
 
July 24, 2014  

3:00 PM 

 

 

 

Welcome to the City of St. Petersburg City Council meeting.  To assist the City Council in 

conducting the City’s business, we ask that you observe the following: 

 

1. If you are speaking under the Public Hearings, Appeals or Open Forum sections of the 

agenda, please observe the time limits indicated on the agenda. 

2. Placards and posters are not permitted in the Chamber.  Applause is not permitted 

except in connection with Awards and Presentations. 

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

please do so from the podium. 

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

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

a minimum. 

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

7. If other seating is available, please do not occupy the seats reserved for individuals who 

are deaf/hard of hearing. 

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION 

 

For your convenience, a copy of the agenda material is available for your review at the Main 

Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 1
st
 Floor, City Hall, 175 

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

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

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

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

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

Chamber at the start of the Council meeting. 

 

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

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

meeting and we will provide that service for you. 

 

http://www.stpete.org/
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July 24, 2014  

3:00 PM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call. 

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

B. Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions. 

Open Forum 

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

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

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

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

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

Petersburg government. 

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

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

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

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

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

request. 

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

D. Awards & Presentations 

1. 2014 Takamatsu Student Ambassadors Presentation 

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

1. Amending the land use and zoning of an estimated 5.1 acre subject property generally 

located on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt 

Boulevard. (City File FLUM-20) 

(a) Ordinance amending the Future Land Use Map designations from: Industrial Limited 

(Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center); 

Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation; and Preservation to Planned 

Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center).  

(b) Ordinance rezoning the above described property from: EC (Employment Center) to 

CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban); EC (Employment Center) to PRES 

(Preservation); and PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), 

or other less intensive use. 

F. Reports 

1. Resolution acknowledging receipt of the Art-in-Transit/Central Avenue Master Concept 

(“Concept”) prepared by Mickett Stackhouse Studio, LLC (“Artist”); and requesting that 

the Mayor or his designee negotiate a design agreement with Artist for design of the 

Concept, which agreement is subject to City Council approval. 
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2. Resolution recognizing the donation of $15,000 from Duke Energy in support of the 

Mayor's Neighborhood Mini-Grants Program and approving a supplemental appropriation 

in the amount of $15,000 from the unappropriated balance of the General Fund (0001) to 

the Community Services Department resulting from this donation in support of the 

Program. 

3. Museum of History Report/Update, Rui Farias, Executive Director  

4. FY 2015 Budget: (a) Resolution adopting proposed millage rates necessary to fund a 

tentative budget, other than the portion of said budget to be funded from sources other 

than ad valorem taxes for Fiscal Year 2015; (b) Resolution fixing a date for public 

hearings upon the tentative budget and proposed millage rate for Fiscal Year 2015.; and 

(c) Resolution adopting the revised Fiscal Policies for Fiscal Year 2015. 

5. Land Use & Transportation: (a) Pinellas Planning Council (PPC); (b) Metropolitan 

Planning Organization (MPO) & Advisory Committee for Pinellas Transportation 

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

Committee; (c) MPO Interlocal Agreement; (d) Resolution of Support for Universal Bus 

Pass Program (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral) 

G. New Business 

1. Referring to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a discussion and staff report 

regarding lots that have been platted but do not meet current size standards for 

construction, thus requiring variances. (Councilmember Kornell) 

H. Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. ( 07/17/2014) 

(a) A master resolution of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida authorizing the issuance of 

not to exceed $17,000,000 in principal amount of Professional Sports Facility Sales 

Tax Refunding Revenue Bond, Series 2014 (Tropicana Field) for the purpose of 

refunding certain outstanding debt of the City and paying the costs related thereto; and 

providing for certain other matters in connection therewith.    

(b) A supplemental resolution of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida authorizing the 

issuance of not to exceed $17,000,000 in principal amount of Professional Sports 

Facility Sales Tax Refunding Revenue Bond, Series 2014 (Tropicana Field) for the 

purpose of refunding certain outstanding debt of the City and paying the costs related 

thereto; authorizing the private negotiated sale of such bond to STI Institutional & 

Government, Inc. (an affiliate of SunTrust); and providing for certain other matters in 

connection therewith.  

(c) Resolution establishing its intent to reimburse certain capital expenditures incurred 

with proceeds of a future tax-exempt financing; and providing certain other matters in 

connection therewith.  

(d) Resolution amending the City’s Fiscal Policies relative to the fund balance reserve 

targets for the General Fund “Group of Funds” to exclude appropriations from the 

General Fund to other funds within the General Fund “Group of Funds” from the 

calculation of the 20% fund balance target for the General Fund “Group of Funds” and 

the 5% Core General Fund Target; and reaffirming the Fiscal Policies of the City for 

Fiscal Year 2015 as so amended. 
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2. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. ( 07/17/2014) 

(a) Ordinance amending Sections 4-31 through 4-33 of the St. Petersburg City Code 

which provide for the regulation of fowl, goats, horses, cattle and Vietnamese pot 

bellied pigs; and creating new Sections 4-34 and 4-35 to provide for the regulation of 

miniature sheep and miniature goats. 

I. Legal 

1. Charter Referendum discussion. 

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

Public Hearings 

 

NOTE:  The following Public Hearing items have been submitted for consideration by the City 

Council.  If you wish to speak on any of the Public Hearing items, please obtain one of the 

YELLOW cards from the containers on the wall outside of Council Chamber, fill it out as 

directed, and present it to the Clerk.  You will be given 3 minutes ONLY to state your position 

on any item but may address more than one item. 

1. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Lot Clearing Number 1535. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 1190. 

3. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition Number 417. 

4. Resolution approving the FY 2014/15 Annual Action Plan ("Plan"); authorizing the 

Mayor or his designee to submit said Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development and to execute all documents and contracts necessary  for implementation of 

the Plan. 

5. Resolution approving an exception to the Traditional Streetscape Preservation policy (Res. 

No. 2011-75) to allow removal of an approximately 6.5-foot wide strip of brick pavement 

on the east-west alley between Beach Drive North, 1st Street North, and 2nd and 3rd 

Avenues North. (City File TSPE-2014-01) 

6. Ordinance 117-H approving text amendment to amend language related to the "dwell 

time" that provides justification for having different dwell time standards for different sign 

types. (City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations [LDRs], 

Section 16.40.120.15.4 titled "Supplementary sign regulations") The application is in 

response to a court ruling against the City's current dwell time standards for electronic 

message centers and large facility signs. (City File LDR-2014-04) 

K. Open Forum 

L. Adjournment 
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Consent Agenda A 

July 24, 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. Approving the purchase of diesel fuel from James River Solutions, LLC and Arnold, 

Truman Companies; and unleaded gasoline from J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. for the 

Fleet Management Department at an estimated annual cost of $5,637,930. 

2. Awarding a contract to T.L.C. Diversified, Inc. in the amount of $1,341,487 for the 

Northeast Water Reclamation Facility Disinfection Improvements project (Engineering 

Project No. 13072-112; Oracle No. 13379) and rescinding unencumbered appropriations 

from the Sanitary Sewer Collection System14 project (14166) in the amount of $720,000 

in the Water Resources Capital Project Fund (4003) and appropriating $720,000 resulting 

from this rescission and appropriating an additional $59,000 from the unappropriated 

balance of the Water Resources Capital Project Fund (4003) to the WRF NE Disinfection 

Imp FY12 Project (13379). 

(Miscellaneous) 

3. Approving the assumption of the Family Resources, Inc. 0% Interest Neighborhood 

Stabilization Program -1 ("NSP -1") mortgage securing a Promissory Note to the City in 

the amount of $870,073, by Boley Centers, Inc. ("Boley") as part of Boley's acquisition of 

the Fountain View Apartments located at 430 13th Avenue South ("Development"), 

subject to the existing Declaration of Restrictions that will continue through May 31, 

2042; providing a onetime waiver of provisions in the Declaration of Restrictions and loan 

documents that require Family Resources to follow a First Right of Refusal Procedure set 

forth therein; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to 

effectuate this transaction.  
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Consent Agenda B 

July 24, 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. Approving the purchase of Avaya telephony equipment hardware and software from 

North American Communication Resource, Inc. for the ICS Department at a total cost of 

$378,934.03. 

2. Renewing blanket purchase agreements with All About Hauling, Inc., Angelo’s Aggregate 

Materials, LLC d/b/a Angelo’s Recycled Materials and Florida Dirt Source, LLC for road 

and landscape materials at an estimated annual cost of $150,000. 

3. Awarding a contract to Tagarelli Construction, Inc. in the amount of $120,977 for interior 

and exterior renovations at the Clam Bayou House (Engineering Project No. 12205-017; 

Oracle No. 13246). 

4. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with St. Petersburg College, a sole source 

supplier, for cadet training for the Police Department at an amount not to exceed 

$120,000. 

(City Development) 

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment Number 2 to Florida 

Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) SMOA #01-06: Streetscape; and Amendment 

Number 3 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for 4th Avenue South Residences, LLC for 

the installation of landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements on 4th Street South 

between 3rd Avenue South and 4th Avenue South and the subsequent maintenance of the 

installed landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements by the City at the City’s 

expense, subject to appropriation, and to execute all other documents necessary to 

effectuate these transactions. 

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Memorandum of Understanding 

between the City of St. Petersburg and the Tampa Port Authority for the purpose of 

exploring the benefits of a strategic partnership to enhance economic development, 

marketing and information sharing for new business opportunities; and to execute all 

documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

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

Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of playground equipment and other related 

improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Lakewood Elementary 

School site located at 4161 – 6th Street South, St. Petersburg, for a term of five (5) years; 
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to execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement under the same basic terms and 

conditions; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate the same. 

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

Pinellas County to continue to allow joint use of playground equipment and other related 

improvements constructed by the City of St. Petersburg at the Maximo Elementary School 

site located at 4850 - 31st Street South, St. Petersburg, for a term of five (5) years; to 

execute subsequent renewals of this Agreement under the same basic terms and 

conditions; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate the same. 

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

University of South Florida, a public body corporate, for its College of Marine Science, 

for the use of a ±100 square foot area in Campbell Park on the bank of Booker Creek for 

the operation of a weather and water monitoring station, for a term of three (3) years, at a 

rent of $36.00 for the term; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate the same. 

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

10. Resolution waiving the requirements of paragraph 5 of Resolution No. 2010-430; and 

authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a twenty-four (24) month License 

Agreement with the Arts Center Association, Inc. d/b/a Morean Arts Center, to display the 

glass artwork titled “Carnival Persian Set, 2000” within the Mayor’s Office reception area 

located in City Hall, for a use fee of $100.00 for the entire term. 

(Miscellaneous) 

11. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Mentor Recruitment and Training 

Agreement with the Pinellas County Education Foundation, Inc. in the amount of $75,000 

and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.  

12. Confirm the appointments of Frank (Skip) Tylman and Julia C. Lewis as regular members 

to the Commission on Aging to fill unexpired three-year terms ending December 31, 

2016.  

13. Confirm the appointment of Kimberly E. Ritrievi as a regular member to the Investment 

Oversight Committee to fill an unexpired two-year term ending March 31, 2016. 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings. Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, July 17, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, July 17, 2014, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/ Agenda Review & Administrative Updates 

Thursday, July 17, 2014, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, July 17, 2014, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber 

Youth Services Committee 

Thursday, July 24, 2014, 8:30 a.m., Room 100 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Arts Advisory Committee 

2 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 9/30/14 & 9/30/15) 

City Beautiful Commission 

2 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16) 

Civil Service Board 

3 Alternate Members 

(Terms expire 6/30/16 & 6/30/17) 

Code Enforcement Board 

1 Alternate Member 

(Term expires 12/31/16) 

Commission on Aging 

3 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16) 

Public Arts Commission 

2 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 4/30/17 & 4/30/18) 

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 1/31/15) 
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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. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of July 24. 2014

The 1-lonorable William H. l)udley. Chair. and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File FLtJN’I—20: The subject property. estimated to he 5. I acres in size, is
vacant land generally located on the northwest corner of l)r. Martin Luther King
Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Ron levard. A detailed analysis of the. request is
provided in the attached Stall Report FLUM—20.

REQUEST: (A) Ordinance

___________

amending the Future Land Use Map designations
from: Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment -

Commercial (Activity Center): Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to
Preservation: and Preservation to Planned Redevelopment — Commercial
(Activity Center).

(B) Ordinance

___________

rezoning the above described property from: EC
(Employment Center) to CCS—2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban): EC
(Employment Center) to PRES (Preservation): and PRES (Preservation) to
CCS—2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban). or other less intensive use.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Community Planning and Preservation Commission: The Community Planning
and Preservation Commission (“CPPC”) conducted a public hearing on June 10,
2014 and unanimously voted 7-to-0 recommending approval of the proposed map
amendments.

Recommended City Council Action:

I) CONDUCT the first reading of the attached proposed ordinances; and
2) SET the second reading and adoption public hearing for August 7,

2014.

Attachments:

• Ordinances (2):
• Maps and Staff Report.



