREAS, the Property is unimproved Parcel No. 1 has lot dimensions of

±148.4 ft. x 127 ft. for a land area of ±18,847 sq. ft.; Parcel No. 2 has lot dimensions of ±45 ft. x 127

ft. for a lot area of ±5,715 sq. ft.; and Parcel No. 3 has lot dimensions of ±101.5 ft. x 127 ft. for a lot

area of ±12,891 sq. ft.; and

WHEREAS, the parcels are zoned CRT-1 (Corridor Residential Traditional

District); and

WHEREAS, the three (3) parcels are legally described as follows:

Parcel No. 1: Lots 14, 15, & 16, Block 18,
ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.
Parcel I.D. No. 23/31/16/78390/018/0140
Approximate Street Address: 2201 First Avenue North

Parcel No.2: Lot 11, Block 18, ST. PETERSBURG INVESTMENT CO. SUB.

Parcel I.D. No.: 23/31/16/78390/018/0110
Approximate Street Address: 2245 First Avenue North

Parcel No.3: Lots 55 & 56, ROYAL PALM PARK
Parcel I.D. No.: 24/31/16/77328/000/0550
Approximate Street Address: 2163 First Avenue North; and

WHEREAS, on June 7, 2013, the Property was appraised by McCormick, Braun &

Seaman, who indicated the estimated value of the three (3) assembled parcels if sold to a single

buyer to be $285,000 and on February 26, 2014, the Property was appraised by R & W

Enterprises, Inc., who indicated the estimated value of the three (3) assembled parcels if sold to

a single buyer to be $290,000, which is the contract price; and

WHEREAS, the three (3) parcels were each appraised individually with values

that represent the unassembled retail market value if sold to three (3) separate buyers and the

appraiser’s also valued the three (3) parcels as assembled, which represents a value less than the

unassembled individual parts; and
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WHEREAS, the $285,000 value represents a discount of the unassembled retail
market value by 25% and the $290,000 value represents a discount of the unassembled retail
market value by 30%; and

WHEREAS, it is consistent with the concept of the economies of scale that in the
market place a discount is applied to the retail market value when selling property as an
unassembled unit to a single buyer; and

WHEREAS, the Buyer is acquiring all three (3) parcels; therefore, the Property is
being sold as assembled for the market value of $290,000; and

WHEREAS, according to Billing and Collections Special Assessment and Utility
Liens records, there are no City liens against the Buyer.

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 three (3) surplus.
unimproved City-owned parcels located at approximately 2201 First Avenue North, 2245 First
Avenue North and 2163 First Avenue North, St. Petersburg, as legally described above, to Nick
Pavonetti for $290,000; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Designee) Bffit E. Gt-Les, Director
Legal. 00192652.doc V. 1 leal Estate and Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bifi Dudley, Chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to grant a Public Utility
Easement to Duke Energy, Florida, Inc. d/b/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation, for the
installation, operation and maintenance of electrical service for the City-owned land just east of the
City’s Northeast Wastewater Treatment facility located at 1160 — 62nd Avenue Northeast, St.
Petersburg which is leased to American Towers Inc. for the operation of a Cell Tower Facility; and
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: Real Estate & Property Management received a request from Duke Energy,
Florida, Inc. d/b/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation (“Duke Energy”), a Public Utility Easement
(“Easement”) (also referred to by Duke Energy as a “Distribution Easement - Corporate”), within the City-
owned land just east of the City’s Northeast Wastewater Treatment facility located at 1160—62nd
Avenue Northeast, St. Petersburg, which is leased to American Towers Inc. for the operation of a
Cell Tower Facility.

The Easement is legally described as follows:

A 5-foot wide strip of land to be used for electric easement purposes located in Section 32,
Township 30 South, Range 17 East, Pinellas County, Florida and being part of a parent tract shown
as Lot 1, Block 1, NE WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY, in Plat Book 135, Pages 71—74. The
sidelines of said easement lying 2.5 feet on either side of the following described centerline:

Commence at the Northwest corner of said Lot 1, thence S.00°02’34”W., along the
East line of said Lot 1, also being the East line of said Section 32, a distance of 79.00
feet; thence departing said East line N.89°57’26”W., a distance of 108.75 feet to a
point on the North line of the existing Tower Compound Lease Area and the Point
of Beginning of the aforesaid centerline; thence N.00°31’18”W., a distance of 53.49
feet; thence N.19°34’46”E., a distance of 6.62 feet to the South right of way of 62
Avenue N.E. and the Point of Terminus.

Containing 300.5 square feet, more or less.

The Easement wifi provide for the installation, operation and maintenance of electrical service
improvements and related facilities at the Cell Tower Facility.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached

resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to grant a Public Utility Easement to Duke
Energy, Florida, Inc. d/b/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation, for the installation, operation and

CM 140501—3 RE Duke Energy Easeinent-Arnericrn, Towers 00192642.doc



maintenance of electrical service for the City-owned land just east of the City’s Northeast
Wastewater Treatment facffity located at 1160— 62nd Avenue Northeast, St. Petersburg, which is
leased to American Towers Inc. for the operation of a Cell Tower Facility, and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate sante; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration and Resolution

N/A

APPROVALS: Administration:

Budget:

Legal:

---

N/A

t
(As to consistency w/attached legal documents)

Legal: 00192642.doc v.1

CM 140501.- 3 RE Duke Ener’ij Ea.emcnt-Aruerkan Towers00192642doc 2
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Resolution No.: 2014 -

______

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO GRANT A PUBLIC UTILITY
EASEMENT TO DUKE ENERGY, FLORIDA, INC.
DJB/A DUKE ENERGY, A FLORIDA
CORPORATION, FOR THE INSTALLATION,
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF
ELECTRICAL SERVICE FOR THE CiTY-OWNED
LAN]) JUST EAST OF THE CITY’S NORTHEAST
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACIUTY LOCATED
AT 1160 - 62ND AVENUE NORTHEAST, ST.
PETERSBURG, WHICH IS CURRENTLY LEASED
TO AMERICAN TOWERS INC. FOR THE
OPERATION OF A CELL TOWER FACILITY; AND
TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Real Estate & Property Management received a request from Duke
Energy, Florida, Inc. d/b/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation (“Duke Energy”), a Public Utility
Easement (“Easement”) (also referred o by Duke Ener,ij as a “Distribution Easement - Corporate”),
within the City-owned land just east of the City’s Northeast Wastewater Treatment facffity located
at 1160—62nd Avenue Northeast, St. Petersburg, which is currently leased to American Towers Inc.
for the operation of a Cell Tower Facility; and

WHEREAS, the Easement is legally described as follows:

A 5-foot wide strip of land to be used for electric easement purposes located
in Section 32, Township 30 South, Range 17 East, Pinellas County, Florida
and being part of a parent tract shown as Lot 1, Block 1, NE WATER
RECLAMATION FACrL1TY, in Plat Book 135, Pages 71—74. The sidelines
of said easement lying 2.5 feet on either side of the following described
centerline:

Commence at the Northwest corner of said Lot 1, thence
S.00°02’34”W., along the East line of said Lot 1, also being the East
line of said Section 32, a distance of 79.00 feet; thence departing said
East line N.89°57’26”W., a distance of 108.75 feet to a point on the
North line of the existing Tower Compound Lease Area and the
Point of Beginning of the aforesaid centerline; thence N.00°31’18”W.,
a distance of 53.49 feet; thence N.19°34’46”E., a distance of 6.62 feet
to the South right of way of 62nd Avenue N.E. and the Point of
Terminus.

Containing 300.5 square feet, more or less; and

CM 140501—3 RE Duke Energy Easement-American Towers 001926424oc



WHEREAS, the Easement will provide for the installation, operation and
maintenance of electrical service improvements and related facilities at the Cell Tower Facility.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor, or his Designee, is hereby authorized, to grant a Public Utility
Easement to Duke Energy, Florida, Inc. dfb/a Duke Energy, a Florida corporation, for the
installation, operation and maintenance of electrical service for the City-owned land just east of the
City’s Northeast Wastewater Treatment facility located at 1160 — 62nd Avenue Northeast, St.
Petersburg, which is currently leased to American Towers Inc. for the operation of a Cell Tower
Facility; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Designee) ce Ettrimes, Director
Legal: 00192642.doc v.1 Real Estate & Property Management
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY (OUNCI L

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

l’O: City Council Chair & Members of City Council

SUBJECT:

Accepting a grant from the National Recreation & Park Association (‘NRPA) in the amount
of $3 I ,200 to support the City’s Out—of—School Time healthy food access and nutritional
literacy programs authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a grant agreement and all
other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction with NRPA; approving a
supplemental appropriation in the amount of $3 I ,200 from the increase in the unappropriated
balance of the General Fund (0001), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Parks &
Recreation Department; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION:

The National Recreation & Park Association (NRPA) invited the City of St. Petersburg Parks
& Recreation Department to participate in a program to support the City’s Out-of-School
Time healthy food access and nutritional literacy programs. NRPA has awarded the City of
St. Petersburg funding to provide support through marketing, advertising, nutritional
education, physical education and family events.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends that the City Council adopt the attached resolution
accepting a grant from the National Recreation & Park Association (NRPA) in the amount of
$3 I ,200 to support the City’s Out-of-School Time healthy food access and nutritional literacy
programs; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a grant agreement and all other
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction with NRPA; approving a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $3 1 ,200 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of
the General Fund (0001), resulting from these additional revenues, to the Parks & Recreation
Department; and providing an efiBctive date

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:

Revenues of $31,200 will be received from the National Recreation &Park Association. A
supplemental appropriation in the amount of $3 1,200 from the increase in the unappropriated
balance of the General Fund (0001). resulting from these additional revenues, to the Parks &
Recreation Department, Parks & Recreation Administration (190-1573) is required.

ATTACI-IMENTS: Resolution

APPROVALS:

Administration: .7’ Budget:_________

V2 92908



RI SOI iuIiON NO. 2014—

A RES(.)IAJI’ION ACCEP1’ING A (iRAN’l’ FROM Ii IE
NAIIONAL RECREATION & PARK ASSOCIATION
(NRPA) IN ‘Ii IF AMOUN’I’ OF $31,200 TO SUPPORT
I’I IF CITYS OUT-OF-SCIIOOL TIME HEALTI IY
lOODACCESS ANI) NUTRITIONAL LITERACY
PROGRAMS; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR TIES
I)FSIGNEF TO EXECUTE A GRANT AGREEMENT
AND ALL OilIER DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE TillS TRANSACTION WITI-[ NRPA;
APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
IN THE AMOUNT OF $31,200 FROM THE INCREASE
IN THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF TI-IE
GENERAL FUND (0001), RESULTING FROM TI-IESE
ADDITIONAL REVENUES, TO THE PARKS &
RECREATION DEPARTMENT; AND PROVIDENG AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

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

WI-IBREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Parks & Recreation Department applied for and
was awarded a grant from the National Recreation & Park Association in the amount of $3 1,200 to
provide funding to support the City’s Out-of-School Time healthy food access and nutritional literacy
programs.

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 accept a grant from the National
Recreation & Park Association NRPA) in the amount of $31,200 to support the City’s Out-of-School
Time healthy food access and nutritional literacy programs and to execute a grant agreement and all
other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction with NRPA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that there is hereby approved from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the General Fund (0001), resulting from these additional revenues, the
ibliowing supplemental appropriation for fiscal year 2014:

General Fund (0001)
Parks & Recreation Department, Parks & Recreation
Administration (190-1573) $31,200

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

I!
Administration:”)I-# 1’-

Approvals:

V2 I29O9



ST. PETERSBI.JRG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: 1-lonorable Bill Dudley. Chair of Council, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor to enter into an Interlocal Agreement with the City of
Pinellas Park authorizing the City of Pinellas Park to provide temporary water and
wastewater service to the Pinellas County Grease Service Facility.

EXPLANATION: Pinellas County constructed a Grease Service Facility in 2004, at which
time, St. Petersburg entered into an Interlocal Agreement with the City of Pinellas Park
(“Pinellas Park”) to provide water and wastewater service to the facility. Although the Grease
Service Facility is within St. Petersburg’s municipal boundaries and within St. Petersburg’s
water and wastewater service area, our utility services were not available to serve that facility.
Pinellas Park owns and operates an adjacent water distribution and wastewater collection system.
St. Petersburg requested Pinellas Park to serve the Grease Service Facility on a temporary basis.
The Interlocal Agreement which authorizes Pinellas Park to provide water and wastewater
service to the Grease Service Facility expires on June 23, 2014. The City would like to enter into
a new Interlocal Agreement authorizing Pinellas Park to continue to provide water and
wastewater service to the Grease Service Facility for an additional 10 year term. The proposed
agreement gives St. Petersburg the right to provide water and wastewater service to the Grease
Service Facility upon expiration of the Agreement or at an earlier date, upon providing advance
notice to Pinellas Park.

Administration recommends authorizing the Mayor to enter into an Interlocal Agreement with
Pinellas Park authorizing them to provide temporary water and wastewater service to the Pinellas
County Grease Service Facility.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: No funds are necessary.

ATTACHED: Resolution/Agreement

APPROVALS:

Administration Budget
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A RESOI A II1ON AU11 IORI7JNG TI Hi MAYOR
l’() liNI’liR INFO AN IN’IiiRLOC’AI.
AGRI ii iMI iNT Will I ‘Ii Iii CITY OF PINELLAS
PARK Al. ill IORIZING TI IF CITY oP
PINE! A AS PARK TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
WAlER ANT) WASTEWA’I’ER SERVICE TO
TI iii PINIiLLAS COUNTY GREASE SERVICE
PAC’Ili’l’Y; ANT) PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WhEREAS, Pinellas County constructed a Grease Service Facility (“Grease
I2acility”) in 2004; and

WHEREAS, the Grease Facility is located within St. Petersburg’s municipal
boundaries and within St. Petersburg’s water and wastewater service areas; and

WI-IEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg entered into an Interlocal Agreement with
the City of Pinellas Park (“Pinellas Park”) in 2004 to provide water and wastewater service to the
Grease Facility on a temporary basis; and

WI-TEREAS, the current Interlocal Agreement with Pinellas Park to serve the
Grease Facility expires on June 23, 2014; and

WI-JEREAS, St. Petersburg currently is unable to serve the Grease Facility; and

WHEREAS, St. Petersburg has requested Pinellas Park to continue to provide
water and wastewater service to the Grease Facility on a temporary basis for up to ten additional
years;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor is authorized to enter into an Interlocal Agreement with the
City of Pinellas Park authorizing the City of Pinellas Park to provide temporary water and
wastewater service to the Pinellas County Grease Service Facility.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL:

Ki Streeter, Assistant City Attorney
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR WATER
AND WASTEWATER SERVICE

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this day of

________,

2014, by and
between THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, a municipal corporation of the State of
Florida, hereinafter referred to as “St. Petersburg”, and THE CITY OF PINELLAS PARK, a
municipal corporation of the State of Florida hereinafter referred to as “Pinellas Park”, both in
the County of Pinellas, State of Florida.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, this Agreement encompasses the following described real property owned
by Pinellas County, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, which is located within
St. Petersburg’s municipal boundaries and within St. Petersburg’s water and wastewater service
areas; hereinafter referred to as “Property”:

Legal Description:

That portion of Lot 2, Block I, Pinellas Resource Recovery Unit 1, as recorded in Plat Book 101,
Page 22 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida lying in Section 14, Township 30
South. Range I 6 East, Pinellas County, Florida being further described as follows:

Commence at the southwest corner of Lot 2, Block I of said Pinellas Resource Recovery Unit I;
thence N.00°16’17”E., 1,128.43 feet along the west boundary of said Lot 2. Block I and the east
right-of-way line of 28th Street North to the point of beginning; thence continue along said east
line, N.00°16’17”E., 260.89 feet; thence leaving said line, S.89°56’08”E., 260.89 feet to a
curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 150.00 feet; thence northeasterly along said
curve, 129.04 feet through a central angle of 49°17’18” (chord bearing N.65°25’13”E., 125.09
feet) to a compound curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 292.00 feet; thence
northeasterly along said curve. 214.09 feet through a central angle of 42°00’36” (chord bearing
N.l9°46’16”E., 209.33 feet); thence non-tangent. S.89°56’08”E., 338.59 feet; thence
S.00°03’52”W. 532.48 feet; thence west. 532.42 feet; thence north, 10.00 feet; thence west, 49.62
feet; thence north. 10.22 feet; thence west, 202.66 feet to the point of beginning. Containing
7.163 acres more or less.

WHEREAS, Pinellas Park recognizes St. Petersburg’s right to provide water service and
wastewater service to the Property; and

WHEREAS, Pinellas County has constructed a Grease Service Facility on the Property in
close proximity to an existing County Resource Recovery Facility; and

WHEREAS, Pinellas Park owns and operates a water distribution system and a
wastewater collection system which currently serve the County Resource Recovery Facility and
which have sufficient capacity to provide water and wastewater treatment services to the
Property; and
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WHEREAS, St. Petersburg has requested that Pinellas Park provide water and

wastewater service to the Property for an interim period of time; and

WHEREAS, St. Petersburg and Pinellas Park entered into an Interlocal Agreement dated

June 14, 2002 which will expire on June 23, 2014; and

WHEREAS, St. Petersburg and Pinellas Park have agreed to enter into a new Interlocal

Agreement authorizing Pinellas Park to continue to provide water service and wastewater service

to the Property on an interim basis in order to provide such services to a Grease Service Facility

owned and operated by Pinellas County, Florida;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises herein contained, and for

other good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged by the parties, it

is agreed by and between the parties as follows:

1. The above recitals are hereby incorporated into this Agreement and made a part hereof.

2. Pinellas Park shall own, operate, and maintain all necessary lines and appurtenances

required to provide a water service and wastewater service to the Property until such time as St.

Petersburg has water and wastewater service available.

3. Any additional points of connection for water service and wastewater service to the

Property shall be reviewed and approved by the St. Petersburg City Engineer in writing prior to

construction.