ORDINANCE NO. -L

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT OF
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF ST. IETERSBURG,
FLORIDA; CI-IANGING TIlE LAND USE DESIGNATION FOR PORTIONS
OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORThWEST CORNER
OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH ANI) ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD, FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (ACTIVITY CENTER) TO
PLANNED REDEVELOPMENT-COMMERCIAL (ACTIVITY CENT! SR),
FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (ACTIVITY CENTER) TO PRESERVATION,
AND FROM PRESERVATION TO I3LANNED REDEVELOPMENT-
COMMERCIAL (ACTIVITY CENTER); PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF
CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PROVISIONS ‘I’IIEREOF; ANI)
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WI-IEREAS, Chapter 1 63, Florida Statutes, established the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WI LEREAS. the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by law to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and Future
Land Use Map and the Pinellas Planning Council is authorized to develop rules to implement the
Countywide Future Land Use Map; aid

WI-IEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided herein as being consistent with the
proposed amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Map amendment which has been
initiated by the City; now, therefore

TIlE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORI)AIN:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area I

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS IUCORI)EI) IN PLAT 1300K 89, PAGES 49, 50, ANI) 51, 0!’ ‘rilE
PUBLIC RECORDS 01’ PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA. BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DI SCR1I3I D AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT ‘11 IF NORTI-ILAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, I3LOCK 1; TI LENCE
RUN SOUTH 00012t38 WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG TIlL WEST RIGIIT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9’IiI STREET NORTh (I)R.
MARTIN LUFIIFR KING JR. STREET NORT! I, A 200 FOOT WIDE PuBLIC RIGI iT-OF-



WAY), A DISTANCE OF 509.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTI-I 00° 1238” WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK]
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 664.01 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT-OF-WAY);
THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK I AND ALONG
SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD THE
FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTI-I
65°07’49” WEST. A DISTANCE OF 33.06 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTI-1 49°57’02”
WEST A DISTANCE OF 42.56 FEET; 3) THLNCE RUN NORTI-1 40°02’58” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTI-I 49°57’02” WEST, A DISTANCE OF
355.09 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTI-I 47°59’41” EAST, DEIARTING SAID
SOUTI-I WESTERLY LINE OF LOT I BLOCK 1 AND SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGI-IT
OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, A DISTANCE OF 22.83 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WE’I’LAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS
DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING. INC., IROJECT
NUMBER 12004; TIIENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE TIlE
FOLLOWING THIRTEEN (13) COURSES ANI) I)ISTANCES: 1); TI-IENCE RUN SOUTFI
49°16’47” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FELT; 2) ThENCE RUN SOUTI-I 74°I9’02”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 78°07’22” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 4) TI-IENCE RUN NORTH 30°20’14” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.29 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTIl 30°28’16” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET; 6) TI-IENCE RUN NORTh 82°47’Il” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.22 FEET; 7)
T1-I[3NCL RUN NORTI-I 5104850 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 8) TI-fENCE RUN
NORTIl 1803134 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET; 9) ThENCE RUN NORTII
I4°56’43” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 10) ThENCE RUN NORTH 03°15’4I”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 52.79 FEET; II) THENCE RUN NORTII 22°10’27” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 46.33 FEET; 12) TI-IENCE RUN NORTH I1°]7’06” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 56.64 FEET; 13) THENCE RUN NORTh-I 00°31’25” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82
FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH I7045?OIht EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTh
89°4T45” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 88,687 SQUARE FEET (2.036 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Di strict

From: Industrial Limited (Activity Center)

To: Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)

SECTION 2. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land T)eveloprnent Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 2



THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDIFEON AS RFCORDI D IN P1 Al BOOK 89 PAGE S 49 50 AND 51 01 IHF
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 0001238 WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG TIlE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTIl, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGhT
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON TFIE NORTI IWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANI)S DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 41°18’24”
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 148.79 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND BEING TF[E POINT OF BEGINNING:
THENCE ALONG SAID JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: I) TiIENCE RUN SOUTIl 19°09’30” WEST, A
I)ISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 1 8°50’37’ WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 48.79 FEET; 3) ThENCE RUN SOUTh 66°4514” WEST. A
DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTh 62°34’32’ WEST. ALONG
SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET TO A POINT ON
TIlE AFORESAIT) NORTI IWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC; THENCE RUN NORTH
41018241! EAST, A DISTANCE OF 131.23 FEET TO TIlE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 2,843 SQUARE FEET (0.065 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 3

THAT PORTION OF LO1’ I. BLOCK 1, ROOSEVEI:F CENTRE RI3PLAT SF11
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89. PAGES 49. 50, AND 51, OF TIlE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PENELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°I2’38” WEST, ALONG TIlE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1. BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE IUBL1C RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 417.11 FEET TO TIlE POINT OF BEGINNING;
ThENCE CONTINUE SOUTh 0001238?! WEST, A DISTANCE OF 92.38 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 89°4745 WEST, DEPARTING SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE. A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 17°45’Ol” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING,
INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE TI-IF FOLLOWING EIGHTEEN (18) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: 1) ThENCE RUN NORTH 13029!37 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.18
FEET; 2) TIIENCE RUN NORTII 4I005!46 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET;
3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 6300016! WEST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN SOUTH I5°1 P03’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET,’ 5) THENCE
RUN SOUTh 0O008!09 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 6) ThENCE RUN



SOUTH I 5°05’23” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET, 7) THENCE RUN NORTIl
60048?3511 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN NORTH 09°30’44”
WEST, A 1)ISTANCE OF 40.15 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORTH 20’32’02” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTH 16°19’18” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN NORTII 39°31’19” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTI 1 5503 1’24” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 34.55 FEET;. 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 68°50’41” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
35.34 FEET; 14) THENCE NORTH 50°06’03” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET;
15) THENCE RUN NORTH 26’32’51” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 31.24 FEET, 16)
THENCE RUN NORTH 15°40’02” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET, 17) THENCE
RUN NORTH 29°247I” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN
NORTH 89050t39! EAST, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET TO TI-IL POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID CONTAINING 8,414 SQUARE FEET (0.193 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 4

THAT PORTION OF LOT I, I3LOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE RLPLAI’ 5TH
ADI)ITION, AS RECORDED IN PEAl BOOK 89, PAGES 49. 50, ANI) 51, OF THE
PURLEC RLCORI)S OF PINELLAS COUN’I’Y. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRI HI D AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TI-IF NORTI-IEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; ThENCE
RUN SOUTH 001238’ WEST, ALONG THE LAST LINE OF SAIl) LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE KEST RIGhT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTIl (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTh, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGhT
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF TILE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SuRVEYING. INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; ThENCE RUN SOUTIl 41’18’24”
WEST, ALONG SAil) NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND TIlE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) TFIENCE RUN SOUTH 09’54’26” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 14°40’22” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 26.60 FEET, 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 38°49’I 1” EAST. A DISTANCE OF 26.61
FEET, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 42°28’43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET; 5)
TI-IENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12’31” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE
RUN SOUTI-1 47°59’41” WEST, DEPARTING SAID LINE. A DISTANCE OF 22.83
FEET TO A POINT ON TIlE SOUThWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I
AND A POINT ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
ROOSEVELT BOULEVARI) (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH 1UBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE RUN NORTh 49’57’02” WEST, ALONG SAID
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK I AND ALONG SAID
NORTHEASTERLY RIGI-IT-OF-WAY LINE. A DISTANCE OF 44.91 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTFI 47°05’17” WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A
DISTANCE OF 140.61 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY



LINE OF TI IE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING. INC.; THENCE RUN NORTII 41°1W24” EAST, ALONG SAlT)
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A:DISTANCE OF 89.04 FEET TO TIlE POINT OF
BEGINNIN(I.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 5,949 SQUARE FEET (0.137 ACRES) MORE OR LESS

Site Area 5

THAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RFCORDIil) IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, ANI) 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEiNG MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUIH 0001298? WI Si Al ON(J FHF I ASFLINF OI SAIl) LOT 1 [31 OCK I,
AND ALONG ‘Il-IF WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY L1NE OF 9’I’I-T STREE’F NORTH (I)R.
MARTIN LUThER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC
RIGhT-OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO TIlE POINT OF I3EGINNING;
THENCE CON’I’INUF SOUTH 00°l238” WEST, ALONG SAID WEST RIGI IT-OF-
WAY LINE, A [)ISTANCE OF 112.41 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WIi’H
A WI [LANE) JURISI)ECIIONAI I INI AS 1)1 PICFI I) ON A SURVI Y PRI PARI I)
BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., 1ROJECT NUMBER F 12004 ; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES ANI) DIS’I’ANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 1500820 WES’F, A
I)ISI’ANCE OF 9.86 FEE’I’, 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 0300738? WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET, 3) THENCE RUN NORTh 06°42’22” WEST. A
DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET,’4) TILENCE RUN SOUTI-1 80028f38 WEST, A
I)ISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET To A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE
LANDS I)EPIC’I’EI) ON THE AFORESAII) SURVEY PREPARE[) BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING INC; THENCE RUN NORTH 4101817 EAST. ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 20.55 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANI)S CONTAINING 627 SQUARE FEET (0.0 14 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

I)i strict

From: Industrial Limited (Activity Center)

lo: Preservation

SECTION 3. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local (Iovernment Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions ol’
law, the I”uture Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 6



THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5T1-I
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TI-IF NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12’38” WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTI-IER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGI-IT
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; TI-IENCE RUN SOUTI-I 4I’18’24”
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING AVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 09’54’26” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°40’22” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49’I I” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°28’43’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET, 5) TI-fENCE RUN SOUTI-I 49°12’31”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET, TO TI-IE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
RUN NORTH 47°59’41” EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62 FEET; THENCE CONTINUE NORTI-I 47°59’41”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 54°44’34” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTI-I 88°2 112” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAII) WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING TEN (10) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03° 1547” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.53 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH I4°56’43”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET: 3) -THENCE RUN SOUTH 18°3 134” EAST,
A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 5l°48’SO’ WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 5) ThENCE RUN SOUTH 82’47’1 1” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 54.22 FEET, 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°28’16” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET, 7) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°20’I4” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.29 FEET,
B) THENCE RUN SOUTH 78°07’22” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 9)
THENCE RUN NORTH 74°19’02” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET, 10) THENCE
RUN NORTFI 49°16’47” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 17,614 SQUARE FEET (0.404 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 7

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5Th
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF IINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTI 1 00°1 2’38” WEST, ALONG TI IF EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG TI-IF WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.



MARTIN LUTI-IER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGI-IT
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF’ THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING. INC., IROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°18’24”
WEST. ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES:
I) THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 09°54’26” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET, 2) TI IENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°40’22’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF’ 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49 11’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTI I
42°28’43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET. 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12’31’
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTI-T 47°59’41 EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62
FEET; THENCE CONTINUE NORTh 47°59’41’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTh-I 54°44’34 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FFE’I’; THENCE
RUN NORTH 882 I’12’ LAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON TIlE
AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15’41’
WEST, ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE. A DISTANCE OF 26.26
1 LET TO THI POiNT OF 131 GINNING, IH[NCI RUN NORLH 1103945? 1 ASI
DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23
FEET TO A POINT ON TI-IF AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LlNE
THENCE TIlE FOLLOWING TI IREE (3) COURSES AND DISTANCES ALONG
SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE: I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 00°31’25”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82 FEET, THENCE RUN SOUTH 11’I7’06” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF’ 56.64 FEET; THENCE RUN SOU1}1 22°10’27” WEST, A I)ISTANCE
OF 46.33 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 826 SQUARE FEET (0.0 19 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: Preservation

To: Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)

SECTION 4. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land I)evelopment Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafler described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 8

TI IAT 1ORTION 01’ LOT I, BLOCK I, ROOSEVEI;F CENTRE REPEAT SF1 I AI)I)I’FION,
AS RECORDED IN ILAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, ANI) 51, OF ‘I’HE PUBLIC RECORDS
01” PINELLAS COuNTY. FLORII)A, BEING MORE IARTICULARLY DESCRIBEI) AS
FOLLOWS:



COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I; TI-IENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12’38” WEST, ALONG TI-IE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTFI (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 378.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00° 1238’ WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK I
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 38.61 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED
ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER
12004; TI-HENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
EIGI-ITEEN (18) COURSES AND DISTANCES; I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 89°5039”
WEST, DEPARTING SAID EAST LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK I, AND SAID WEST RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 29°24’Il”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 3) TI-IENCE RUN SOUTH 15°40’02’ WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 26°32’5I” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
3 1.24 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 50°06’03” WEST. A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET; 6)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 68°50’41” WEST. A DISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET; 7) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 55°31’24” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.55 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN SOUTH
39°3I’I9” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN SOUTH 16°19’18”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN SOUTH 20°32’02” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°30’44” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 40.15 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN SOUTh 60°48’35” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31
FEET; 13) TI-IENCE RUN NORTI-I 15°05’23” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FELT; 14)
THENCE RUN NORTH 00°08’09” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 15) THENCE
RUN NORTH 15°l 103” EAST. A DISTANCE OF’ 46.57 FEET; 16) THENCE RUN NORTII
63°00’16” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 17) THENCE RUN SOUTH 4I°05’46”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET; 18) TI-IENCE RUN SOUTH 13°29’37” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.18 FEET; ThENCE RUN SOUTI-1 I 1°39’45” WEST, DEPARTING SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23 FEET TO A POINT ON
SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 03°I5’41” EAST,
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE A DISTANCE OF 26.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN SOUTH 88°21’I2” WEST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET; TI IENCE RUN SOUTII 54°44’34”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTII 47°59’41” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 137.67 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: I) THENCE RUN NORTh-I 49°12’3I” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTh I 42°28’43” WEST, A DISTANCE OF
71.01 FEET; 3) ThENCE RUN NORTI-I 38°49’l I” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN NORTII I4°40’22” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN
NORTFI 09°54’26” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
NORTI-IWESTERLY LINE OF TFIE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY
SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; TIIENCE RUN NORTH
41°I8’24” EAST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY L1NF, A DISTANCE OF 345.79
FEET TO A POINT SAID WIEI’LAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; ThENCE ALONG SAID
WETLAND JURISDIC’I1ONAI. LINE TI iF FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES ANI)
DISTANCES: 1) TI IFNCE RUN SOUTh I 62°34’32” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET; 2)
THENCE RUN NORTh I 66°45’14” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
NORTI I I 8°50’37” I AS F, A DIS I ANCI OF 48 79 II I 1 4) THI NCI RUN NOR 1 II
19°09’30” EAST, A I)ISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
NORTIIWESTIERLY LINE OF THE LAN[)S DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY



SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. TFIENCE RUN NORTH 41° 1824” EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTIIWESTERLY LINE, A l)ISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; TI IENCE ALONG SAIL) WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE TI-IL FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND I)ISTANCES: I)
THENCE RUN NORTH 80°28’38” EAST. A DISTANCE OF 3.04 FFET 2) TI-IENCE RUN
SOUTH 06°42’22” EAST, A 1)ISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET; 3) ThENCE RUN SOUTIl
03°07’38” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°08’20”
EAST, A 1)1 STANCE OF 9.86 FEEI’ TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAIl) LANI)S CONTAINING 97.357 SQUARE FEET (2.235 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: Preservation

To: Preservation

SEC’IiON 5. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or
conilict.

SECTION 6. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, ii shall become elkctive upon approval of the required Land
Use Plan change by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners and upon issuance of a
final order determining this amendment to be in compliance by the Department of Economic
Opportunity (DOE) or until the Administration Commission issues a tinal order determining this
amendment to be in compliance, pursuant to Section 163.3189. F. S. In the event this ordinance
is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless
and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case
it shall become effictive as set Ibrth above.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-20
(Land Use)

—

1NNI G & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT I)EPARTMENT DATE

4L/ Q
ASSISTANT CITY1’TORNEY DALE



ORDINANCE NO. -z

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TIlE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE
CITY 01’ ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA BY Cl LANGING THE ZONING OF
PORTIONS OF PROPI WI Y (I NFRALI Y LOCAl II) ON 1111
NORTI IWEST CORNI.R OF l)R. MARTIN LUTI IER KING JR. STREET
NORTH AND ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, FROM EC (EMPLOYMENT
CENTER) TO CCS-2 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN), FROM EC
(EMPLOYMEN’I’ CENTER) TO PRES (PRESERVATION). AND 1”ROM
PRES (PRESERVATION) TO CCS-2 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL
SUBURBAN); PROVII)ING FOR REPEAL 01’ CONFLICTING
ORDINANCI S AND POR1 IONS 1111 RI 01 AND PROVII)ING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

‘[‘HE CITY OF ST. 1ETERSI3URG DOES ORI)AIN:

SECTION 1. The Official Zoning Map of’the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafler described property in a Zoning I)istrict as Ibilows:

Site Area I

TIIAT POR’L’ION OF LOT I, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5T1 1
A1)I)ITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, ANI) 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORI)S OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORII)A, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TIlE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1; ThENCE
RUN SOUTH 00012?3811 WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGI IT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 509.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12’38” WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1. BLOCK I
AND ALONG SAID WES’I’ RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A 1)1STANCE OF 664.0! FEET TO A
POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I, SAIl) POINT
ALSO BEING ON TI-IF NORThEASTERLY RIGIIT-OF-WAY LiNE OF ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTI-I RIGIIT-OF-WAY);
ThENCE ALONG SAID SOUTh! WESTERLY LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK I AND ALONG
SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD TILE
FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: I) ThENCE RUN SOUTh
65°07’49” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.06 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTI I 49°57’02
WFS1 A DISFANCI 01 4256 1 LIT 3) HI! NC! RUN NOR Iii 4000258? lAST A
I)ISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET; 4) ThENCE RUN NORTH 49°5T02’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF
355.09 FEET; TI fENCE RUN NORTII 47059t41! EAST, I)EPARTING SAID
SOUTFI WESTERLY LINE OF LOT I BLOCK I ANT) SAID NORThEASTERLY RIGH’I’
OF-WAY LINE OF’ ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, A DISTANCE 01: 22.83 FEET 1,0 A
POINT OF INTERSEC’I’ION WITh A WETLANI) JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS
DEPICTED ON A SURVEY IREI>ARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., 1ROJECT



NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE TI-IL
FOLLOWING ThIRTEEN (13) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1); THENCE RUN SOUTh
49°I6’47” EAST, A DISTANCE OF’ 20.83 FEET; 2) TIIENCI’ RUN SOUTI-I 74°19’02”
EAST, A I)IS’I’ANCE OF 37.47 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 78°07’22’ EAST. A
DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 4) TI-JENCE RUN NORTH 3002011411 EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.29 I:EET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 3002816 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FELT; 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 82°471 111 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.22 FEET; 7)
THENCE RUN NORTh 510481501? EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN
NORTII 18°3F34 WES’I’, A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET; 9) ThENCE RUN NORTH
1405643 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 IThET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTh 0301541
WEST, A I)IS1ANCI 01 5279 Fl I T II) 1111 NCI RUN NORIII 22°I0’27” I ASI A
I)IS lANCE OF 46.33 FEET; 12) TIIENCE RUN NORTh 1101710611 EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 56.64 FELT; 13) THENCE RUN NORTh 0003125? EAS’I’, A DISTANCE OF 41.82
FEET; TI-IENCE RUN NORTH 17°45’OI” EAST, DFIART1NG SAID WETLANI)S
JURISDTC1IONAI I INI , A DIS’IANCI 01 12299 IH F IHFNCI RUN SOU’TH
89°47’45’ EAST, A I)ISTANCE OF 54.68 lEFT TO TIlL POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CON’IAINING 88,687 SQUARE FEET (2.036 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: EC (Employment Center)

To: CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 2. The Official Zoning Map ol the City oISt. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning I)is(rict as Follows:

Site Area 2

TIIAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBI IC RECORDS OF PINEL I AS COUNTY, FLORII)A BFING MORI
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TIlE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTIl 000123811 WEST, ALONG TIlE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LiNE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (I)R.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RLGHT
OF-WAY), A DIS’I’ANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 410182411
WEST, ALONG SAID NOR’FEIWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 148.79 FEET
TO TI IE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITh I A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
ThENCE ALONG SAID JURISDICTIONAL LINE TIlE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES ANI) DISl’ANCES: I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 1900930! WEST. A
DISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 18050!37h WEST, A
I)ISTANCE OF’ 48.79 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 660451411 WES’I’, A



DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTI-I 62°34’32” WEST, ALONG
SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC; THENCE RUN NORTH
4101824rr EAST, A DISTANCE OF 131.23 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 2,843 SQUARE FEET (0.065 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 3

THAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REILAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89. IAGES 49. 50, AND 5!, OF TIlE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINIILAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORThEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1; ThENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°I2’38” WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1. BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTIIER KING JR. STREET NORTII, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGhT
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 417.11 FEET TO TFIE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTh 00°12’38” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 92.38 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 89°47’45” WEST, DEPAR1’ING SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTh 17°45’OI’ WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREIARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING,
INC., IROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE TIlE FOLLOWING EIGIITEEN (18) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: I) TIIENCE RUN NORTH I3°29’37” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.18
FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 41°05’46’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET;
3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 63°00’16” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 4)
TI-IENCE RUN SOUTh 15°1 103” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET, 5) THENCE
RUN SOUTII OO008?09 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 6) THENCE RUN
SOUTh 15°05’23” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET, 7) ThENCE RUN NORTH
60048?35 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN NORTH 09030t44
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 40.15 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORI’H 20’32’02” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTII 16°I9’18” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; II) THENCE RUN NORTH 39°31’19” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTH 55°3124” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 34.55 FEET;. 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 68°50’41” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
35.34 FEET; 14) THENCE NORTH 50°06’03” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET;
15) TFIENCE RUN NORTII 26’32’51” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 31.24 FEET, 16)
THENCE RUN NORTH 15°40’02” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET, 17) THENCE
RUN NORTH 29°24’71” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN
NORTII 89°50’39’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID CONTAINING 8,414 SQUARE FEET (0.193 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.



Site Area 4

THAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPEAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, IAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTI-1EAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00’12’38” WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT I. BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE KST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTFIER KING JR. STREET NORTII, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGI IT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTI-I WESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY IREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., IROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTIl 41’18’24”
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTIIWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE ‘OF 625.81 FEET
TO THf POIN1 OF INTFRSI-’CTION WITH A WI-’TI ANI) JURISD1CI JONAL LIM
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND THE POINT OF’ BEGINNING; ThENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 095426” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) TI[ENCE RUN SOUTh 14°40’22” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 26.60 FEET, 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 38°49’I I” EAST. A DISTANCE OF 26.61
FEET, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 42°28’43’ EAST, A I)ISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET; 5)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12’31” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 47°59’41” WEST, DEPARTING SAID LINE. A DISTANCE OF 22.83
FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT I, I3LOCK I
AND A POINT ON TIlE NORTHEASTERLY RIGIIT-OF-WAY LINE OF
ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTh-I PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE RUN NORTH 49’57’02” WEST, ALONG SAID
SOUTI-IWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID
NORTHEASTERLY RI(1HT-OF-WAY LINE. A DISTANCE OF 44.91 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTI-I 47°05’I7” WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
BLOCK I AND ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGhT-OF-WAY LINE, A
DISTANCE OF 140.61 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NORTh! 41018241 EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A:DISTANCF OF 89.04 FEET TO THE POIN]’ OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANI)S CONTAINING 5,949 SQUARE FEEF (0.137 ACRES) MORE OR LESS

Site Area 5

TI IAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5T1 I
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAIl) LOT I, BLOCK I; ‘I’I-IENCE
RUN SOUTI-! 00°I2’38” WEST, ALONG TIlE EAST LINE OF SAIl) LOT I, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG TIlE WEST RIGIIT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTh (DR.



MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTI-I, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH 000 12’38’ WEST, ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-
WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 112.41 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED
BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER E 12004 ; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 15°08’20” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET, 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 03°0T38” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET, 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 06042?22? WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET,4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 80°28’38’ WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE
LANDS DEPICTED ON THE AFORESAID SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING INC; THENCE RUN NORTH 4I°I817” EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 20.55 FEET TO TI IE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 627 SQUARE FEET (0.0 14 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Di strict

From: EC (Employment Center)

To: PRES (Preservation)

SECTION 3. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area 6

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF IINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TilE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12’38” WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF’ 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41’1W24”
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITFI A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; ThENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE TI IL FOLLOWING AVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN SOUTI I 0954?26! WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE
RUN SOUI’H 14°40’22” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) ‘l’HENCE RUN
SOUTH 38049h1 1” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°2W43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET,’ 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°I2’31”



EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; TI-IENCE
RUN NORTH 47°59’41” EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62 FEET; THENCE CONTINUE NORTH 47°59’41”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTIl 54°44’34” EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; TI-IENCE RUN NORTH 88°2I’12” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON TI-IF AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING TEN (10) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03° 1547” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.53 FEET; 2) TIIENCE RUN SOUTh 14°56’43”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 3) -THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 18°3 134 EAST,
A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET, 4) TIIENCE RIJN SOUTh 51°48’50 WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 82’47’I I” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 54.22 FEET, 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°28’16” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET,’ 7) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°2014 WEST, A DISI’ANCE OF 46.29 FEET,
B) THI NCI RUN SOU I H 78°07’22 WFS I A I)IS I’ANCF 01 41 80 IN 1, 9)
THENCE RUN NORTH 74°19’02” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET, 10) THENCE
RUN NORTH 49°1647” WEST, A DISTANCE OF’ 20.83 FEET TO ‘[HE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 17,614 SQUARE FEET (0.404 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Sue Area 7

TI-IAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REILAT 5TI I
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF ‘H IE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTIIEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°I2’38” WEST, ALONG THE FAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG TI-IF WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH S’I’REET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH. A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING. INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTI-1 4I°18’24’
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTI-IWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WI’[H A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; ThENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE TIlE FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES:
I) TI-IENCE RUN SOUTh-I 09°54’26” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET, 2) TIIENCE
RUN SOUTH I4°40’22’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTh 38°491 I” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTh
42°28’43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET. 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°I2’31”
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; TI hENCE RUN NORTIl 47°59’4 1’ EAST,
DEIARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDIC’I’IONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62
FEET; TIIENCE CONTINUE NORTh-I 47°59’41’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET;
THENCE R(iN NORTH 54°44’34” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTH 882 I’12’ EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
AFORESAID WETLANI)S JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15’41”



WEST, ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE. A DISTANCE OF 26.26
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING: ‘THENCE RUN NORTH lI°3945” EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23
FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE,
THENCE THE FOLLOWING THREE (3) COURSES AND DISTANCES ALONG
SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE: I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 00°31’25’
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82 FEET, THENCE RUN SOUTH I 11706” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 56.64 FEET: THENCE RUN SOUTH 22°I0’27” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.33 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 826 SQUARE FEET (0.019 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: PRES (Preservation)

To: CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 4. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinaftei- described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area 8

TIIAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPEAT 5TH ADDITION,
AS RECORDED IN PLAT 1300K 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS
OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE IARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT TFIE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12’38” WES1’, ALONG ‘[HE EAST LINE OF SAIl) LOT 1, BLOCK I,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTI LER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WII)E PUBLIC RIGI IT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 378.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00° 1238” WEST, ALON(1 SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK I
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A I)ISTANCE OF 38.61 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED
ON A SURVEY PREPARED 13Y SUNCOAS’F SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER
12004; ThENCE ALONG SAID WE’I’LAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
EIGhTEEN (18) COURSES AND DISTANCES; I) THENCE RUN SOUTH 89°50’39”
WEST, DEPARTING SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK I, AND SAID WEST RIGI IT-
OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 29°24’II”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 3) TlIENCE RUN SOUTH 15°40’02” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET; 4) TI hENCE RUN SOUTH 26°32’SI” EAST, A DISTANCE OF
31.24 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 50°06’03” WEST. A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET; 6)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 68°50’41” WEST, A I)ISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET; 7) TI IENCE RUN
SOUTh 55°3 124” WEST, A I)ISTANCE OF 34.55 FEET; 8) ThENCE RUN SOUTh
39°31’19” WES’I’, A DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN SOUTH l6°19’18”
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 10) ThENCE RUN SOUTh 20°32’02” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEI3T; 11) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°30’44” FAST, A DISTANCE



OF 40.15 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN SOUTH 6004835 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31
FELT; 13) ThENCE RUN NORTIl 15°05’23’ EAST, A 1)ISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET; 14)
THENCE RUN NORTH 0000809 WEST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 15) ThENCE
RUN NORTh 15°I 1103 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET; 16) ThENCE RUN NORTh
630001161? EAST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 17) THENCE RUN SOUTI-I 41°05’46’
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET; 18) ThIENCE RUN SOUTH 13°29’37” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.18 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTh I l03945 WEST, DEPARTIN(i SAID
WETLAND JURISI)ICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23 FEET TO A POINT ON
SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN SOUTII 0301541 EAST.
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISD1CTIONAL LINE A DISTANCE OF 26.26 FEET;
TI IENCL RUN SOUTH 88°21 ‘12” WEST, I)EPARl’ING SAIL) WE’I’LANI)
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTh 5404413411

WEST, A DISTANCE 01’ 44.52 lEFT; TIIENCE RUN SOUTh 47°59’41” WEST, A
1)ISFANCI 01 13767 111 F 10 A POINT ON SAID WFILAND JURISDIC1 IONAI
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAIL) WETLANI) JURISDICTIONAL LiNE THE FOLLOWING
FIVE (5) COURSES AND I)1STANC’ES: 1) ThENCE RUN NORTh 49°12’31” WEST, A
I)ISTANCE 01” 58.74 FEET; 2) TI IENCE RUN NORTh I 42°28’43” WEST, A I)ISTANCE 01’
7 1.01 FEET; 3) ‘I’HENCE RUN NOR’FII 38°49’I I’ WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4)
‘11 IENCE REIN NORTh I 14°40’22” EAST, A DISTANCE 01” 26.60 FIlE]’; 5) THENCE RUN
NOR Fl I 09°54’26” I AS I A 1)ISI ANC 1 01 39 63 I I I ‘1 I 0 A POIN I ON 1111
NOR Ph IWI S FE RI Y LINI 011111 1 ANI)S DI ITC III) ON A SURVI Y PRI PARE I) BY
SUNCOAST SURVIIYIN(I, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; ‘I’i hENCE RUN NOR’I’I I
410181241 LAST, ALONG SAIl) NORTIIWJISTERLY LINE, A I)ISTANCE OF 345.79
FELT TO A POINi’ SAIl) WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID
WIITLANI) JURISDICTIONAL LINE TI III FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES ANJ)
DISTANCES: 1) TI IENCE RUN SOU’I’I I 62°34’32” EAS1’, A I)ISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET; 2)
‘l’IIENCE RUN NOR’I’II 66°45’I 4” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 3) ThENCE RUN
NORTIl 18°50’37” EASE’, A I)ISTANCE OF 48.79 [‘LET; 4) TIIENCII RUN NORTh
19°09’30” EAS’I’, A DISTANCE OF 52.55 FEEl’ ‘I’O A POINT ON SAID
NORTIIWESI’ERLY LINE OF TIlE I,ANDS 1)EPICTEI) ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY
SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NOR’I’[I 41°18’24” EAS’I’, ALONG SAIL)
NORThWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A POINT ON SAIl)
WETJ AND JURISDICTIONAl LINE IIIENCL AL ONG SAID WE lEAN!)
JURISD1C’IiONAL LINE TIlE I”OLLO WING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: I)
ThENCE RUN NORTh 80°28’38” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET: 2) ThENCE RUN
SOU1}1 06°42’22” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET; 3) IlIENCE RUN SOUTH
03°07’38” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET; 4) TFIENCE RUN SOUTH 15°08’20”
EAST, A I)ISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET I’O TIlE POINt’ OF BEGINNING.