4. Except for the Grease Service Facility constructed on the Property, Pinellas Park shall not

permit any other structures, buildings, or facilities located on the Property to connect to the

interim lines and appurtenances providing water and wastewater service to the Property.

5. Pinellas Park shall establish and collect all rates, charges and applicable public service

taxes for water provided and for the transmission, treatment, and disposal of wastewater received

from the Property. St. Petersburg shall not be responsible for the collection of any charges billed

to the Grease Service Facility.

6. This Agreement shall not prevent St. Petersburg from levying special assessments and

other charges upon the Property, imposed in connection with the future construction and

expansion of water and wastewater systems necessary to serve the Property.

7. St. Petersburg specifically reserves the right to provide water service and wastewater

service to the Property upon expiration of this Agreement or upon providing notice to Pinellas

Park in accordance with paragraph 8.

8. If St. Petersburg intends to provide either, water service, wastewater service or both to

the Property, St. Petersburg shall notify Pinellas Park in writing at least six (6) months in

advance of its decision to provide such service to the Property, unless the Parties mutually agree

upon a shorter time frame. Upon such notification, Pinellas Park shall take such steps as
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necessary to abandon and remove any Pinellas Park pipes or appurtenant structures providing
such services to the Property.

9. This Agreement shall become effective immediately upon execution by both parties and
shall remain in effect for a period often (10) years or until such time as St. Petersburg has
extended water service and wastewater service to the Property, whichever occurs first.

10. Pinellas Park shall be responsible for ensuring that users of its wastewater system located
on the Property obtain any required industrial pretreatment permits in accordance with an
approved Industrial Pretreatment Program.

11. This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties, their successors, assigns, and legal
representatives. Neither party shall assign or otherwise transfer any of its rights or duties under
this Agreement without the express prior written consent of the other party.

12. This Agreement embodies the entire agreement between the parties relating to water
service and wastewater service for the Property. There are no promises, terms, conditions or
allegations other than those contained herein, and this document shall supersede all previous
communications, representations, and/or agreements, whether written or verbal between the
parties hereto. This Agreement may be modified only in writing executed by both parties. This
Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which, if properly executed by the
parties, shall be considered an original.

13. All notices, requests, and other communications which are required or permitted pursuant
to this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been duly given or delivered
personally when sent by facsimile or when mailed, registered or certified, first-class postage pre
paid as set forth below.

If to St. Petersburg, to:

Office of the Mayor
City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, FL 3373 1-2842

with a copy to:

City Attorney
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, FL 33731
If to Pinellas Park, to:

Utilities Director
City of Pinellas Park P.O. Box 1100
Pinellas Park, FL 33780-1100
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with a copy to:

City Attorney
P.O. Box 1100
Pinellas Park, FL 33780-1100

Either party may change the persons and addresses to which notices or other communications are
to be sent to it by giving written notice of any such change in the manner provided herein for
giving notice.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed
on the day and year first above written.

ATTEST CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

By:

______________________________

By:_______________________________
Eva Andujar Richard Kriseman
City Clerk Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

.
By:

________________________

Kim Streeter (designee)

ATTEST:
By:

______________________________

By:_______________________________
City Clerk Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

By:

_________________________

City Attorney

.
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1,2074

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

Subject: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute agreements not to exceed
$800,000, with New Vista Builders Group, LLC., Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar Construction Inc. as
primary contractors and Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing Contractor, lnc, and Kickler Group LLC,
as secondary contractors for the Jamestown Apartments and Townhouses Renovations, Phase III Project
(Engineering Project No. 11237-119, Oracle No. 14212); and all other documents necessary to effectuate
this resolution; and providing an effective date.

Explanation: The Procurement Department received Statements of Qualifications (SOQ) from five (5)
General Contractors for the City’s consideration in the selection of three (3) General Contractors to
perform work on the Jamestown Apartments and Townhouses Renovations Project Phase Ill. There are
currently fifty-five (55) units in the Jamestown Apartment Complex that were constructed in 1977. Eight
(8) units were fully renovated in Phase I. An additional eight (8) units were partially renovated in Phase II.
The scope of work includes the systematic renovation of the remaining thirty-nine (39) un-renovated
apartment units. The additional eight (8) units that have been previously partially renovated, will have
window and door replacement work along with electrical upgrades. The three selected General
Contractors are New Vista Builders Group, LLC., Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar Construction Inc. The
remaining two General Contractors, Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing Contractor, Inc and Kickler
Group LLC are selected as Alternates in the event one of the three primary contractors is unable to
perform the work.

The City issued an Request for Qualifications (RQU) to select a minimum of three qualified General
Contractors who will be given the opportunity to bid on separately identified units. The City developed a
detailed list and specifications of all the improvements contemplated with the anticipation that not every
unit would require the same level of improvements. The selected General Contractors will be provided
the final set of plans as well as the menu of detailed project elements. Once the City assembles the units
to be renovated, each of the selected General Contractors will walk through the units with the City staff
and mutually agree upon the specific scope of work to be performed on each unit. The selected General
Contractors will provide a final price proposal to the City based on the project specifications for the
agreed upon scope of work. The proposal will include the cost of the work plus the General Contractor’s
overhead and profit based on the number of units to be renovated, schedule for the work and any other
items agreed to by all parties in advance. Individual quotes will be obtained from all three General
Contractors and a Purchase Order will be issued to the lowest responsive bidder with each bid that
exceeds $100,000 presented to City Council for approval prior to commencing the renovations.

The work under Phase III includes selective demolition of all finishes, cabinetry, windows, doors,
appliances, plumbing fixtures, and the Heating, Ventilating, and Air Conditioning (HVAC) equipment and
air distribution system and lighting. The new work includes replacing the HVAC system with a new
energy efficient 15 SEER split system and replacing all the existing fiberboard ductwork. The windows will
be replaced with impact resistant, low-E glazing aluminum casement style windows. New impact
resistant hollow metal doors and the existing sliding glass doors will be replaced with “French Style” doors
of the same approximate size. Bathrooms and kitchens will receive new fixtures, cabinetry, accessories,
and floor finishes. R-30 Glass fiber batt insulation will be added to the attic spaces. New Energy Star
appliances include a refrigerator, electric range with oven and range hood. The new finishes include
vinyl composite plank flooring; skim coating existing drywall and paint all surfaces. The electrical work
includes replacement of the existing panel, new electrical wiring from the meter to the panel and the
addition of arc-fault circuits in each bedroom.

On November 19, 2012, the City Council awarded a contract to New Vista Builders Group in the amount
of $604,100 for the Jamestown Apartments Renovations, Phase I project. The work consisted of
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Jamestown Apartment Renovations, Phase 3
May 1,2014
Page 2

furnishing all labor, materials, tools, equipment and services necessary to fully renovate eight (8)
apartment units. On January 10, 2013, the City Council awarded a contract to Avatar Construction Inc.,
in the amount of $237,823 for the Jamestown Apartments Renovations Phase II. The remaining thirty-
nine (39) units were planned to be renovated once funding was identified. The funding for Phase Ill has
been identified from two sources. HOME funds in the amount of $800,000 are available for the initial
construction. Additional funding of approximately $1.7 million will be required to complete the
renovations. On June 6, 2013, City Council approved a resolution (2013-217) to establish the City’s
intent to provide this funding from the proceeds of future tax-exempt financing.

The contractor will begin work approximately ten calendar days from written Notice to Proceed and is
scheduled to complete the work within 150 consecutive calendar days thereafter. The Qualification
Statements were opened on March 27, 2014 and were reviewed and evaluated for qualifications by a
selection committee including staff from the Engineering & Capital Improvements Department, Downtown
Enterprise Facilities and Housing and Community development. The submissions are tabulated as
follows:

Selected General Contractors
New Vista Builders Group, LLC (Tampa, FL)
Certus Builders Inc. (Tampa, FL)
Avatar Construction Inc. (Lutz, FL)

The Two Alternates General Contractors are:
Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing Contractor, Inc. (Tampa, FL)
Kickler Group LLC (St. Petersburg, FL)

New Vista Builders Group, LLC; Avatar Construction Inc.; and Certus Builders Inc. have met the
specifications, terms and conditions of RQU No. 7581 dated February 25, 2014 . They have satisfactorily
completed similar work for the City, and are all certified SBE firms. The principals of New Vista Builders
Group, LLC are Matthew Carlson, Manager and Lazaro Fernandez, Manager. The principal of Avatar
Construction Inc. is Jayantilal Patel. The principals of Certus Builders Inc. are Dean Sumner, CEO and
Sharon Sumner, CEO.

Recommendation: Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution authorizing the
Mayor or his designee to execute agreements not to exceed $800,000, with New Vista Builders Group,
LLC., Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar Construction Inc. as primary contractors and Reeves Building,
Plumbing and Roofing Contractor, nc, and Kickler Group LLC, as secondary contractors for the
Jamestown Apartments and Townhouses Renovations, Phase III Project (Engineering Project No. 11237-
119, Oracle No. 14212); and all other documents necessary to effectuate this resolution; and providing an
effective date.

CostlFundinglAssessment Information: $800,000 funding has previously been appropriated in the
HOME Program (Fund 1113). Additional funds of approximately $1.7 million will be provided from
proceeds of future tax-exempt financing and will be appropriated in the General Capital Improvement
Fund (Fund 3001 to Jamestown Apartments Renovations, Phase III (14212).

Attachments: Resolution

Budet

Approvals:

Legal; 00193086.doc V.4



A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AGREEMENTS NOT TO EXCEED
$800,000, WITH NEW VISTA BUILDERS GROUP, LLC.,
CERTUS BUILDERS, INC. AND AVATAR CONSTRUCTION INC.
AS PRIMARY CONTRACTORS AND REEVES BUILDING,
PLUMBING AND ROOFING CONTRACTOR, INC., AND
KICKLER GROUP LLC, AS SECONDARY CONTRACTORS FOR
THE JAMESTOWN APARTMENTS AND TOWNHOUSES
RENOVATIONS, PHASE III PROJECT (ENGINEERING
PROJECT NO. 11237-119, ORACLE NO. 14212); AND ALL
OTHER DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
RESOLUTION; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department (‘Department”) received Statements of
Qualifications (“SOQ”) from five (5) General Contractors for the City’s consideration in the
selection of three (3) General Contractors to perform work on the Jamestown Apartments and
Townhouses Renovations Project Phase III; and

WHEREAS, the Department, in conjunction with Engineering & Capital Improvements
Department, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Department and Housing and Community
Department selected New Vista Builders Group, LLC., Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar
Construction Inc. as primary contractors and Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing
Contractor, Inc and Kickler Group LLC as alternate contractors in the event one of the three
primary contractors is unable to perform the work; and

WHEREAS, Phase III renovations will be conducted on separately identified units or
groups of units as determined by the City and each of the three primary contractors (or alternate
contractor(s) if one or more of the primary contractors is unable to perform the work) will be
given the opportunity to bid on the separately identified units or groups of units; and

WHEREAS, the three selected general contractors will be provided the final set of plans
as well as the menu of detailed project elements for each unit or group of units and will walk
through the units with the City staff and mutually agree upon the specific scope of work to be
performed on each unit; and

WHEREAS, each of the three selected contractors will provide a final price proposal to
the City, based on the project specifications for the agreed upon scope of work, which will
include the cost of the work plus the general contractor’s overhead and profit based on the
number of units to be renovated, schedule for the work and any other items agreed to by all
parties in advance; and

WHEREAS, services under the Agreements will be described in the final price proposal
which will become a supplement to the Agreement of the lowest responsive bidder for that unit
or group of units; and
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WHEREAS, a purchase order will be issued to the lowest responsive bidder, with each
bid that exceeds $100,000 presented to City Council for approval prior to commencing the
renovations.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that the Mayor or the Mayor’s designee is authorized to execute agreements not to
exceed $800,000, with New Vista Builders Group, LLC, Certus Builders, Inc. and Avatar
Construction Inc. as primary contractors and Reeves Building, Plumbing and Roofing
Contractor, Inc., and Kickler Group LLC, as secondary contractors for the Jamestown
Apartments and Townhouses Renovations, Phase III Project (Engineering Project No. 11237-
119, Oracle No. 14212) and all other documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.

This Resolution shall take effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

Legal:

________________________________

Administration:

Budget__— L__—
Legal: 00193087.docv. 3
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1,2014

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

SUBJECT: Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to
Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg
and Hayes Cumming Architects, PA in the amount not to exceed $7,500 for
architectural and engineering design services related to the construction phase of the
Jamestown Apartments Renovations Phase III, for a total amount of $106,448.
(Engineering Project No. 11237-119; Oracle No. 14212).

EXPLANATION: On September 23, 2011, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA was
approved by Administration in the amount of $53,568 for design and construction
administration services for the Jamestown Apartment Renovations Phase I Project.
Hayes Cumming Architects, PA developed plans, specifications, bidding documents
and provided construction phase services for the full renovation of the initial eight (8)
units at Jamestown.

On December 12, 2011, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA (Revision 1) was approved by
Administration in the amount of $1,880 for additional field verification services required
due to existing conditions that differed from the available drawings.

On September 4, 2013, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA (Revision No. 2) was approved
by Administration in the amount of $3,500 for additional construction administration
services during the construction phase of the Jamestown Phase I Project.

On October 9, 2013, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA (Revision No. 3) was approved by
Administration in the amount of $40,000 for development of the plans and
specifications for the Jamestown Phase Ill Project. Hayes Cumming Architects, PA
developed detailed specifications combining the results of both Phase I and Phase II
renovations, into a standard set of construction documents to be used by the Phase III
selected general contractors.

Administration recommends authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute
Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA in the amount not to exceed
$7,500, for a total amount of $106,488 for construction administration services.
Revision No. 4 will provide for professional services related to construction phase
assistance and the issuance of any clarifications required to complete the renovations
as intended.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends approval of Amendment No. 1 to
Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg
and Hayes Cumming Architects, PA in the amount not to exceed $7,500 for
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architectural and engineering design services related to the construction phase of the
Jamestown Apartments Renovations Phase Ill, for a total amount of $106,488.

COSTIFUNDINGIASSESSMENT INFORMATION:
appropriated in the Jamestown HOME Program Fund
Renovations Phase Ill Project (14212).

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

APPROVALS:
rq

Funds have been previously
(1113), Jamestown Apartments

I
idget ‘Admii
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE
AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO TASK ORDER NO.
CID-07-08-HCA TO THE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
AND HAYES CUMMING ARCHITECTS, PA IN
THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $7,500 FOR
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING
DESIGN SERVICES RELATED TO THE
CONSTRUCTION PHASE OF THE
JAMESTOWN APARTMENTS RENOVATIONS
PHASE III, FOR A TOTAL AMOUNT OF
$106,448. (ENGINEERING PROJECT NO.
11237-119; ORACLE NO. 14212); AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on September 23, 2011, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA was
approved by Administration in the amount of $53,568 to Hayes Cumming Architects, PA,
for design and construction administration services for the Jamestown Apartment
Renovations Phase I Project; and

WHEREAS, on December 12, 2011, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA
(Revision 1) was approved by Administration in the amount of $1,880 for additional field
verification services required due to existing conditions that differed from the available
drawings; and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2013, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA
(Revision No. 2) was approved by Administration in the amount of $3,500 for additional
construction administration services for the Jamestown Phase I Project; and

WHEREAS, on October 9, 2013, Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA
(Revision No. 3) was approved by Administration in the amount of $40,000 for
development of the plans and specifications for the Jamestown Phase III Project; and

WHEREAS, this Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA in
the amount not to exceed $7,500, for construction administration services will provide for
professional services related to construction phase assistance and the issuance of any
clarifications required to complete the renovations as intended.

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute Amendment No. 1 to
Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg
and Hayes Cumming Architects, PA in the amount not to exceed $7,500 for architectural
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and engineering design services related to the construction phase of the Jamestown
Apartments Renovations Phase Ill, for a total amount not to exceed $106,448 for
services provided pursuant to Task Order No. CID-07-08-HCA (as revised).
(Engineering Project No.11237-119; Oracle No. 14212).

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved by: Approved by:

Legal Department Thomas B. Gibson, P.E.
By: (City Attorney or Designee) Engineering Director

Tom Greene
Budget Director
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 1, 2014

TO: City Council Chair & Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City Council Minutes

EXPLANATION: City Council minutes of February 6, February 13, and February 20, 2014
meetings are submitted for your approval.



A RESOL(JTION APPROVING THE MINUTES OF THE
CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 1-IELD ON FEBRUARY
6, FEBRUARY 13, AND FEBRUARY 20, 2014 ; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that
the minutes of the City Council meetings held on February 6, February 13, and February 20, 2014
are hereby approved.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND SUBSTANCE:

City Attorney or Designee

rnins.res.wpd



RLGULAR SESSiON OF THE CITY COUNCIL HELD AT CITY hALL

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6,2014, AT 8:30 A.M.

Chair William I-i. Dudley called the meeting to order with the following members
present: Charles Gerdes, James R. Kennedy, Darden Rice, Steven Kornell, Karl Nurse, Wengay
M. Newton, Sr. and Amy Foster. Mayor Rick Kriseman, Deputy Mayor KanikaTomalin, Interim
City Administrator Gary Cornwell, Chief Assistant City Attorney Mark Winn, Assistant City
Attorneys Macall Dyer, Michael Derna, Joseph Patner and Kimberly Proano, City Clerk Eva
Andujar and Deputy City Clerk Cathy Davis were also in attendance.

Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Kornell that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council approve the agenda with the following changes as amended:

REVISED CB-3 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Memorandum of
Understanding with the St. Petersburg Area Chamber of Commerce
wherein the City will provide the Chamber $30,000 for the development
of an economic development strategy that will address business
recruitment. [MO VED to Reports as E-3]

MOVE CB-14 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Memorandum of
Understanding! Agreement to Participate with the National League of
Cities for a new pilot program called the Local Interventions for
Financial Empowerment through Utility Payments (LIFT-UP) initiative;
to accept a grant in the amount of $20,000; and to execute all other
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; approving a
supplemental appropriation from the increase in the unappropriated
balance of the Billing & Collections Fund (5021) resulting from these
additional revenues to the Billing & Collections Department (350)
Customer Service (2025). /MOVED to Reports as E-4]

MOVE CB-15 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a Walmart Foundation
grant in the amount of $1,000 for the enhancement of lift safety
programs managed by St. Petersburg Fire & Rescue; and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. /MOVED to Reports
as E-57
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2/6/14

ADD CI)— 16 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to
the Land and Water Conservation Fund Grant (Grant) From the U.S.
I)epartment of the Interior. National Parks Service, through the Florida
I)epartment of Environmental Protection for the Lake Maggiore Park
Improvements Project, which decreases the Grant amount by $7,000 for a
maximum reimbursement amount of $193,000; to execute all other
documents necessary to effectuate the Grant, as amended; and rescinding
an unencumbered appropriation in the General Capital Improvement
Fund (3001) in the amount of $7,000 from the Lake Maggiore/Boyd I-Jill
FY08 Project (11756).

ADD CB-l7 Resolution appointing current City Council Member from the Zone
(District 4) as the representative for the “City Council Member from the
Zone (District 4)” category on the Board of Commissioners of the
Enterprise Zone Development Agency (EZDA); appointing current or
Acting Director of the Codes Compliance Assistance Department as the
representative for the “Local Code Enforcement Agency” category on the
Board of Commissioners of the EZDA; and appointing current Police
Chief (or Acting Police Chief) as the representative for the “Local Law
Enforcement Agency” category on the Board of Commissioners of the
EZDA.

ADD E-6 City Council Workshop - Allocation of $124,000
(a) Agenda 2020 & Urban League.
(b) Skyway Marina District.

ADD G-.2 Requesting Council approve modifying the start time of the City Council
meeting on February 20, 2014 to 4:00 p.m. (Chair Dudley)

INFO I-I-I Youth Services Committee. (1/23/14)

(a) Resolution approving a recommendation from the Youth Services
Committee to hold a Youth Incarceration Summit (“Summit”);
and authorizing the Youth Services Committee Chair to
coordinate with staff to schedule the Summit.

INFO 11-2 Co-Sponsored Events Committee. (1/23/14)

(a) Resolution approving the applications for co-sponsored event status
“in name only” for the West Central Florida Chapter of Concerns to
Police Survivors, Inc. (“COPS”) lbr an event entitled Cops Walk to
be held on May 19, 2014, in Demens Landing from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00
p.m.;, Directions for Mental Health, Inc. (“Directions”) for an event
entitled Ride to Keep Kids Safe to be held on May 4, 2014 in Spa
Beach and adjacent City streets, from 6:00 a.m.to 4:00 p.m.; Historic
Kenwood Neighborhood Association, Inc. (“Kenwood”) for an event
entitled Pinot in the Park to be held on April 19, 2014, in Seminole
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Park, from 7:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.; and American Cancer Society,
Florida Division. Inc. (“ACS”) for an event entitled Relay lbr Life —

Lakewood to be held from 4:00 p.m. May 2, 2014 through 10:00 a.m.
May 3, 2014, at Lakewood high School in accordance with City
Council Resolution No. 2000-562, as amended; (“Resolution 2000-
562”) provided all City fees are paid 10 days prior to the event taking
place; waiving the six month requirement of Section “D” of
Resolution. 2000-562, and the payment of the waiver fee required by
City Council Resolution No. 2009-353 as to Kenwood; and
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this resolution.

(b) Ordinance providing for the sale and consumption of alcoholic
beverages in Seminole Park on April 19, 2014.

DELETE 11-3 Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (1/30/14)

INFO 11-4 Public Services & InfrastrLlcture Committee. (1/30/14)

INFO H-5 Flousing Services Committee. (1/30/14)

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Komell. Nurse. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Newton. Councilmember Newton was reported present at 8:38 a.m.

In connection with the Open Forum portion of the agenda, the following person(s) came
forward:

1. Monica Abbott, 7202 Central Avenue, commented on smoking, cigarette butt litter and
its effect on the environment. She provided Council with a copy of a January 23, 2014
New York Times editorial article entitled “Even More Addictive Cigarettes” and made a
brief PowerPoint presentation concerning the same topic.

Councilmember Nurse moved with the second of Councilmember Newton that the
following resolutions be adopted:

14-34 Awarding a contract to 1-Iighway Safety Devices, Inc. in the amount of
$2,495,580.30 lbr Mast Arm Traffic Signals FY12 and FY13. (Engineering Project
Nos. 12027-1 12 and 13027-112; Oracle Nos. 13285, 13763 and 14153)

14-35 Awarding a Contract to Insituform Technologies, LLC in the amount of $910,000 fir
Sanitary Sewer CIPP Lining FY 2014. (Engineering Project No. 14008-111; Oracle
No. 14248)

14-36 Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Tn-State Employment Services Inc.
for temporary staffing services at an estimated annual cost of $63 I ,000.
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14—37 Accepting proposal from Torn Evans Environmental, Inc., a sole source provider, for
a replacement centrifugal pump for the Water Resources I)epartmenl at a total cost
of$109,299.

14-38 Approving the plat of Boleys Broadwatcr Place generally located at 3615 37th Street
South. (City File 10-20000007)

14—39 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell a portion of the surplus unimproved
City-owned properly located at approximately 101 36th Avenue Northeast, St.
Petersburg, to Bozidar and Sharon Brown, for $10,000.

14—40 Conlirming the reappointment of Suzanne Castonguay, .Jason T. Martino, David J.
McDaniel and Jay Marshall as regular members to the Commission on Aging to
serve three-year terms ending December 3 1, 2016.

14—41 Confirming the appointment of Gerald Junevicus, currently an alternate member,
Paula S. Orandash and William Wright as regular members and confirming the
reappointment of Renee A. Brown as a regular member to the Committee to
Advocate for Persons with Impairments to serve three-year term endings December
31, 2016.

14-42 Confirming the appointment of Sean K. McQuaid and Keith V. Benson, currently
alternate members, and Charlene R. Sanders as regular members to the Nuisance
Abatement Board to serve three-year terms ending December 31, 201 6.

14-43 Confirming the appointment of Janet Stoffels and Rick Nale as regular members and
confirming the reappointment of Carol J. Smith as a regular member to the City
Beautiful Commission to serve three-year terms ending December 3 1, 2016.

14-44 Confirming the reappointment of William C. Johnson and Wayne N. Fraser as
regular members to the I-Iealth Facilities Authority to serve four-year terms ending
December 31, 2017.

14-45 Confirming the reappointment of Peter Betzer, Joshua B. Shulman and Diane B.
Morton as regular members to the International Relations Committee to serve three-
year terms ending December 31, 2016.

14-46 Appointing Norman A. Schultz as a regular member, business category, to the Code
Enforcement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2016.

14-47 Appointing Jenny Armstrong, currently an alternate member, as a regular member to
the Civil Service Board to jill an unexpired three-year term ending June 30, 2015 and
reappointing Michael R. Roush as a regular member to the Civil Service Board to
serve a three-year term ending June 30, 2016.

14-48 Confirming Mayoral appointments to City Committees.
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14—49 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amenclment No. 1 to the Land and
Water Conservation l’und Grant (Grant) Ii’om the U.S. 1)epartment of the Interior,
National Parks Service, through the Florida Department of Environmental Protection
lbr the Lake Maggiore Park Improvements Project, which decreases the Grant
amount by $7,000 for a maximum reimbursement amount of $193,000; to execute all
other documents necessary to effectuate the Grant, as amended; and rescinding an
unencumbered appropriation in the General Capital Improvement Fund (3001) in the
amount of $7,000 from the Lake Maggiore/Boyd I lill FY08 Project (11756).

14—50 Resolution appointing current City Council Member from the Zone (District 4) as the
representative for the “City Council Member from the Zone (District 4)” category on
the Board of Commissioners of the Enterprise Zone Development Agency (EZDA);
appointing current or Acting Director of the Codes Compliance Assistance
Department as the representative for the “Local Code Enforcement Agency”
category on the Board of Commissioners of the EZDA; and appointing current
Police Chief (or Acting Police Chic!) as the representative for the “Local Law
Enforcement Agency” category on the I3oard of Commissioners of the EZDA.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Foster. Newton. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a report item concerning the State of Florida Anchoring and Mooring
Pilot Program, Downtown Enterprise Facilities Director David Metz introduced Police Officer
Michael Robertson who made a PowerPoint presentation addressing reasons why the City
participated in the Program (an opportunity to become part of the solution regarding the problem
of widespread derelict vessels and it provided the City with input on future legislation), provided
historical information, reviewed the intent of the Program (promote environmentally sensitive
and responsible anchoring of vessels within the City’s waterways, reduce potential of vessels
becoming abandoned or derelict, but does not eliminate legitimate/responsible anchoring within
City waterways), and reviewed local issues (poorly maintained vessels left for storage will
eventually become derelict and a hazard to the environment/marine life, are costly to remove,
unattended vessels frequently become magnets to transients, etc.). Officer Robertson also
reviewed the results of the City’s participation in the Project (34 Ordinance violations, 19 were
related to anchoring in a restricted/prohibited area, 15 violations dealt with the “Ilazardous
Vessel” ordinance). Prior to the Anchoring and Mooring Pilot Program, the City averaged
approximately 80 to 90 stored vessels within our City limits and today we average approximately
20-3 0 stored vessels, etc. Assistant City Attorney Dyer and Chief Assistant City Attorney Winn
responded to questions from Council. Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of
Councilmember Kornell that the following resolution be adopted:

14-5 1 Resolution in support of legislation to extend Florida Statute 327.4105, which
established an Anchoring and Mooring Pilot Program that will sunset on July 1,
2014, for three (3) additional years (July 1, 2017) to allow more time to assess the
local anchoring and mooring regulations being tested by the five (5) pilot program
participants.
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Councilmember Gerdes requested a letter with a copy of this resolution be sent to each member
ol’ the Pinellus County Legislative Delegation. Mayor Kriseman provided comments and
encouraged Council to approve the resolution and to reach out to members of’ (he Pinellas
County Legislative Delegation to support this legislation. Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley.
Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. None.