SAIl) LANI)S CONTAINING 97,357 SQUARE FEET (2.235 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: PRES (Preservation)

‘l’o: PRES (Preservation)



SECTION 5. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or
con fl jet.

SECTION 6. This ordinance shall become effective upon the date the ordinance
adopting the required amendment to the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan’s Future
Land Use Map becomes elThctive (Ordinance -L).

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

I —•———-._

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPAR’I’MENT

I’LUM-20
(Zoning)

7—/9-f’t

/iq
ASSISTANT C1T A’Il’ORNEY DATE

DATE



(SEE SHEET 1 FOR DESCRIP liON OF SKETCH)

SHEET2OF2

c)cJ

4J

c:,

c’-co

co

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTiON ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

1!) Dewberry
-OF- lIps I

__I

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32256

PHONE 904332 8601 F 904.332.8633
WMEV.DEWBERRY.COM

CERTIFICHTE Or AUTHORIZATION No LB 8011

SITE AREA I
Zoning: EC > CCS-2
FLUM: IL> PR-C

LINE TABLE

()

0

O 100

1 INCH = 100 FEET

f)L,j

ThTE

c/
I

0
0

0

050

cJEO

0.,

0
0
c

L

LINE SEARING LENGTH
Li 565V7’49W J3.O6

L2 N4957’O2W 42.56

U N40V2’58T 5.00

L4 N47’59’41E 22.8J

L5 S4976’47T 20.83

L6 S7479’O2E 37.47

L7 N78V7’22”E 41.80

NJO2O’14E 46.29

L9 530 28’16E 33.57

N8247’lIT 54.22

N5148’50E 39.71

L12 N1831’34W 32.24

N1456’43W 36.43

L14 N375’41W 52.79

N22’1O’27E 46.33

N1177’06E 56.64

i:.L:. NO31’25E 41.82

L18 N17’45’O1”E 122.99

L19 589 47’45E 54.68

WETLANDS
(PRESER VA liON AREA)

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDENI1FICA liON NUMBER

li—JO— 16—76532—001—0010

/
DRAINAGE EASE,

/ PLAT BOOK

/ PAGES 49—
SOUTH WES TERL Y

LINE, LOT 1, BLOCK 1

EC ZONING AREA
7V CCS—2

88,687 SQUARE FEET
(±2.036 ACRES)

EANDS JURISDICDONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYiNG, INC.

A PROJECT NUMBER 12004

(PUBLIC RIGHT—OF—WAY
WIDTH VARIES)

ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD

(S TA TE ROAD NO. 686)

NORTHEASTERLY R/W
LINE, ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD\ /

LJ L2N4957D02#W 355.09’

SEE LEGEND ON SHEET 1

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTiON

EC ZONING TO CCS—2

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I ROOSEWLT CENTRE
REPLAT 5711 ADDITiON — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51

SECTION 13, TOIi?’JSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DAlE: 07/17/14
REV DAlE:
SCALE. 1’=IOO’

PROJ: 4FER—J29
DRA1 BY: JDH
CHECKED BY: £H



Dewberry
I

__j

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANcIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556

PHQNL 904.332.8601 &,,x 904.332.8633
WM’IDEWB04RY.COM

CETrICATE Or AumoZAn0N No. LB 8011

LEGEND:

0 O 100

1 INCH = 100 FEET

—h-—— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CUR VA 7IJRE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY

OR OF,9CIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
o CHANGE IN DIRECTION
Li LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)

SITE AREA 2
Zoning: EC> PRES
FLUM: IL> Preservation

LINE TABLE

/
LINE BEARING LENGTH

Li S19V9,YOW 52.55

L2 S1850’37W 48.79

L3 S6645’14W 35.11

L4 N62J4’32W 24.07

L5 W4178’24E 131.23

POINT OF COMMENCEMENT
NORTHEAST CORNER,

LOT 1, BLOCK 1

/

NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

266.08’

A PORT/ON OF TAX PARCEL
/DENT/F/CA TION NUMBER

13—30—16— 76.532—001—0010

POINT OF

EC ZONING TO PRESERVA liON
ZONING—AREA 1

2,843 SQUARE FEET
(.to.o65 ACRES)WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON

SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.
PROJECT NUMBER 12004

/ LOT 1, BLOCK 1
OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADD/i

PLA T BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51

F-..

(J)

/.

h
F--I

c::

1/..

/ . .... flETLANDS
(PRESERVA liON AREA)

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN TIP/CA TION NUMBER /

13—3D—16--76532—OO1—OD1D

(SEE SHEET I FOR DESCRIPTiON OF SKETCH)

SKETCH OF DESCRIP liON

SHEET 2 OF

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

— OF—

EC ZONING TO PRESER VA liON

A PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSEVELT CEN7RE
REPLAT SIR ADDI1ION — PLAT BOOK 89. PAGES 49—51

SECTION 13. JTJYR4SHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DAlE 06/26/2014
REV DAlE:
SCALE: 1=100’

PROJ: 4FER—J29
DNA MV BY: JDH
CHECKED BY: U2HPINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA



SITE AREA 3
Zoning: FEC> PRES
FLUM: IL> Preservation

Li.j

cDc
c- I

Li1 LLj o-
c
-L

-

- ...—.

LEGEND:

0 50 700

1 INCH = 100 FEET

—h-—— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CURVATURE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY

07? OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
o CHANGE IN DIRECTION
Li LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)

LINE TABLE POINT OF COMMENCEMENT
NORTHEAST CORNER,

LOT 1, BLOCK 1

NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN T/FICA TION NUMBER

13—JO— 16— 76532—007—0010

LINE BEARING LENGTH
L5 S012’38W 92.38

1.6 N89’47’45W 54.65

U 517’45’01”W 122.99

LB N1329’37’E 44.15

L9 N41V5’46W 18.95

LID 563 V0’16W 22.49

51571’OJW 46.57

SO VS ‘D9”E

S15V523W 11.96

L14 N6048’35”W 17.31

N930’44W 40.15

N2O32’02’E 4.3.70

.LL_ N1679’15”E 34.36

N39’31’I9E 17.61

_f_ N55’31’24E 34.55

1.20 N68’S0’47”E 35.34

N5OV60JE 37.14

H_ !426’32’51W 37.24

1.2.3 N1540’02E 19.51

N2924’I1E 21.31

L25 N8950’39T 23.79

Ct)

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON / IL2-
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. /

PROJECT.

EC,2’ONING To4SERVA hot’’
/ /7OMAY—AR4.

/ 8414 SQUARE
LOT BLOCK /(o.19J ACRES)

ROOS’EVEL T DEN TRE REPLA T 5/h ADDITION
PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51/:. /..

/ /...
/.......

(J

-ED

Cl)

•
.‘. HfTLANDS

(PRESERVA liON AREA)

:f
A PORT/ON OF TAX PARcEL’

•IDENTIFICATION NUMBER /
1J—JO—16—765J2--OO1—OO1O

• ..

•‘ (sEE SHEET 1 FOR DESCRIP77ON C9 SKETCH)

SHEET2OF

cj
0

0
—1

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTiON

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.
I.’.’

I!’5 Dewberry
— OF—

EC ZONING TO PRESERVA liON

A PORI7ON CF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSEVELT CEN IRE
REPLAT 57H ADDII1ON — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51

SECTION 13, TONNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

PREPARED FOR:

__I

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556

PiioNE 904.332.8601 F 904.332.8633
M’.WDWBERRY COIl

CEEDWICATE Or AumoRIzAoIoN No. LB 8011

THE FERBER COMPANY

DA TE 06/26/2014
REV DATE:
SCALE. 1”—lOO’

PROJ 4FER-J29
DRAI4IVBY: JDH
CHECKED B £H



I

__j

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANcIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32550

PHONE 904.332.8601 F 904.332,8633
86W1.DEW8ERRY.COM

CERTFICPJE Or AUTHORIZArION No. LO 8011

LEGEND:

—k—— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CUR VA fiRE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY

OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
o CHANGE IN DIRECTION
LI LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)

SITE AREA 4
Zoning: EC> PRES
FLUM: IL> Preservation

M4TCHLJNEAL.aJ<c-)

1’’ /
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON

SUR VEY PREPARED BY SUNCOA ST SUR VEY/NG, INC.
PROJECT NUMBER 12004

A PORT/ON OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN T/F/C’A TION NUMBER

13—30—16— 76532—001—0010

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

LINE TABLE

LINE BEARING LENGTH

1.26 S9’54’26W 39.63

L27 S144O’22W 26.60

S3849’IIT 26.61

L29 S42284JE 71.01

LOT 1, BLOCK 1
—ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5/h ADPItION’

PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—$

/

1

54972’31T 58.74

1.31 S47’59’41W 22.83

1.32 N4957’02’W 44.91

L33 N47’05’17W 140.61

L34 N4178’24E 89.04

/

/

/
/

EThANO5
(PRESERVA 170W AREA)

.—POINT OF BEGINNING
4/

- A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL- -

IDEN TIF/CA TION NUMBER
• 13—30—16—76532—001—0010

—0

L
L1J05

0 50 100

I INCH = 700 FEET

- —EC ZONING TO PRESERVA 170W
ZONING-AREA 3 -

5,949 SQUARE FEET -‘.
(±0.13/ACRES)

cc
--i

0

L

--i

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY.

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION

— OF—

THIS IS NOT

11:. Dewberry —

EC ZONING TO PRESER VA liON

A SURVEY.

A PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSEWLT CENTRE
REPLAT 5761 ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89. PAGES 49—51

SECTION 73, TOV84SHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DATE: 05/26/2014
REV DATE.-
SCALE: 1=100’

PROd: 4FER—J29
DRAINV BY: JDH
CHEEKED BY: 1)H

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA



• (SEE SHEET I FOR DESCRIP71ON OF 52(EICH)

SHEET.2OF..::.

SITE AREA 5
Zoning: EC> PRES
FLUM: IL> Preservation

j
I..

I::

LEGEND:

O .0 100

1 INCH = 100 FEET

—h----- LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CURVATURE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/w RIGHT OF WAY

OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
o CHANGE IN DIRECflON
Li LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)

LINE TABLE

POINT OF COMMENCEMENT
NORTHEAST CORNER,

LOT 1, BLOCK 1
LINE BEARING LENGTH

Li SO72’38W 112.41

L2 N15V8’20”W 9.86

U NJV7’J8W 43.97

L4 N6’42’22”W 44.35

S8028’.38W 3,04

L6 N4178’l7E 20.55

POINT C

A PORT/ON OF TAX PARCEL
/OEN TIF/CA TION NUMBER

13—30—16— 765J2—0Ol—0010

266.08’

EC ZONING TO PRESERVA 770N
ZONING—AREA 4

627 SQUARE FEET
(0.D14 ACRES)

NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 120O4

N.

/
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 /

1—ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADDITION
PLA T BOOK 89, PAGES

/

c
0 -

I.IJ O
I-. Iz

L.. -J

WETLANDS
(PRESERVA liON AREA)

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
• . . IDEN TIFICA HON NUMBER

13—30— 76—76532—001—0010

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION

— OF—

SKETCH OF DESCRIP77ON ONLY.

Dewberry

EC ZONING TO PRESERVA T1ON

THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

A PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPL4T SiN ADDITiON — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—SI

SEC lION 13. TO86ISHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

LAND DEVILOIIVIENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556

PHONL 904.3328601 F 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM

CErrIcAr[ OFAurHoRzrIoN No. LB 8011

DAlE: 06/26/2014
REV DAlE:
SCALE: l”=lOO’

PROJ: 4FER-J29
DRAI4N BY: JDH
CHECKED BY: ,A2HPINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA



LEGEND:

—h-—— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CUR VA TOJRE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CUR VA TOJRE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY

OR OFFiCIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
o CHANGE IN DIRECTION
LI LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)

SITE AREA 6
Zoning: PRES > CCS-2
FLUM: Preservation> PR-C

,—.

::
R

--

MA TCHLINEA

MATCHLINEA

__________________________

SO

1 INCH = 100 FEET

NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON
SUR VEY PREPARED BY SLINCOA ST SUR VEYINC, INC.—

PROJECT NUMBER 12004
A POR TION OF TAX PARcEL

IOEN TIF/CA TION NUMBER
13—30—16—765,32—001—0010

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.-

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

LINE TABLE

LINE BEAR/NC LENGTh’

L26 S9’54’26”W 39.63

L27 S1440’22W 26.60

L28

7

S38 ‘49’11E

L29

26.61

/

542 28’43’E

LOT 1, BLOCK /
—ROOSEVEL T CENTRE REPLA T 6th ADD! TION

PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51

/

71.01

)

/
/

//
/

L30 S4972’JI”E 58.74

N4759’41E 110.62

N47’59’41T 27.05

UT N5444’34E 44.52

N8821’12E 58.38

S375’41”E 26.53

S1456’43”E 36.43

S1831’34’E 32.24

S51’48’50W 39.71

1.43 S82’47’71W 54.22

N3028’16W 33.57

S3020’14W 46.29

578V7’22W 41.80

N7479’02W 37.47

L48 N4976’47W 20.83
/

H€7LANDS
•

. (PRESERVA liON AREA)

L,j

L,j0,

—0

\

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN TIFICA TION NUMBER

13—J5O—16—76532—OO1—OO1O

PRESERVA liON ZONING To • LJ8
CCS—2 ZONING-AREA 1

17,614 SQUARE FEET
- (±0.404 ACRES) ‘ I

/ . •. ...•.