In connection with a report item concerning the Museum of Fiistory, I)evelopment
Coordination Managing Director Chris Ballestra made an oral presentation. Councilmember
Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Kornell that the following resolution be
adopted:

14-52 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a License Agreement with St.
Petersburg 1-listorical Society, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit corporation, for a 30-day
term for nominal consideration, for temporary use space within the Port Terminal
Building located at 250 9th Avenue SE to store photographic materials for a future
exhibition at the St. Petersburg Museum of History and to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate same.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a report item concerning a Memorandum of Understanding with the
Chamber for a study to develop a Economic Development Strategic Plan, Planning & Economic
Development Director David Goodwin made an oral presentation. Councilmember Newton
moved with the second of Councilmember Nurse that the following resolution be adopted:

14-53 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Memorandum of
Understanding with the St. Petersburg Area Chamber of Commerce wherein the City
will provide the Chamber $30,000 ibr the development of an economic development
strategy that will address business recruitment.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a report item, Billing & Collections Director Tammy Jerome made an
oral presentation. Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Gerdes
that the following resolution be adopted:

14-54 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Memorandum of Understanding!
Agreement to Participate with the National League of Cities for a new pilot program
called the Local Interventions for Financial Empowerment through Utility Payments
(LIFT-UP) initiative to accept a grant in the amount of’ $20,000; and to execute all
other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; approving a supplemental
appropriation from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the I3illing &
Collections Fund (5021) resulting from these additional revenues to the Billing &
Collections Department (350) Customer Service (2025).

30



2/6/14

In connection with a report item accepting a Walmart Foundation grant, lire Marshall
Michael Domanle made an oral presentation. Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second
of Councilmember Newton that the Ibilowing resolution be adopted:

14—55 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a Walmart Foundation grant in the
amount of $1 000 for the enhancement of li1 safety programs managed by St.
Petersburg Fire & Rescue; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this
transaction.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a report concerning a Council Workshop to allocation $124,000, Chief
Assistant City Attorney Mark Winn distributed two resolutions to Council. Ms. Gypsy Gallardo
with the 2020 Plan and Urban League President & CEO Watson Ilaynes responded to questions
from Council. Interim City Administrator Gary Cornwell confirmed that the City will provide in—
kind assistance with grant writing. Deputy Mayor Kanika Tomalin commented on the need to
address poverty in our community. Mr. 1-laynes discussed models they are currently testing and,
if the model works, they will proceed to seek funding for that model. The Urban League is
committed to working with staff to make the 2020 Plan a success. Councilmember Nurse moved
with the second of Councilmember Newton that the following resolution be adopted:

14-56 Approving the expenditure of funds, in the amount of $74,000, for the 2020 Plan and
approving an agreement with the Pinellas County Urban League to be the fiscal
agent and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute such agreement.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None. Councilmember Newton moved with the second of Councilmember Kornell that
the following resolution be adopted:

14-57 Approving the expenditure of funds, in the amount of $50,000, to be transferred from
City Council to the Planning and Economic Development Department, for the
Skyway Marina District Plan.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Nurse.

In connection with a new business item, Councilmember Gerdes moved with the second
of Councilmember Kennedy that the following resolution be adopted:

13E IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of’ St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council refer to the Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee a staff
presentation concerning security alarm Ibes and the 2% convenience fie for credit
card transactions.
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Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. l)udley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Nurse.
Newton.

In connection with a new business item, Councilmember Kennedy moved with the
second of Councilmember Kornell that the fbllowing resolution be adopted:

14—58 Changing the start time of the February 20, 2014 Council Meeting 1iom 3:00 p.m. to
4:00 p.m.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Nurse.
Newton.

In connection with a Youth Services Committee Report, Councilmember Foster moved
with the second of Councilmember Kornell that the following resolution be adopted:

14-59 Resolution approving a recommendation from the Youth Services Committee to hold
a Youth Incarceration Summit (“Summit”); arid authorizing the Youth Services
Committee Chair to coordinate with staff to schedule the Summit.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Nurse.
Newton. Councilmember Foster moved with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and file the January 23, 2014 Youth Services
Committee Report presented by Counci lmember Foster.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Nurse.
Newton.

In connection with a Co-Sponsored Events Committee Report, Councilmember Gerdes
moved with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the following resolution be adopted:

14-60 Resolution approving the applications for co-sponsored event status “in name only”
for the West Central Florida Chapter of Concerns to Police Survivors, Inc. (“COPS”)
for an event entitled Cops Walk to be held on May 19, 2014, in Demens Landing
from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.; Directions for Mental Health, Inc. (“Directions”) for an
event entitled Ride to Keep Kids Safi to be held on May 4, 2014 in Spa Beach and
adjacent City streets, from 6:00 a.m.to 4:00 p.m.; Historic Kenwood Neighborhood
Association, Inc. (“Kenwood”) for an event entitled Pinot in the Park to be held on
April 19, 2014, in Seminole Park, from 7:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.; and American
Cancer Society, Florida Division, Inc. (“ACS”) for an event entitled Relay for Life —

Lakewood to be held from 4:00 p.m. May 2, 2014 through 10:00 a.m. May 3, 2014,
at Lakewood 1-ugh School in accordance with City Council Resolution No. 2000-
562, as amended; (“Resolution 2000-562”) provided all City fees arc paid 10 days
prior to the event taking place; waiving the six month requirement of Section “D” of
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Resolution. 2000—562. and the payment of the waiver fee required by City Council
Resolution No. 2009-353 as to Kenwood; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Nurse.
Newton. Councilmember Gerdes moved with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE iT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Thursday, February 20, 2014, at 6:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as the
same may be heard, be set as the time for the public hearing on proposed Ordinance
104—Il, entitled:

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 104-lI

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR TI-IE SALE AND
CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN
SEMINOLE PARK ON APRIL 19, 2014; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

The Clerk read the title of proposed Ordinance 104-Fl. Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice.
Kornell. Foster. Nurse. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent. Newton. Councilmember Gerdes moved
with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and file the January 23, 2014 Co-Sponsored Events
Committee Report presented by Councilmember Gerdes.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Nurse. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Newton.

In connection with a Public Services & Infrastructure Committee Report, Councilmember
Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Nurse that the following resolution be
adopted:

BE UI’ RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and lile the January 30, 2014 Public Services &
Infrastructure Committee Report presented by Council Chair Dudley.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Foster. Nurse. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Newton. Councilmember Newton was reported present.

In connection with a I-lousing Services Committee Report, Councilmember Nurse moved
with the second of Councilmember Newton that the following resolution be adopted:
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13E IT RFSOLVF[) By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and file the January 30, 2014 I lousing Services
Committee Report presented by Council member Nurse.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 11:02 a.m.

Will jam I-I. Dudley, Chair—Councilmember
Presiding 0 fficer of the City Council

ATTEST:

________________________

Eva Andujar, City Clerk
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RECtILAR SESSION OF TIlE CITY COUNCIL hELD AT CITY HALL

TIIURSI)AY, FEBRUARY 13, 2014, AT 3:02 P.M.

****************************

Chair William Dudley. called the meeting to order with the following members present:
James R. Kennedy, Darden Rice, Steve Kornell, Karl Nurse, Wengay M. Newton Sr., Amy
Foster and Charles Gerdes. Absent: None. Mayor Rick Kriseman, Deputy Mayor Kanika
Tomalin, Interim City Administrator Gary Cornwell, City Attorney John Wolfe, Chief Assistant
City Attorney Mark Winn, Assistant City Attorney Joseph Patner and Deputy City Clerk Cathy
E. Davis were also in attendance.

Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Kornell that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council approve the agenda as submitted.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a presentation regarding St. Pete’s Promise — Melrose Elementary
School, Mr. Richard Engwall commented regarding the St. Pete’s Promise Scholarship and
Awards Ceremony to be held April 29, 2014 at the St. Petersburg Coliseum and extended an
invitation to all. Principal Beth Nelson shared with Council a PowerPoint presentation showing
the various educational opportunities offered to Meirose students.

In connection with a presentation regarding First Night St. Petersburg, former
Councilmember Leslie Curran commented brielly and shared a video of last year’s events. She
introduced their new Executive Director Allen Lloyed who commented briefly thanking the
citizens, volunteers, Mayor and Council for their continued support of First Night St. Petersburg.

In connection with a presentation regarding the Listening Room Network,
Councilmember Kornell addressed Council and introduced performer Fran Snyder, Founder of
Concerts in Your Home and Listening Room Concerts. Mr. Snyder performed a song and shared
a video presentation regarding his Living Room Concert Series and extended an invitation to all
who may have an interest in hosting a concert in their living room or office.

In connection with a presentation regarding the New CASA Shelter Facility,
Councilmember Kennedy introduced Linda Osmundson, Executive Director Center Against
Spouse Abuse (CASA). Ms. Osmundson commented regarding the new proposed shelter and
fund raising efforts.

In connection with a proclamation recognizing William Benjamin “Bill” Jackson Day,
Deputy Mayor Kanika Tomalin read and presented a proclamation to the family and declared
February 23, 2014 as William Benjamin “Bill” Jackson Day in the City of St. Petersburg.
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In connection with a proclamation. [)eputy Mayor Kanika Tomalin read and presented a
proclamation recognizing Mollilt Cancer Center and those involved in the Men’s I lealth Forum.
Mr. Roberto Ramos of the Moflitt Cancer Center commented brielly and stated the annual event
would be held March 8tIi at the University of South Florida Tampa.

In connection with a proclamation, Deputy Mayor Kanika lomalin read and presented a
proclamation recognizing February 2014 as American I leart Month in St. Petersburg. Ms. Susan
I lopkins commented regarding the continued efforts of the American I leart Association in the
Fight Against Cardiovascular Disease and thanked Council for the proclamation.

In connection with a proclamation, Deputy Mayor Kanika Tomalin read a proclamation
recognizing Black 1-Tistory Month.

In connection with a proclamation, Council Chair Bill Dudley read a proclamation
recognizing the 100th Anniversary of Spring Training in St. Petersburg, 1914 to 2014. Joe Zeoli,
Managing Director City Development Administration, provided comments and announced that
during the month of March several baseball games will be held in the City and would feature
teams such as the Canadian Jr. National Team, Atlanta Braves, Toronto Blue Jays, Baltimore
Orioles and the Philadelphia Phillies.

In connection with a Legal item regarding a proposed settlement in the case of William
King v. City of St. Petersburg, Case No. 1 1-6389-CI-21, Assistant City Attorney Joseph Patner
addressed Council and recommended settlement in the amount of $50,000. Councilmember
Kornell moved with the second of Chair Dudley that the following resolution be adopted:

14-61 Approving settlement of the lawsuit William King v. City, Case No. I 1-6389-CI-21,
in the amount of $50,000.

Roll. call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:26 p.m.

William H. Dudley, Chair-Councilmember
Presiding Officer of the City Council

ATTEST:

_________________________

Cathy F. Davis, Deputy City Clerk
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REGULAR SESSION OF THE CITY COUNCIL hELD AT CITY HALL

TIIURSDAY, FEBRUARY 20,2014, AT 4:02 P.M.

Chair William II. Dudley called the meeting to order with the following members
present: Charles Gerdes, James R. Kennedy, Darden Rice, Steven Kornell, Karl Nurse, Wengay
M. Newton, Sr. and Amy Foster. Mayor Rick Kriseman, Interim City Administrator Gary
Cornwell, City Attorney John Wolfe, Chief Assistant City Attorney Mark Winn, City Clerk Eva
Andujar and Deputy City Clerk Cathy Davis were also in attendance.

Councilmember Nurse moved with the second of Councilmember Rice that the following
resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St Petersburg,
Florida, that Council approve the agenda with the addition of Report Item E-5, an
update from the St Petersburg Sustainability Council to be presented by Ms.
Cathy Harrelson, and with the following changes as amended:

REVISE CB-4 Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Gulf States Industries, Inc.,
McMullen Roofing, Inc. and Tarheel Roofing, Inc. for roof repairs and
replacement at an estimated annual cost of$120,000.

ADD CB-9 Confirming the appointment ofGary G. Cornwall as City Administrator.

ADD E-2 Pinellas County Homeless Leadership Board. (Councilmember Foster)
(Oral)

ADD E-3 Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. (Councilmember Rice) (Oral)

ADD E-4 AVP Beach Volleyball Tournament (Joe Zeoli) (Oral)

ADD E-5 Update from St Petersburg Sustainability Council by Cathy Ilarrelson.

ADD F-2 St Petersburg’s Citizen Representative Appointment to the Pinellas
Suncoast Transportation Authority’s Board of Directors. (Chair Dudley)

INFO G-l Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (2/13/14)

INFO G-2 Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (2/13114)

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent None.
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In connection with the Open Iorum portion of the agenda, the Ibliowing person(s) came
forward:

1 . Ben [)iamond, 165 7111 Avenue NE, commented on Green Light Pinellas and requested
Council appoint him as the City’s citizen representative to the PSTA Board.

2. Lee Allen, 8155 Elbow Lane North, provided Council with a handout concerning the
armed robbery which took place on the Pinellas Trail. lie commented on the Police
[)epartment’s response quoted in the Tampa Bay Times and provided additional
comments on three violent incidents that occurred within an eight day period. Mr. Allen
asked Council to request staff provide them with details of all incidents which occurred
on the Trail. lIe suggestions increasing Police presence on the Trail, use of cameras, etc.

Following Council comments, Interim City Administrator Gary Cornwell stated we will look at
cameras in various sections of the trail, etc.

3. Alan Sherman, I Beach Drive SE, commented on rights of the elderly. lie stated that 6-7
nights a week he cannot sleep; disturbed up to 4 a.m. by music from bars on 1st Avenue
North and Central who keep their doors open while music is playing. 1-Ic slated the City is
protecting the rights of bar owners to the detriment of residents.

4. Bob Griendlins, l6 Avenue NE, stated he is moving to the City and expressed
concern with violence on the Pinellas Trail and downtown. He suggested the City assign
two Police Officers where crime is a problem. provide three feet of clearance for cyclist
and take accidents involving cyclists and drivers seriously.

5. David McKalip, 731 Southwest Boulevard North, spoke in opposition to Universal
Curbside Recycling and asked Council not to move approval of this issue.

Councilmember Nurse moved with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the
following resolutions be adopted:

Landscaping services for the Engineering and Capital Improvements I)epartment:

14-62 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept funding under the District Seven
Highway Landscape Reimbursement and Maintenance Memorandum of
Agreement, as amended and modified, in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 lbr
FY 2014/2015 (Year 4 of 5); and approving a supplemental appropriation in the
amount of $1 ,000,000 from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the
General Capital Improvement Fund (3001), resulting from these additional
revenues, to the FDOT Right of Way Landscape Improvements Project (13119).

14-63 Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Morelli Landscaping, Inc.
for landscaping services for the Engineering and Capital improvements
Department at an estimated first year cost of $1,500,000.
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14—64 Approving the purchase of replacement reilise trucks from Rush ‘iruck Centers of
Florida, Inc. 1)/B/A Rush ‘l’ruck (‘enter, ‘l’ampa Iiir the Sanitation l)epartment at a
total cost of $522,920.

14—65 Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Playcore Wisconsin, Inc., Playpower
LT Farmington, Inc., Miller Recreation Fquipment and 1)esign, Inc., Alpha
Playground Services, Inc., Rep Services, Inc. and Playmore West, Inc. for play
structures and safety surfacing Ibr the Parks and Recreation 1)cpartment at an
estimated annual cost of $3 80,000.

14-66 Awarding blanket purchase agreements to Better Roads, Inc. and Oldcastle Southern
Group, Inc. d/b/a Apac Southeast, Inc. for asphalt lbr the Stormwater, Pavement &
Traffic Operations Department at an estimated annual cost of $236,000.

14-67 Awarding a contract to Allied Roofing, Inc. in the amount of $134,920 for the Shore
Acres Recreation Center Roof Replacement Project. (Engineering Project Nos.
12222-019 and 13220-017; Oracle Nos. 13263 and 13757)

14-68 Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Gulf States Industries, Inc., McMullen
Roofing, Inc. and Tarheel Roofing, Inc. for roof repairs and replacement at an
estimated annual cost of $120,000.

14-69 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a First Amendment to the
Amended and Restated Lease Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
Great Explorations, Inc. to modify the number of enrollees in the Children’s Center.

14-70 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to grant six (6) Easements within the City’s
Section 21 Wellfield Property in 1-lilisborough County (“Section 21”) to the Tampa
Electric Company and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the conveyance from Tampa Bay
Water back to the City of an existing easement within Section 21.

14-71 Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order
No. 1 2-04-CDM/W, to the Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and CJ)M
Smith, Inc., in the amount of $163,990, for design and bidding phase engineering
services lbr the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility (SWWRF) Reclaimed Water
Pump Station Modifications Project. (Engineering Project No. 14032 lii; Oracle
No. 14393)

14-72 Approving the minutes of October 3, October 10, and October 17, 2013 City Council
meetings.