:.:...A::::(SEE SHEET 1 FOR
DESCR!P77CW OF SKETCH)

SHEET2 0F2

0
ILi

Li
LI)
Li

(F)

PLVNT OF BEGINNING-

CD

n
0cr::ccD ..J

c3)

Q
D

,.
q. i

SKETCH OF DESCRIP77ON

— OF—

PRESER VA liON ZONING TO
CCS—2 ZONIN

A PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSE6LT CENIRE
REPLAT 5Th,’ ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89. PAGES 49—51

SEC lION 13, TOVfi4SHIP JO SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST

A SURVEY.,1ON ONLY. THIS IS NOT

Dewberry
1I I

__j

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556 DAlE: 06/26/2014

PHONL 904.332.8601 Fr 904.332.8633 REV DATE:
WWWDEWEERRY.COM SCALE: 1=100’

CEFTrICATE Or AUTHORIZATON No. LB 8011

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

PROJ: 4FER—J29
ORAHNBY: JDH
CHECKED BY: JWPINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA



LEGEND: SITE AREA 7
Zoning: PRES > CCS-2
FLUM: Preservation> PR-C

—h—— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE

PC POINT OF CURVATURE
PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY

OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PACE
o CHANGE IN DIRECTION
LI LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE) 50 100

1 INCH = 100 FEET /
NORTHWESTERLY L/N LANDS DEPICTED ON

SUR VEY PREPARED BY SUNCOA ST SUR yE Y/NG, INC. V
PROJECT NUMBER 12OO4

MATCHLINEA

/.
LINE TABLE

LINE BEARING LENGTH

L26 S954’26”W 39.63

L27 S1440’22W 26.60

L28 S38’49’1 I E

L29

26.61

S4228’43E 71.01

/

A PORT/ON OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN TIE/CA DON NUMBER

13—JO— 16— 76532—001—0010

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEP/C TED ON
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PROJECT NUMBER 12004

LOT 1, BLOCK 1 /
—ROOSE’/ELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADDI7ON

PLAT BOOK 89, PACES 49—51

N
/

(SEE SHEET
DESCRIP71ON OF

SHEET 2 OF 2

H.1_ S4972’3IE 58.74

L35 N4T59’41E 110.62

N47’59’41E 27.05

1.37 N54’44’34T 44.52

N88’21’12”E 58.38

L39 N03’15’4IE 26.26

N1139’45E 143.23

L5O SD’31’25W 41.82

L51 S1I77’O6W 56.64

L52 522 ‘1O’27W 46.33

PRESERVATiON ZONING TO
/. . .. CCS—2 ZONING—AREA 2

826 SQUARE FEET
(L0.D19 ACRES)/ WETLANDS

(PRESERVA liON AREA)

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN TIF/CA TIDAl NUMBER

13—30—16—76532—001—0010

03

0
03

0.

-‘p

1

I
I—

0
z
F
w
LU

I
.CJ)

I-(j)

‘C

ft
1

0
h
0—

cZ

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

i’ DewberrySKETCH OF DESCRIPTiON

— OF—

PRESER VA liON ZONING TO
CCS—2 ZONING

A PORI1ON OF LOT I, BLOCK I ROOSEVELT CEN7RE
REPLAT 5711 ADDflION — PLAT BOOK 89. PAGES 49—51

SEC RON 13, OIfi4SHIP .30 SOUTH. RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556

PFoNE 904.332.8601 FAx 904.332.8633
86WLDEW8ERRY.COM

CE -EIflCATE Or AuThoRizAtioN NOV LB 8011

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DA TE: 06/26/2014 PRO,]: 4FER—J29
REVOATE: DRAI+NBY JDH
SCALE: 1”=lOO’ CHECKED BY: h3H



/

c)c.)

LULl)

‘4. Ct) I k.
0

)çc

N O.-..

0

cJL:co

00

(J)L

OQ
0o

U)

0

(J

‘4:

BOOk
PAZS 49-

SOU77/WE5TERL
LINE, LOT 1, BLOCK

SITE AREA 8
Zoning: PRES> PRES
FLUM: Preservation> Preservation

(SEE SHEE7S 1—2 FOR DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH)

SHEET 3 OF 3

0 50 700

1 INCH = 100 FEET

PRESERVA liON ZONING To
PRESERVA liON ZONING

97,357 SQUARE FEET
(2.235 ACRES) ‘‘.

)

WTLANDS
(PRESERVA liON AREA)

A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
IDEN TIFICA TION NUMBER

1J—JO-- 16— 76532—001—0010

• ••, , BANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED
• , • , • , • SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEHNC. INC.

• , PROJECT NUMBER 12004 (TYPICAL)

26 L25

______ ______

ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD
(PUBLIC RIG/-IT—OF- WA Y

WIDTH VAR/ES) (S TA TE ROAD NO. 686)

NORTHEASTERLY R/W
LINE, ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD

SKETCH OF DESCRIP77ON ONLY.
SEE LEGEND & LINE TABLE ON SHEET 2

THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

SKETCH OF DESCRIP liON

— OF—

PRESER VA liON ZONING

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK I ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 577-I ADDITiON — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51

SECTION 13, TOI4NSI-IIP 30 SOUJN. RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

11111

1P Dewberry

___—,

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING I SURVEYING & MAPPING
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
COMMUNITY PLANNiNG & PRESERVATION COMMISSION

PUBLIC HEARING

Council Chambers June 10, 2014City Hall Tuesday, 3:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Present: Robert “Bob” Carter, Chair
Jeffery “Jeff” M. Wolf, Vice Chair
Will Michaels
Lisa Wan nemacher
Jeff Rogo, Alternate
Amett Smith, Jr., Alternate
Thomas “Tom” Whiteman, Alternate

Commissioners Absent: Ed Montanant excused
Gwendolyn “Gwen” Reese’

Staff Present: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning, Design & Historic Preservation
Aimee Angel, Planner, Urban Planning, Design & Historic Preservation
Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney, Legal
Vicky Davidson, Administrative Assistant, Planning & Economic Development

Tue public hearing was called to order at 3:03 p.m., a quorum was present.

I. OPENING REMARKS OF CHAIR

II. ROLL CALL

III. MINUTES

The minutes from May 13, 2014 meeting were approved as written by a consensus vote.

1V. PUBLIC COMMENTS

No public comments made.
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Commissioner Michaels stated that he is in favor of deferring this item for further consideration and would like
staff to get with St. Petersburg Preservation to try to reach some kind of consensus.

Commissioner Wolf stated that he is wearing two hats; one as historic preservation and the other as
maintenance and durability of the building. If the windows were replaced with impact-rated glazing, whether
aluminum clad or all wood, the building would be substantially more protected than it currently is with the
condition of the existing windows. The existing windows are 20 years old and are not the original windows,
which were probably made from hard pine or cypress that would stand 80 years of wear with good paint. In his
experience, windows made in the somewhat recent past do not survive very well because they are made from
newer growth and rely more on the bases of chemistry and wood preservative treatment. Commissioner Wolf
went on to say that he does not see a major issue with repLacing all of the windows without a window-by-
window condition study because the windows are not original. He is in conflict with the issue of clad versus
wood and understands St. Petersburg Preservation’s concern about setting a precedent. He does not object
taking additional time for further study of clad versus wood; however, he is in favor of replacement with an
impact-rated product versus repair.

Commission Chair Carter stated that he shares the same feelings as the other Commissioners and is very
concerned about setting a precedent. He is very concerned about the lack of serious maintenance of the existing
windows; believing that the windows have never been touched since 1994. Commission Chair Carter went on
to say that he would like to have this item deferred for 30 days unlessthere is some urgency. Mr. Quintana
stated that they have no objection to a 30-day deferment.

I
Commissioner Wolf moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion deferring
this item to the July CPPC meeting and that staff make an effort to meet with St.
Petersburg Preservation to see ifa consensus can be reached.

— • r

YES7 Michaels, Wolf, Carter, Rogo, Smith, Whiteman
NO -None

I.

_

Motion was approved by a vote of6 toO.

At the conclusion of thexecutive Session, Robin Reed distributed updated copies of Economic Inwacts of
Historic Preservation in Florida to the Commission Members and invited the Commissioners to attend a porch
party on June 20th at the histo uclid School which had been repurposed into condominiums.

‘F
Contact Person: Derek Kilborn

893-7872
Location: The subject property, estimated to be 5.1 acres in size, is vacant land generally located
on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Blvd.

Request:
• For 2.02 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited

(Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official
Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban), or other less intensive use.

MOTION:

VOTE:

B. FLUM-20

Page 4 of 8
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• For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited
(Activity Center) to Preservation and the Official Zoning Map designation from EC
(Employment Center) to PRES (Preservation), or other less intensive use.

• For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Preservation to Planned
Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less
intensive use.

Staff Presentation

Derek Kilborn gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.

Applicant Presentation

David Singer with Singer & O’Donniley gave a PowerPoint presentation in support of the request.

Public Hearing

Dr. Margaret Hewitt, 880 S. Village Dr N, #105, spoke in opposition of the request. She is concerned about the
impact to the preservation area and migrating birds along with the increase of traffic.

Cross Examination

By City Administration:
Waived

By Applicant:
Waived

Rebuttal

By City Administration:
Waived

By Applicant:
Waived

Executive Session

Commissioner Wolf stated that the re-allocation of the preservation area looks good on paper but is unsure of
the effect it would have on the existing elements that are being preserved by the existing designation and asked
for additional information. Mr. Singer stated that the area of square footage does not change; what would be
taken out would be replaced. Mr. Singer then stated that Martin Armstrong, their environmental engineer with
Armstrong Environmental Services is here to address the specific changes.

Mr. Kilbom stated that any application to amend or encroach into what is currently permitted as a wetland
delineated area would require the applicant to go through the process to have those permits amended and

Page 5 of 8
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updated accordingly, so a rezoning approval by itself does not grant any authority to encroach into the wetland
delineated area for development or site modification.

Mr. Martin Armstsong stated that the preservation area seen on the map was determined about 2 ½ years ago
from doing a wetland delineation pursuant to SWFWMD’s rules and regulations and have obtained a
Jurisdictional Declaratory Statement from SWFWMD. The irregular boundary line of the preservation area was
due to the inclusion of a couple of areas that were dug to be stormwater treatment ponds when the main part of
the business park was developed in the 1980s and they are now trying to make it a workable area for
development as well as enhance the wetland by clearing out the nuisance species.

Commission Chair Carter asked what portion of the subject site had been dug for drainage and not part of the
preservation area. Mr. Martin replied that most of the area they are proposing to fill for development, about
0.29 acres, had been dug enhancing a stormwater pond along with another area where the “finger is located.”
These two areas were not originally wetland but has since become wetland.

dl.!Commissioner Michaels asked about the bird nesting concern. Mr. Martin stated that he has been through the
wetland many times and have not seen any nests per se in the wetland and believes the wading bird habitat will
be improved with the removal of the nuisance species. -

Commissioner Wannemacher asked if a wildlife or protected species survey had been done and, if so, what
were the results. Mr. Martin stated that a survey was done and that no protected species are currently using the
habitat.

Commissioner Rogo asked about the factor causing staff’s recommendation to change from the previous
application submitted in 2012. Mr. Kilbom stated that because the subject site is an Industrial Limited property
that is physically detached from the adjacent industrial park and because the property is less than five acres in
size; the Countywide Plan Rules enable the location of retail uses at this particular site. Mr. Kilborn went on to
say that this is a unique case where in this instance the interpretation of an accessory use at the City level is
stricter than at the County level.

Mr. Kilborn also explained that w lookin” environmentally sensitive properties, wetland delineated
boundaries are necessary for permitting purposes; however, the City also has a preservation zoning district
which in certain cases can extend beyond the delineated wetland boundary. In this particular case, some portion
of the subject site that has a delineated wetland boundary will have some preservation zoning beyond that
extending out to the property lines and any development proposal received by the City for this site will have to
go through the local and state permitting process for any encroachment into the delineated wetland boundary.
Secondly, they will have to compl with the site and mitigation requirements of the preservation zoning district.

Commissioner Wolf asked who enforces the provisions and determines the boundaries when going through the
permitting process for the delineated wetland boundary. Mr. Kilbom replied primarily the Southwest Florida
Water Management District. Mr. Martin stated that a permit will need to be obtained from SWFWMD as well
as from the Army Corp of Engineers to fill in the wetlands. Mr. Dema added that there is a City review, as
well. Mr. Martin went on to say that their idea is to purchase mitigation credits from the Tampa Bay Mitigation
Bank for the 0.29 acres of fill that will be placed in the wetland for the development. The nuisance species
removal in the remaining preservation area is separate and does not require permitting.
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Commissioner Wannemacher pointed out that approving this request will provide employment where there hasbeen none for the past 30 years even though the current zoning is Employment Center. The reports from theexperts were very compelling in terms of how they have tried to sell/market the site and she feels that theproblem is due largely to the current zoning designation. Commissioner Wannemacher stated that she will be
voting in favor of the request.

Mr. Dema cited, as a point of information regarding wetlands mitigation, a provision in the City Code16.20.160.11, Subsection 4: “The wetland must be destroyed in such a manner that it may never return to its
natural condition or size; for example, when a bridge is built. A new wetland of similar potential productivity
shall be created within the immediate area to mitigate the loss. Mitigation area shall be at least two to one ratioof the land area affected.” Ar

Commissioner Rogo asked if the current owner of the subject site, The Pinellas Business Center, is the original
owner. Mr. Singer replied that he believes the answer is yes and believes Mr. Dunholtz is in full support of this
change.

4
Commissioner Smith asked how the high traffic area as well as the ingress and egress of the site will be handled
if this request is approved. Mr. Kilborn stated that as part of any site plan application received by the City, thenecessary permits are required from the regulating agencies along each of those roadways; showing access
points to the site and meeting all of the minimum standards per the FDOT along Roosevelt Blvd. and thePinellas County Engineering Dept. along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St N. Mr. Singer added that on page 14 of
the staff report talks about the existing conditions and then read the following excerpt: “The entire City is
designated as a transportation concurrency exception area. Regardless of this fact, the proposed FLUM changerezoning proposal commercial development is not expected to degrade existing levels of service on Roosevelt
Blvd. and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St N due to excess roadway capacity available on these streets to
accommodate new trips.” Further up the page of the staff report it states that the total number of new trips
expected to generate from a retail use on the subject site is 48 per day, a very small number when talking about
traffic impact.

Commissioner Wolf stated his understanding of the City’s concern with maintaining industrial land; however,
the staff report addresses those concerns rimarily based on the small size of the site as well as the marketing
attempt. Commissioner Wolf went on to say that he is not as concerned about the zoning change because the
subject site probably will not be functional for an industrial site due to the small size but is more concerned
about the environmental aspect. f

Mr. Kilborn pointed out for accuracy in the record regarding traffic counts, it is 48 PM peak hour trips which is
not the total for the day as stated earlier by the applicant.