14-73 Confirming the appointment of Gary 0. Cornwell as City Administrator.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. I)udley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.
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In connection with an oral report item concerning the Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Council, (‘ouncilmember Rice indicated their priority projects are the replacement of the I loward
Franklin Bridge, a $390 million project with $25 million set aside For strengthening the
substructure to address Future light rail: expansion of the Tampa International Airport,
improvements to 1—275. etc. Councilmember Newton moved with the second of Councilmember
Nurse that the ft)l lowing resolution be adopted:

[3F IT lUSOLVE[) By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive the oral Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
report presented by Counci imember Rice.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. I)udley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with an oral report item concerning the Pinellas County Homeless
Leadership Board, Councilmember Foster stated that the 20l3Continum of Care Application was
filed for the County and commented on a $10,000 check received from Duke Energy in support
of the social media campaign “Who Knew” which attempts to portray the true face of
homelessness in the County. She provided Council with information concerning the recent count
of homeless in the County which revealed there are 3,400 homeless youth in the school system.
The School Board believes this number is under reported as the count was only done in the
elementary schools. The Homeless Leadership Board is looking to partner with the School Board
to address this issue. Councilmember Foster moved with the second of Councilmember Newton
that the following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive the oral Pinellas County Homeless I eadership Board
report presented by Councilmember Foster.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with an oral report item concerning AVP Beach Volleyball Tournament.
City Development Administration & Finance Managing Director Joe Zeoli presented a brief
video. 1-le stated that AVP was recently acquired by new leadership and a Letter of
Understanding concerning the business points will be added to the March 6 Council agenda. I-Ic
reviewed the Ibilowing business points: AVP will be held May 30-June 1, 2014 at Spa Beach
Park; the term of the agreement will be one year with two one year options at Council’s
discretion, the City has the right to relocate the event if necessary after 2014, AVP has agreed
that the City will have exclusivity in the Tampa Bay area lbr three years, etc. Mr. Donald Sun.
Managing Owner of AVP, stated their goal is to create 10-12 events. AVP wants to become a
national event and commented on the potential to host an international event in the City. Council
provides comments. No action was taken on this issue.
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In connection with a report item concerning the St. Petersburg Sustuinability Council,
Councilmember Nurse provided comments and introduced Ms. Cathy I larrclson who macic a
PowerPoint presentation. She introduced members ol the Council who were in (he audience and
reviewed the mission (more outreach to the community), the Council’s commitment. cuiTent
working issues (build environment, mobility, health, community), etc. She comments on the
need For a monthly meeting location (would like to meet in each district) and assistance Irom the
City with grants. No action was taken on this issue.

In connection with a report concerning a Universal Curbside Recycling Update. Public
Works Administrator Michael Connors made a PowerPoint presentation. Mr. Connors reviewed
past actions (WSI from 2010-2012, WastePro from 2012-current and League of Women Voters
Curbside Recycling Report of March 2013 to Council), reasons for providing curbside service
now and the types of recycling (subscription based, universal, mandatory), various collection
options (single stream, dual stream and multi stream) and pros/cons, etc. Mr. Connors reviewed
issues with alley recycling (overhead utilities and trees, many alleys do not have room for solid
waste and recycling containers, etc.), Recycle Bank service chip to track participation and
provides discounts to the consumer, etc. Administration recommends the single stream collection
program (most efficient when coupled with automated collection vehicles, reduced injuries, more
recyclables collected with larger containers, reduced sorting by customer, increased set out rates,
etc.) using large 90-95 gallon containers, side arm automated collection trucks, front yard
collections, public education component, recycle bank or other incentive process and privatize
operation (outside vendor).Mr. Connors reviewed the procurement schedule with roll out service
before the end of this fiscal year. Multi-family and commercial properties are not part of this
program and the City may be able to go to once a week pickup for regular trash at a cost savings
of $4 per month to customers. The Chair asked if there were any persons present wishing to be
heard. The following person(s) came forward:

1. Tim Martin, 2126 3 Avenue North, representing People’s Trash Campaign and Sierra
Club, spoke in support of the program. lie stated he would like the City to extend the
program to include multi—family and commercial

2. Bruce Nissen, 253 Sunlit Cove Drive NE, spoke in support of the program.

3. Karen Lieberman, 253 Sunlit Cove Drive NE, spoke in support of the program. She
stated that 20 years ago Gary, Indiana, one of the poorest cities, provided recycling and
the citizens complied without complaint.

4. Aaron Dietrich, 2001 4th Avenue North, representing the People’s Budget Review, spoke
in support of the program. I-fe asked Council to closely review the proposed program and
that any generated jobs should provide a living wage and benefits, the local hiring
process should include local residents and when possible hiring should locus on young
adults.
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5. Rick Smith, 934 7 Street North, spoke in support of the program and suggested the City
consider maximum results. lie stated the proposed RIP should include requirements for
local hires with an emphasis on south St. Petersburg, in support of the 2020 Plan living
wages and without government assistance to the vendor.

6. Karen Coale, 26 Avenue NN, League of Women Voters President, spoke in support
of the program. She thanked Mr. Connors and his staff and asked that the proposal create
quality jobs.

7. Ashley Green, 3727 381 Avenue North. spoke in support of the program.

8. Linda Skempris, 8043 Causeway Boulevard South, spoke in opposition to the proposed
program. She objected to forcing people to recycle, save energy, etc.

Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Counciimember Nurse that the following
resolution be adopted:

14—74 Requesting Administration contact Pinellas County for assistance in funding
Universal Curbside Recycling.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None. Sanitation Support Services Coordinator Bob Turner provided information
concerning multi—family units and the high cost of City containers. Mayor Kriseman indicated
Administration will look at expanding the program to include everyone in the City including
business owners. Councilmember Nurse moved with the second of Councilmember Newton that
the following resolution be adopted:

14-75 Requesting Administration proceed with an RFP for recycling services with
provisions that the entity selected provide full—time jobs with health insurance and
abide by the premises of the City’s Local I-Tiring Ordinance (79-li).

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a new business item requesting Council schedule a Committee of the
Whole, Councilmember Kornell moved with the second of Councilmember Newton that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council schedule a Committee of the \Vhole to discuss the use of
Weeki Wachee funds to upgrade the beach volleyball equipment at North Shore
Park.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.
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In connection with a new business item concerning an appointment to the PSTA,
(‘ouncilmember Newton moved with the second of Councilmember Rice that the lollowing
resolution be adopted:

14—76 Approving the appointment of l3en Diamond as St. Petersburg’s citizen
representative to the Pinellas Suncoast Transportation Authority (PSTA) l3oard of
l)ireclors.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. I)udley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

In connection with a Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee report, Councilmember
Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Nurse that the following resolution be

adopted:

14-77 Approving the Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee’s Weeki Wachee Project
List as required by City Code and providing for certain requirements.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Nays. None. Absent. Rice.
Gerdes. Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Kornell that the
following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and file the February 13, 2014 Budget, Finance &
Taxation Committee report presented by Councilmember Kennedy.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Rice.

In connection with a Public Services & Infrastructure Committee report, Councilmember
Nurse moved with the second of Couricilmember Kornell that the following resolution be
adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that Council receive and file the February 13, 2014 Public Safety &
Infrastructure Committee report presented by Chair Dudley.

Roll call. Ayes. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None. Absent.
Kennedy.

In connection with public hearings confirming preliminary assessments, the Chair asked if
there were any persons present wishing to be heard and there was no response. Councilmember
Kornell moved with the second of Councilmember (lerdes that the following resolutions be
adopted:
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14—78 Conlirming and approving preliminary assessment rolls for Lot Clearing No. 1530
and providing for an interest rate of 12% per annum on unpaid assessments.

14-79 Assessing the costs of securing listed on Securing Building No. 1185 (SEC 1185) as
liens against the respective real property on which the costs were incurred; providing
that said liens have a priority as established by City Code Section 8-270; providing
for an interest rate of 12% per annum on unpaid balances; and authorizing the Mayor
to execute and record Notices of Lien(s) in the public records of the County.

14-80 Assessing the costs of demolition listed on Building Demolition Nos. 412 and 506
(DM0 412 and 506) as liens against the respective real property on which the costs
were incurred; providing that said liens have a priority as established by City Code
Section 8—270; providing for an interest rate of 12% on unpaid balances; and
authorizing the Mayor to execute and record Notices of Lien(s) in the public records
of the County.

Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

The Clerk read the title of proposed Ordinance 1 04-H. Councilmember Gerdes moved
with the second of Councilmember Kennedy that the following resolution be adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that proposed Ordinance 1 04-1-1, entitled:

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. 104-H

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR THE SALE AND
CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN
SEMINOLE PARK ON APRIL 19, 2014; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

be adopted on second and final reading.

The Chair asked if there were any persons present wishing to be heard and there was no
response. Roll call. Ayes. Kennedy. Dudley. Rice. Kornell. Nurse. Newton. Foster. Gerdes. Nays. None.
Absent. None.

There being no Ilirther business the meeting was adjourned at 7:21 p.m.

William 11. Dudley, Chair-Counci Imember
Presiding Officer of the City Council

ATTEST:

________________________

Eva Andujar, City Clerk
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