Commissioner Whiteman asked if this was in addition to what the current store in the other location draws. Mr.Kilborn stated that the formulas are based on what is the current Future Land Use classification versus the
proposed Future Land Use chsification, and not based on comparisons to another same type of business across
the Street.

Commissioner Wolf pointed out that what would have to be done to limit access across a divided highway mayhave a greater impact on traffic flow than additional trips; however, the Commission’s purview is zoning, not a
site plan review.
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MOTION: Commissioner Wolf moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion finding the
requested amendment for 2.02 acres to the Future Land use Map designation from
industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity
Center) and to the Official Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment General) to
CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan in accordance with the staff report.

VOTE: YES — Michaels, Wannemacher, Wolf, Carter, Rogo, Smith, Whiteman
NO -None

Motion was approved by a vote 7 to 0.

MOTION: Commissioner Wolf moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion finding the
requested amendment for 0.42 acres to the Future Land Use Map designation from
industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation and to the Official Zoning Map
designation from EC (Employment General) PRES (Preservation), or other less
intensive use; and for 0.42 acres to the Future Land Use Map designation from
Preservation to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and to the
Official Zoning Map designation from PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor
Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan in accordance with the staff report.

VOTE: YES — Michaels, Wannemacher, Wolf, Carter, Rogo, Smith, Whiteman
NO -None

Motion was approved by a vote 7 toO.

VI. CPPC PLANNING & EDUCATION COMMITTEE REPORT

Commissioner Michaels gave an update on the Committee’s progress.

VU. CPPC MEMBER COMMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS

None made.

Vifi. ADJOURN

With no further items to come before the Commission, the public hearing was adjourned at 4:55p.m.
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Staff Report to the St. Petersburg
Community Planning and Preservation Commission

Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,
Urban Planning & Historic Preservation Division

For Public I-tearing and Executive Action on June 10, 2014
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Ilall,

1 75 Filth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File: FLUM-20

According to Department records, no CPPC members reside or have a place of business located within 2.000 feet of the
subject property. All other possible conflicts should be declared upon announcement of the item.

AIPLICANT / Denholtz Associates
PROIERTY OWNER 14 Cliffwood Avenue, Suite 200

Matawan, New Jersey 07747

CO-APPLICANT I Ferber Company — Roosevelt, LLC
PROPERTY OWNER 100 2nd Avenue South, Suite 705-S

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

AUTHORIZED Singer & O’Donniley, P.A.
REPRESENTATIVE: 712 South Oregon Avenue, Suite 200

Tampa, Florida 33606

SIZE/LOCATION: The subject property, estimated to be 5.1 acres in size, is vacant land generally
located on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and
Roosevelt Boulevard. The subject property includes Preservation Area N-69.

PIN/LEGAL: The subject property is a portion of parcel 13-30-16-76532-001-0010. The legal
description is attached.

REQUEST: The subject property is currently designated as follows:

• 2.44 acres on the Future Land Use Map as Industrial Limited (Activity
Center) and the Ollicial Zoning Map as LC (Employment Center)

• 2.66 acres on the Future Land Use Map as Preservation and the Official
Zoning Map as PRES (Preservation).

City File FLLM-20
Page 1



The application is requesting the following amendments:

• For 2.02 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment -

Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban), or other less intensive use.

• For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation and the Official
Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to PRES
(Preservation), or other less intensive use.

• For 0A2 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Preservation to Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)
and the Official Zoning Map designation from PRES (Preservation) to
CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

PURPOSE: The applicant states that the request seeks to allow a retail use (Waigreens Drug
Store) that is commonly found at the intersection of two arterial roadways, and
that the use can be supported by those roadways. The applicant further states
that the retail use will have a demand from the users in the immediate area and
that it is commonly associated with the surrounding office uses. The applicant
indicates that the site is expected to meet and address all environmental
concerns.

EXISTING USE: The subject property is vacant, including approximately 2.66 acres of
preservation land.

SURROUNDING North: l3usiness/corporate — industrial and office uses
USES: &mth: Corporate headquarters for Jabil Circuit, and retail businesses (Gateway

Crossing Shopping Center and Ibis Walk to the southeast)
East Village Lakes Condominiums
West Pinellas Business Center (office buildings)

ZONING HISTORY: The present BC zoning designation has been in place since September 2007,
following the implementation of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan, the Citywide
rezoning and update of the Land Development Regulations (IDRs). Prior to
2007, the subject property was designated with IP (Industrial Park) and IP
PRES (Industrial Park-Preservation) zonin&

DEVELOPMENT The subject site is approximately 5.1 acres, or 222,320 sq. ft in size:
POTENTIAL:

• Cunent Zoning. The development potential for 2.44 acres or 106,515
sq. ft of land designated BC, providing all other district regulations are
met is 145,926 sq. ft of industrial or corporate ollice space calculated at
a floor-area-ratio of 1.37, which reflects the activity center designation.

• Proposed Zoning. The development potential for 2.44 acres or 106,515
sq. ft of land designated CCS-2, providing all other district regulations
are met, is 146 residential units calculated at a density of 60 units per
acre which reflects the activity center designation; 119,297 sq. ft of
non-residential space calculated at a floor-area-ratio of 1.12, which

City File FLIJM-20
Page 2



reflects the activity center designation; or a mix of these uses. The
CCS-2 regulations also provide a workforce housing density bonus ol’
ten (1 0) units per acre.

• With regard to the preservation zoning on approximately 2.66 acres or
115,805 sq. ft. of the subject property, the City Code states that
development, alteration, or improvement within a preservation area shall
not exceed a floor-area-ratio (FAR) of 0.05 and an impervious surface
ratio (ISR) of 0.10, and if developed, altered or improved, the remaining
area must be left in its natural state. Thus, the “development potential”
for the subject preservation area is approximately 5,790 sq. ft. of floor
area.

SPECIAL INFORMATION:

The subject property is located within the Gateway Activity Center and the Gateway Arcawide Development
of Regional Impact (GADRI), described in more detail below. The property is not located within the
boundaries of a formal neighborhood association:

• On July 20, 2012 the Community Preservation Commission* (CPC) conducted a public hearing
pertaining to an appeal of the City Zoning Official’s determination that a proposed freestanding retail
store with a pharmacy did not meet the standards for an “accessory use” within the lZC (Employment
Center) zoning district (Case No. 12-53000003). The appeal was denied by a unanimous vote of the
CPC (7 to 0).

• Subsequent to the CPC’s decision, an application was liled to amend the luture Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use
(Activity Center) and the Ofilcial Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-I
(Corridor Commercial Suburban). Following consideration and disagreement among City stafl the
final staff recommendation was to deny the requested amendments.

• On August 14, 2012, prior to the conclusion of the Planning & Visioning Commission* (PVC) public
hearing, the applicant withdrew the request to amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use (Activity Center) and the
Official Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban) pertaining to the subject 2.44 acres (City File FL1JM-l 5).

• On September 27, 2012, the applicant submitted additional material in support of the application.
The material was reorganized as City File FLUM-16.

• On November 13, 2012, the PVC held a public hearing and voted 3-to-2 in thvor of a motion to
recommend approval of the applicant’s request. The motion failed however because it did not
receive the required minimum of four (4) supporting votes (Section 16.80.040.3, City Code).

• The applicant appealed the PVC determination to the City Council. On 1)ecember 20, 2012 the City
Council conducted the flrst reading of the proposed ordinances. On January 24, 2013, the City
Council voted 4-to-4 in kivor of a motion to approve the appeal and overturn the Planning and
Visioning Commissions denial of the applicant’s request. The motion failed however because it
did not receive the required minimum of six (6) supporting votes (Section 16.70.0l0.6(J)(5),
City Code).

* The P/anning and Visioning Commission has since been merged with the Community Preservation
Commission therebyforinint the Community Planning and Preservation Cominiss ion (CPPi,).

City File FLL\4-20
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STAFF ANALYSIS:

The 5. 1 acre subject property is a remnant of a 23.5 acre site originally developed with industrial and
corporate office space in the rnid-1980s, known then as the McCormick Center (City File SE-804). The
project was described as a “very high quality, attractive development.. .with nearly three acres in
preservation area and another three acres in setbacks and green area.” A new building was added to the
McCormick Center in 1991, bringing the total square footage of the business park to approximately 200,000
sq. ft. (City File SE-804-D). There are no definitive statements in the files, but it is (arguably) likely that the
subject area had been left undeveloped because of the existence of the wetland (Preservation Area N-69), and
perhaps because (arguably) it served as a nature amenity for the business park employees, clients and
visitors, as well as a natural buffer between the office buildings and the busy intersection of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard. Based on recent engineering and environmental
analysis, it has been determined that while there are approximately 2.66 acres of preservation area there is
another 2.44 acres of buildable land in the subject area.

Existing Considerations

The subject property has a Future Land Use Map designation of Industrial Limited (Activity Center) and
Official Zoning Map designation of EC (Employment Center). Pursuant to the Countywide Plan Rules,
Section 2.3.3.6.1, Retail Commercial is allowed as a “secondary” use; pursuant to the City of St. Petersburg
City Code, Section 16.10.020.1, Retail Sales and Service is allowed as an “accessory” use.

According to the Countywide Plan Rules, the proposed retail use is consistent with the existing Future Land
Use Map designation and requires no change. Specifically, Retail Commercial is consistent with the
Countywide Plan Rules, Section 2.3.3.6.1, which states that the retail use is allowed on Industrial Limited
properties not to exceed a maximum land area of live (5) acres. The huildable area of the subject property
measures only 2.44 acres.

According to the City of St. Petersburg City Code, the proposed retail use is allowed as an accessory use that
has a direct and identifiable relationship to a principal use, Ihr e.g. a t-shirt manufacturer who produces the
textile product on-site and then sells a percentage of the inventory through a small, accessory storefront. The
proposed retail pharmacy has no direct and identifiable relationship to any other businesses located within
the adjacent industrial business park. Despite conditional authorization for retail uses under the current
regulations, the applicant’s proposal does not meet the City’s definition for an accessory use. The distinction
is the basis for submission of (his rezoning application.

Preservation Area N-69

The City tile for Preservation Area N-69 contains copies of the previously referenced staff reports related to
special exception site plan applications processed between May 1984 and May 1991 (associated with the
adjacent oflice development). The tile also contains a dredge & till permit application and an aerial photo
with preservation lines drawn in 1984, which appear similar to the present Preservation zoning boundary.
Several of the staff reports make note of the need to preserve the pine canopy and upland pine flatwoods in
certain areas, while a request to modil’ the existing preservation area (City File SE-804-C) was approved,
which included the placement of a stormwater detention pond in the preservation area and the expansion and
replanting of the wetland in an area occupied by pine fiatwoods. In summary, Preservation Area N-69 has
been impacted by the adjacent office development over the years, however, pursuant to the City Code, the
impacts have been ofY.set with mitigation and related reconstruction of the wetland area.

City File FLUN4-20
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Ihe language for the City Council ordinances will require a wetland mitigation plan as a condition of any
future site development proposal. The 2.66 acres of preservation area contain a large population of mature
punk trees (Melaleuca quinquenerva), and the designated wetland is surrounded by a dense growth of’
Brazilian pepper (Schinus terebinthifolius) in the upland buffer zone. Both of these species are considered
Category I on the 2013 Invasive Plant Species List by the Florida Exotic Pest Plant Council (FLEPPC).

ilie current site plan requires impacting approximately .42 acres of the wetland habitat. Although the
wetland mitigation plan has not been finalized or submitted to the Southwest Florida Water Management
District (SWFWMD), the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) or the City of St. Petersburg for approval, it
is anticipated that the punk trees and Brazilian pepper will be removed from the wetlands as part of the
wetland mitigation plan. These invasive species shall be removed from the site as a condition of any
subsequent development permit even if the mitigation plan approved by SWFWMD and the City requires
alternative action. This will be achieved by cutting the trees at the base, removing the above-ground biomass
from the wetlands, treating the punk tree stumps with an EPA-Approved Aquatic 1-lerbicide, and replanting
with native aquatic/wetlands species. In addition, the upland buffer surrounding the wetlands shall be
cleared of all Brazilian peppers and replanted with native upland species. A monitoring and maintenance
plan shall be instituted to treat and control nuisance aquatic and wetland species in the wetlands for a
minimum of three (3) years or until the wetland meets the success criteria that will be included with the
Environmental Resource Permits issued by SWFWMD and ACOE.

Gateway Areawide Development of Regional Impact (GADRI)

The subject property is located within the CIateway Areawide DRI (GADRI), the I)evelopment Order
(Ordinance 1142-F) for which was adopted in November 1989. There is currently 18,063 sq. ft. of available
retail capacity in the GADRI. The GADRI Master Plan identifies the northwest corner of Dr. ML King Jr.
St. N. and Roosevelt I3Ivd. Ibr office and industrial uses only. The elThctive date language lbr the City
Council ordinances amending the land use and zoning will state that the land use and zoning changes will not
become ef1I.ctive until the CIAI)Ri Master Plan (attached) has been amended to include commercial as an
allowable use on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt l3lvd.
(allowing retail to be developed). The process is known as an NOPC (Notice of Proposed Change). The
property owner/developer would be responsible lbr this process, including all lees, legal ads and other notice
requirements. As of this writing, the Gateway Areawide Transportation Improvement Special Assessment
Fee (GATI SAL) is $9,044.66 per 1,000 square feet of retail.

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

Due to the subject property’s location within the Gateway Activity Center, the development potential under
the present Industrial Limited land use and EC zoning is 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space
(reflecting a lloor-area-ratio of 1.37). Development potential under the proposed Planned Redevelopment -

Commercial land use and CCS-2 zoning is 119,297 sq. ft. of commercial space (reflecting a lloor-area-ratio
of 1.12).

City staff has concluded that the applicant’s request to amend the land use from Industrial Limited to
Planned Redevelopment - Commercial, and the zoning from EC to CCS-2 is, on balance, consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.21, which
states, S’... the’ City shall continue to expand the acreage available for industrial development in
appropriate locations. ‘[‘he basis Ibr this original determination was that the requested changes
would eliminate acreage available lbr industrial development. Upon Iuirther review and
consideration, City staff now believes this determination was incomplete:
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o First, the Policy states that industrial development should be expanded “...in appropriate
locations.” Given the physical characteristics of the subject property, its isolation from the
adjacent industrial limited uses, its small size (less than 2.5 acres of buildable land), the
existence of’ a preservation area, and the requirement for traffic access to be located at a
significant distance from the abutting intersection, the subject property is constrained in ways
that make it less—than—ideal for industrial development. Consequently, while the surrounding
geographic area is generally appropriate for industrial development, the physical conditions
of the subject property are not appropriate and exhibit support for the requested amendments.

o More importantly, a rezoning to CCS-2 does not prohibit the types of industrial limited uses
allowed under the current EC zoning district. While city staff acknowledges that the
applicant is proposing a retail pharmacy in the near-term, the following land uses will
continue to be allowed by right or special exception: office, general; office, medical; office,
veterinarian; laboratories, research and development; light manufacturing; fleet—based
services; hospitals; schools; and utility plants and substations.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.26.a, which
states, “Plan amendment applications that propose changing underpeiforming industriai/’
designated areas (‘Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a non—industrial designation mciy be
favorably considered jf one or more of the following characteristics exist over an extended period of
time: 1) vacant or underutilized land: 2) vacant or underutilized buildings, 3) poor quality job
creation in terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or multiplier effects, and 4) chronic
competitive disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and other
market considerations.

The basis for this original determination was an assumption that the subject property’s buildable area
remains suitable for development by industrial land uses. A review of the record however, shows that
the subject property has remained undeveloped for more than 30 years. Moreover, the applicant has
submitted a market program conducted by Elliot M. Ross, CCIM, Managing Director, and Jason G.
Aprile, CCIM, Special Office Associate, RMC Ross Realty. The purpose of the market program was
originally to attract qualified buyers. It has since become justification for considering alternative
development options. According to the applicant and RMC Ross Realty, the only inquiries came
from developers interested in building retail. The market program includes additional inlbrmation to
help illustrate the challenges when considering construction and rental rates ibr office space and
other industrial limited uses.

The applicant’s request is neutral when compared to Policy LU3.7, which states that land use
planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether existing Land Use Plan boundaries
are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions and expectedfuture conditions. The boundaries
for the present Activity Center and Industrial Limited (IL) land use designation and EC (Employment
Center) zoning district are logically drawn. The attached (Ialeway Activity Center maps depicting
the Future Land Use and zoning designations lbr the area clearly show the dividing lines that have
been established lbr the purpose of accommodating employment generating business and industry.
These designations have been unilbrmly applied to property located on the west side of I)r. Martin
Luther King Jr. Street North, between I I 8th Avenue North and Gandy Boulevard, moreover, along
the north side of Gandy Blvd. and the east side0f28t1 Street and within the Carillon area.

The goal of the City is to attract high quality, job generating business and industry to these areas.
Amending the land use and zoning boundaries to accommodate a stand-alone, low-intensity retail
store on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard
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would appear upon initial inspection to be in conflict with the City’s goal. However, given the
unique physical characteristics of the subject property - a triangular shape of which more than half is
encumbered by a preservation area - staff believes attainment of this goal is already signilicantly
impaired. For these reasons, the impact of approving the requested change, and its effect on the
City’s goal, is negligible. Moreover, City staff does not believe that approval of the requested
amendments would set a precedent within the Gateway Activity Center.

• Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.17, which
states that the future expansion of commercial uses is encouraged when infihling into existing
coin mercial areas and activity centers, or where a need can be clearly identUled, and where
otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The basis for this original determination was that
the requested changes would introduce new retail opportunities to the subject property and that the
position of the existing preservation area prevents new development from meeting the traditional
definition for infill development. Upon further review and consideration, City staff now believes this
explanation was incomplete. Under the present EC zoning, retail is already allowed as an accessoiy
use to the industrial business park. The retail land use type is not a new introduction to the subject
property; therefore, considerations about infill development are irrelevant.

• The applicant’s request is not consistent with Policy LUI6.i, which states that development planning
for the Gateway area shall include consideration of the promotion of industrial and office park
development to divers’ the City’s economic base and generate employment. liowever, for reasons
already stated, the unique physical characteristics of the subject property make development of the
proposal a reasonable alternative toward generating employment.

• Previous City stall’ reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LUI8, which
states that commercial development along the Citys major corridors shall be limited to infilling and
redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages. The basis lbr this original
determination was that the requested changes would introduce new retail opportunities to the subject
property and that the position of the existing preservation area prevents new development from
meeting the traditional definition for mull development. Upon further review and consideration, City
staff now believes this explanation was incomplete. Under the present EC zoning, retail is already
allowed as an accessory use to the industrial business park. The retail land use type is not a new
introduction to the subject property; therefore, considerations about infill development are irrelevant.

• The applicant’s request is consistent with Policy LUI8.1, which states that requests to amend the
Land Use Plan to permit retail development in the North Sector of the City on corridors other than
4th Street North should be recommendedfor denial by City staff except at appropriate intemcections
of major streets or in designated mixed use settings. The subject property is located at the
intersection of two (2) significant roadways, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt
Boulevard. City staff’ believes this meets the intent of the Policy.

• Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LUI9.2, which
states that land use patterns that impair the efficient functioning oftransportationj2mciiities shall he
avoided through the denial cf land use plan amendments that increase the frontage of commercial
strips. While there is sufficient roadway capacity on both Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
and Roosevelt Boulevard, the addition of a curb cut on both roadways for a use permitted under the
present IL designation will negligibly impair the efficient functioning of’ these transportation
facilities (i.e., it is estimated that trallic would increase by an average of 496 daily trips and 48 p.m.
peak hour trips).
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The applicant’s request is balanced when compared to Policy T1.6, which states that the City shall
support high-density mixed-use developments and redevelopnients in and adjacent to Activity
Centers, redevelopment areas and locations that are supported by mass transit to reduce the number
and length of automobile trips and encourage transit usage, bicycling and walking. The proposed
project is a stand-alone, auto-oriented commercial building not associated with any high-density
mixed-use developments. While staff acknowledges that this proposal is not immediately consistent
with the policy, the unique physical characteristics of the subject property, when coupled with the
market demands of the subject area, have rendered the property unused lbr more than 30 years.
Since mass transit and other mobility enhancements along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
and Roosevelt Boulevard will continue to put upward pressure on the subject property for
redevelopment, City stall expects that Iliture redevelopment will complement this policy within the
physical constraints of the subject property.

Other Relevant Comprehensive Plan Policies

The Level of Service (LOS) impact section of this report concludes that the requested Plan change and
rezoning will not have a negative effict upon the City’s adopted LOS standards 11w public services and
facilities including traffic, potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, mass transit, recreation, and stormwater
management. Moreover, as detailed in the impact section and shown below, if the subject property is
developed exclusively with office uses, there will likely be less demand tbr potable water and sanitary sewer
service. A summary of the potential impact on the City’s public Ihcilities is provided in the following table:

Existing EC Zoning Proposed CCS-2 Zoning Net Change
Population 0 225 225
Potable Water 36,400 gpd 29,824 gpd - 6,576 gpd
Sanitary Sewer 36,400 gpd 29,824 gpd - 6,576 gpd
Solid Waste 0 293 tons 293 tons
Traffic (p.m. peak hour) 42 trips 90 48

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Level of Service impacts are addressed Ilirther in this report. Approval of the requested Plan change and
rezoning does not guarantee that the subject property will meet the requirements of concurrency at the time
development permits are requested. Upon application for site plan review or development permits, a full
concurrency review will he completed to determine whether or not the proposed development may proceed.
The property owner will have to comply with all laws and ordinances in effect at the time development
permits are requested.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the Future Land Use Map amendment from Industrial Limited (Activity
Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), on the basis that the request, on
balance, is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
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RESPONSES TO RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS

TO THE LAND USE PLAN:

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

The following objectives and policies from the Land Use Element and Transportation Element are
applicable:

LU2 The Future Land Use Plan 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. I To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the following activity
centers as part of this Land Use Plan:

I. Gateway 3. Tyrone 5. Central Avenue
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.

LU2.5 The Land Use Plan shall make the maximum use of available public facilities and
minimize the need for new facilities by directing new development to mull and
redevelopment locations where excess capacity is available.

LU3.1.C.i. industrial Limited (IL) - Allowing a mixture ol’light industrial, industrial park. office
park uses with a Iloor area ratio up to 0.65.

LU3.l.E.3. Activity Center (AC) - Overlaying the tIture land use designations in those areas, not
less than 50 acres in size, with concentrated commercial and mixed-use centers
suited to a more intensive and integrated pattern of development.

LU3.1.1”.3. Planned Redevelopment — Commercial (C) - Allowing the full range ol commercial
and missed-uses including retail, office, service and high density residential uses not
to exceed a floor area ratio of 1 .25 and a net residential density of 55 dwelling units
per acre.

LU3.21 The City shall continue to expand the acreage available lbr industrial development in
appropriate locations provided such expansion is supported by current and likely
long—term market conditions.

LU3.26.a Plan amendment applications that propose changing underperlhrming industrially
designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a non-industrial
designation may he fivorahly considered if one or more of the lollowing
characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1) vacant or underutilized land;
2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor quality job creation in terms of pay,
employee density and spin-off or multiplier etThcts; and 4) chronic competitive
disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and
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other market considerations.

LU3.4 The Land Use Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition through an
orderly land use arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of physical and natural
separators.

LU3.5 The tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the appropriate use of
properties based on their locational characteristics and the goals, objectives and
policies within this Comprehensive Plan.

LU3.7 Land use planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether existing
Land Use Plan boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions and
expected future conditions.

LU3.1 7 Future expansion of commercial uses is encouraged when infilling into existing
commercial areas and activity centers, or where a need can be clearly identilied, and
where otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

LU3. 18 All retail and office activities shall be located, designed and regulated SO as to benefit
from the access affbrded by major streets without impairing the efficiency of
operation of these streets or lowering the LOS below adopted standards, and with
proper facilities for pedestrian convenience and safety.

LU4 The Ibilowing future land use needs are identified by this Future Land (Jse Flement:

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

3. Industrial - the City shall provide opportunities for additional industrial and
employment related development where appropriate.

LU 16.1 Development planning lbr the Gateway shall include consideration of the following
issues:

1. promotion of industrial and office park development to diversii’ the City’s
economic base and generate employment;

3. integration of laud uses with existing and future transportation thcilities
recognizing the special transportation conditions within a regional activity
center;

LUI 8: Commercial development along the City’s major corridors shall be limited to infilling
and redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages.

LU 1 8. 1 Requests to amend the Land Use Plan and Land I)evelopment Regulations to permit
retail/office development in the North Sector on corridors other than 4hhI Street North
should be recommended lr denial by Staff, except at appropriate intersections of
major streets or in designated mixed use settings.

LUI9.2 Land use patterns that impair the eflicient functioning of transportation facilities shall
be avoided through:
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implementation of land development regulations that provide for site planning
practices that limit curb cuts, provide for common access points and ensure
sale and convenient on-site traffic circulation without adversely affecting the
operational integrity of adjacent roadways;

2. denial of land use plan amendments that increase the frontage of commercial
strips;

Tl.3 The City shall review the impact olall rezoning proposals and requests to amend the
FLUM on the City’s transportation system. FLUM amendment requests that increase
traffic generation potential shall demonstrate that transportation capacity is available
to accommodate the additional demand.

TI .6 The City shall support high-density mixed-use developments and redevelopments in
and adjacent to Activity Centers, redevelopment areas and locations that are
supported by mass transit to reduce the number and length of automobile trips and
encourage transit usage, bicycling and walking.

T7 The City shall promote the safi. and ellicient flow of traffic on major roadways
through access management.

T7. I The City shall, to the extent practical, reduce or prevent direct access from driveways
to principal and minor arterials by prioritization of primary access. When a site is
adjacent to a principal or minor arterial, the priority of primary access shall be, to the
extent practical, to local roads first, neighborhood collectors second, collectors third,
minor arterials fourth and principal arterials fifth. Access from nonresidential
development onto local roads shall be designed to minimize the intrusion of traffic in
adjacent residential areas.

T7.2 All development or redevelopment projects shall be required to provide safe and
efficient access to the public road system, accommodate on-site traflic movements,
and provide parking for motorized and non-motorized vehicles as required by
implementation of the Land Development Regulations.

T7.3 The City shall encourage, through the development review process, adjacent
commercial and office developments to provide cross-access easements, joint use
driveways and connecting pedestrian làcilities to minimize the number of trips
generated on the major street system and the associated safety hazards.

T7.6 Access to new and redeveloped nonresidential parcels with frontage along two or
more roadways should be limited to one access point per roadway.

T7.7 Access for corner lots or parcels shall be located the greatest distance from the corner
commensurate with property dimensions.

b. Whether the proposed amendment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas
which are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.
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Approximately 2.66 acres of the 5.1 acre subject property are presently, and will continue to be,
designated Preservation. No evidence has been offered that the area provides habitat for listed
species as defined by the Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

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

Under the proposed CCS-2 zoning, a total of 146 multifamily dwelling units could be developed,
calculated at a density of 60 units per acre, which reflects the activity center designation. Assuming
that there are 1 .54 persons per multifamily unit, the buildout population is estimated to be 225
persons. Under the existing EC and Preservation zoning, no residential development is permitted.
An approximate increase of 225 persons would not significantly alter the City’s population or
population density pattern.

d. Impact of the proposed amendment upon the following adopted levels of service (LOS) for
public services and facilities including but not limited to: water, sewer, sanitation, traffic, mass
transit, recreation, stormwater management. (This analysis does not include the development
potential of the existing Preservation land, which is considered negligible.)

The following analysis indicates that the proposed change will not have a significant impact on the
City’s adopted levels of service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit,
stormwater management and recreation. Should the requested land use change and rezoning for the
subject 5.1 acre site be approved, the City has sufficient capacity to serve the subject property.

WATER

flased on the present EC designation, the maximum demand for potable water is estimated to be
36,400 gallons per day as Ibliows:

Residential development: 0 persons x l25gpcpd = 0 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space x 0.25
gpd/sq. ft. = 36,400 gallons/day

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

Under the requested CCS-2 zoning, the maximum demand for potable water could reach 29,824
gallons per day, as lbllows:

Residential development: 225 persons x 125 gpcpd = 28,125 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 119,297 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq. ft. =

29,824 gallons/day

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

The rezoning of the subject property from EC to CCS-2 will not impact the City’s adopted LOS for
potable water.
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Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region’s local
governments are required to project and submit, on or before February 1 of each year, the anticipated
water demand for the following water year (October 1 through September 30). TBW is contractually
obligated to meet the City’s and other member governments’ water supply needs. The City’s current
potable water demand, for the 2013 water year (October 1, 2012— September 30, 2013), is 29.0 mgd.

While the City’s adopted LOS standard for potable water is 125 gallons per capita per day (gpcd), the
City’s actual gross consumption for the 2013 water year was approximately 79 gpcd. St. Petersburg’s
average day demand and gross per capita consumption of potable water are not increasing, and are
actually decreasing in some water years, due to the overwhelming success of the City’s water
conservation program and reclaimed water program. in addition, the move to a once per week
watering restriction has alleviated a portion of the potable water demand.

WASTEWATER

The subject properly is served by the Northeast Water Reclamation Facility.

Iased on the present EC designation, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer is estimated to be
36,400 gallons 13cr day as follows:

Residential development: 0 persons x 173 gpcpd = 0 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space x 0.25
gpd/sq. ft. = 36,400 gallons/day

Source. St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County,
Water/Sewer Use F’ictors Study, 2000.

Under the requested CCS-2 zoning, the maximum demand lbr sanitary sewer could reach 29,824
gallons per day, as follows:

Residential development: 225 persons x 1 73 gpcpd = 38,925 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 119,297 sq. Ii. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq. ft. =

29,824 gallons/day

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

The rezoning of the subject property from EC to CCS-2 will not impact the City’s adopted LOS for
wastewater. Tn 2013, the Northeast Water Reclamation Facility had an estimated excess capacity of
8.29 million gallons per day.

SOLI1) WASTE

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City. Approval of this request will not affect the
City’s ability to provide collection services. The County and the City have the same designated level
of service of 1 .3 tons per year per person, while there is no generation rate for nonresidential uses.
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All solid waste disposal is the responsibility of Pinellas County. The County currently receives and
disposes of municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris, generated throughout
Pinellas County. The Pinellas County Waste-to-Energy Plant and the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary
Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities, Department of Solid Waste Operations;
however, they are operated and maintained under contract by two private companies. The Waste-to-
Energy Plant continues to operate below its design capacity of incinerating 985,500 tons of solid
waste per year. The continuation of successful recycling efforts and the efficient operation of the
Waste-to-Energy Plant have helped to extend the life span of Bridgeway Acres. The landfill has
approximately 30 years remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans.

Although the subject property is proposed to be redeveloped with a retail business, the following
calculations rellect solid waste generation for residential development that would be permitted under
the proposed zoning designation. Assuming a population of 225 persons under the proposed CCS-2
zoning, it is estimated that approximately 293 tons of solid waste per year may be generated (225
persons x 1.3 tpypp). Such an increase (293 tons) will not impact the City’s adopted LOS for solid
wase.

TRAFIC

Summary of traffic impact (p.m. peak hour trips):

Existing Industrial Limited Plan Category 42

Requested Planned Redevelopment Commercial Plan Category

48 new p.m. peak hour trips

Existing Conditions

There are two major roads with geographic proximity to the subject property: Roosevelt Boulevard
North and Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North. Both roads are classified as minor arterial streets with
Roosevelt Blvd. maintained by the State and Dr. M.L. King, Jr. St. North maintained by the County.

Based on the Pinellas County MPO’s 2013 Level of Service Report, the level of service (LOS) for
these two major roadways is as follows:

• Roosevelt Boulevard, between 4111 Street North and 16th Street North, has a LOS of”13” based
on the 2010 average annual daily traffic (AADT) of 25,481.

• Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North, between Gandy Boulevard and 1-275, has a LOS of “B”
based on the 2010 AADT of 12,101.

The entire City is designated as a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA). Regardless
of this fact, the proposed FLUM change, rezoning and proposed commercial development is not
expected to degrade existing levels of service on Roosevelt Boulevard North and I)r. M.L. King, Jr.
Street North due to the excess roadway capacity that is available on these streets to accommodate
new trips.

Source: City ofSt. Petersburg, Transportation and Parking Management Department.
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Trip Generation

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

The vehicle trip generation rate under the existing Industrial Limited land use is approximately 42
p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 1 78 avg. daily trips per acre of IL land x 2.44 acres = approximately 434 avg.
daily trips

Step b. 434 avg. daily trips x .097 percent = approximately 42 p.m. peak hour trips

Thus, the total vehicle trip generation for the existing Industrial Limited designation is 42 p.m. peak
hour trips.

The vehicle trip generation rate under the requested PR-C land use is approximately 90 p.m. peak
hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 465 avg. daily trips per acre of PR-C land x 2.44 acres = approximately 930
avg. daily trips

Step b. 930 avg. daily trips x .097 percent = approximately 90 p.m. peak hour trips

In summary, a Plan change from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment — Commercial will
likely result in a net increase of 48 p.m. peak hour trips. Such an increase would have a minimal
impact on roadway level of service.

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

MASS TRANSIT

‘Fhe Citywide LOS lbr mass transit will not be afThcted. PSTA provides local transit service along
Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard North (Route 59) with a peak hour service
frequency of 20 minutes and an off-peak service frequency ol 30 minutes. PSTA’s Route 58
provides service along Roosevelt Boulevard North, with a service frequency oF 60 minutes. PSTA’s
Route 4 provides intermittent service along Roosevelt Boulevard North and l)r. M.L. King, Jr. Street
North. lhe LOS standard for mass transit is headways less than one hour.

RECREATION

The City’s adopted LOS tbr recreational acreage, which is 9 acres per I ,000 population, will not be
impacted by this proposed rezoning. Under both the existing and proposed zoning, the LOS citywide
will remain at 22.9 acres per I ,000 permanent population.
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STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Prior to development of the subject property, site plan approval will be required. At that time, the
storrnwater management system for the site will be required to meet all City and SWFWMD
storrnwater management criteria.

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

The land area is sufficient for the anticipated use of the subject property.

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

There are approximately 14.42 acres of vacant land in the City designated with CCS-2 zoning. There
are redevelopment opportunities on CCS-2 zoned property located elsewhere in the Gateway and
Carillon area.

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

The proposed Planned Redevelopment — Commercial Iuiture land use designation is not consistent
with the established land use pattern to the north, west and south which is Industrial Limited and to
the east which is Residential Medium. It is consistent with the established land use pattern to the
southeast.

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

City staff believes that the boundaries for the existing Activity Center and Industrial Limited (IL)
land use designations and EC (Employment Center) zoning are logically drawn. These designations
have been uniformly applied to property located on the west side of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street
North, between 118111 Avenue North and Gandy Boulevard. The goal of the City is to attract high
quality, job generating business and industry to these areas.

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

Not applicable, as the present designation is Industrial Limited.

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

According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), the subject property is located in
theiOO-year hood plain. Specifically, the property is located in Special Flood Hazard Area AL,
Flood Zone 9-feet, which requires that the top of the lowest habitable floor be at or above 9- feet
NAVI) (North American Vertical Datum). The subject property is also located within the Cl II IA
(Coastal High 1-lazard Area) and hurricane Evacuation Level “A.”

k. Other pertinent facts. None.
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Legal Description of the Subject Property

A portion of Lot I, Block 1, ROOSEVELT CENTER REPLAT 5T1-I ADDITION as recorded
in Plat Book 89, pages 49, 50 and 51 of the Public Records of the Pinellas County
I Ion da.

Commence at the North East corner of said Lot 1, thence South 000 12’ 38” West.
along the East boundary of said Lot 1, a distance of 266.08 feet to the Point of
Beginning; thence continue South 000 12’ 38” West along said East boundary of said
Lot 1, a distance of 907.42 feet; thence South 65° 07’ 49” West, a distance of 33.06
feet; thence North 490 57’ 02” West, along the boundary line of said Lot 1, a distance
of 42.56 feet: thence North 40° 02’ 58” East. a distance of 5.00 üet; thence North
49° 57’ 02” West, a distance of 400.00 feet; thence North 47° 05’ 1 7” West. a distance
of 140.61 feet; thence North 41° 18’ 24” East. a distance of 714.86 feet to the Point
of Beginning.

Parcel contains 5. 1 0 acres, more or less.
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SInGER fO’DOflflILEY
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March 31, 2014

Mr. Derek Kilborn
Manager, Urban Planning and I-I istoric Preservation
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, FL 3373 1-2842

VIA HA ND DELIVERY

Re: Supporting Materials to Application for Rezoning/Future Land Use Plan Change

Dear Mr. Kilborn,

Attached please find supporting documentation for the application to rezone the parcel at MLK
and Roosevelt in St. Petersburg from EC to CCS-2.

As you are aware, this five acre remnant from the Pinellas Park Business Center development has
remained vacant for several decades. There is approximately two and a half acres of developable land on
the site, and over half of the site is preservation area.

The current EC zoning designation cannot support development on this site. It certainly has not
been for a lack of effort on the part of the landowner, who has marketed this site extensively to no avail.
There are several reasons that this site remains vacant and would continue to remain vacant but for this
zoning change:

• There is no demand for new office/industrial development in this area.1
o The market is experiencing negative absorption over the last 12 months.
o There are at least five existing, available office suites between 3,000 square feet

and 17,000 square feet currently facing Roosevelt Blvd.
o There is over 1.6 million square feet of vacant office and flex/warehouse space

within three miles of the subject parcel.

• Rents for office/industrial space in this area have declined to between $5 and $1 I per
square foot.2

o With the smallest feasible footprint for new office space on the subject parcel,
given today’s construction costs, the rent for office space at the subject parcel
would have to approach $26 per square foot.

o This cost per square foot does not include any cost incurred to purchase the
existing parcel.

‘See Exhibits I and 2.
2 See Exhibits I and 2.

712 S Oregon Avenue Suite 200 Tampa FL 33606 T 813 251 5140 I F 813 433 5148 I www sodlegal corn
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• The only inquiries regarding this parcel have come from developers looking to build
retail. There has been no interest shown in building office/industrial space on the subject

1parcel.

• Aller a very thorough discussion regarding this parcel and a request for a zoning change
to CCS-l over a year ago, City Council gave direction to staff and the property owner to
work to attempt to find an industrial/office tenant/buyer for the site.4

o Over a year later, and after significant efforts, no interest from industrial/office
users has been expressed.

o The most valuable use of this parcel is for retail purposes.
o A zoning change to allow a retail use on this site does not impair the City of St.

Petersburg’s efforts to recruit and retain employment centers and corporate
relocations due to both the extensive availability of office/industrial space in the
immediate area as well as the economic reality that new office/industrial space
on this parcel is not economically viable.

• The preservation area on the parcel makes it difficult to develop office/industrial space
with connectivity to existing development.

o The reconfiguration of preservation land on the parcel allows for proper
setbacks, buffers and continuity of developable acreage that best supports a retail
use.5

• Absent this zoning change, it is the strong opinion of real estate professionals that this
parcel will remain vacant and unable to attract office/industrial users.6

Sincerely yours,

SINGER & O’DONNILEY,1A.

See Exhibit 1.
‘ See Exhibit 3.

See Exhibit 4.
6 See Exhibit 1.

David B. Singer

712 S. Oregon Avenue, Suite 200, Tampa, FL 33606 T 813.251.5140 I F 813.433.5148 I www.sodlegal.com



IHOMAS
ENGINEERING GROUP

DATE: May 30, 2014

TO: City of SL Petersburg

FROM: Clayton Watkins, P.E.

RE: Zoning Application for MLK and Roosevelt

TH0MASENGINEERINGGROuP
4950 W. KENNEDY BLvD. SUITE 600

TAMPA, FL 33609
F: 813-379-4100

www.THo MASENGI NEERI NGGR0U P.co M

The above referenced zoning application requests to reshape the existing preservation area due to the
irregular shape of the preservation area and to accommodate the development of the property while
providing enhancements to the preservation area. The proposed reshaping will not change the total
preservation area of 2.66 acre. The proposed project is requesting to convert 0.42 acres of Preservation to
CCS-2 zoning and convert 0.42 acres of IL zoning to Preservation.

The scoring for the proposed preservation area is a six (6). The six points are distributed as the following;
four (4) points for the soils classification, (two (2) for the soils being poorly drained and two (2) for the
site located within the 100-year floodplain) and two (2) points for the proposed enhancement area of
freshwater marsh. The majority of the new preservation area is being proposed as floodplain mitigation
area. The creation of the mitigation area will require the removal of the invasive plant material and the
area will be planted with native wetland plant material expanding the existing wetland. The previous
application stated that the 2.66 acres of wetland preservation was pending approval from SWFWMD and
the ACOE and uplands are dominated by invasive species. As we have continued in the permitting
process we conducted a pre-application meeting with SWFWMD to discuss the drainage design. During
that meeting it was determined by SWFWMD that the site would be required to provide floodplain
compensation for the wetland impact area. This new requirement to create floodplain compensation area
will enhance the uplands.

We believe the above reasons validate the request to reshaping the existing Preservation area and
accommodate future development of the site.

CIVIL ENGINEERS - PRoJECT MANAGERS - LAND PLANNING - LANDSCAPE ARcHITEcTs

www.THoMASENGINECRINGGRoUP.CoM



IIti 1lIennedY Blvd.

Tampa, Florida 33609ROSS REALTV
Ph: (727) 725-2800 Fax: (727) 726-6780

March 25, 2014

Re: Roosevelt Blvd. & 91h St Land Marketing Summary & Results

To whom it may concern,

Please find below the market program conducted by RMC Ross Realty, specifically Elliott M. Ross, CC1M,A Managing Director, and Jason G. Aprile, CCIM, Senior Office Associate, in an effort to attract a qualified buyerfor the 5.1 gross acre site located on the NE corner of Roosevelt Blvd & 911) St, St. Petersburg. Throughout theprocess it became clear that the only interest in this site came from developers looking to build retail. In fact, theexisting 204,000 SF office/flex park we were also marketing saw negative absorption over the last 12 months
and asking rental rates declined to $5-7/SF NNN and we continue to have five (5) available office/flex suitesbetween 3,000 SF and 17,000 SF available facing Roosevelt Blvd. For these reasons, it is our expert opinion
that there is currently no demand for office/industrial development on this site nor will market pricing supportthe cost of new construction for the next 10 to 15 years at a minimum.

ACTIVITIES COMPLETED
• Conducted detailed market study of competing properties
• Gathered all required due diligence materials
• Drafted custom sale marketing flyer and offering memorandum
• Designed and Installed for (4) custom For Sale road signs with potential site plan rendering

facing Roosevelt Blvd & 9th Street
• Listed the property on all websites including, but not limited to: FGCAR (Catylist), LoopNet,

CoStar, RRG Website, Total Commercial, CCIMnet, pced.org, Mid Florida MLS
• Press release sent to broker and developer database announcing new listing
• FGCAR e-blast sent to approximately 215 targeted Brokers sent on several occasions
• Discussed opportunity and several real estate association events including REIC, NAIOP,

FGCAR & CCIM
• Cold called active Pinellas County developers & surrounding office tenants/sent offering

memorandum
• CCIM MailBridge sent to a national audience of approximately 5,000 members on several

occasions
• Attended monthly FGCAR Mid Pinellas and So. Pinellas Pitch Sessions
• REA database & Loopnet E-Blast sent
• Followed up with all inquiries

For reference, I am enclosing my bio and the offering memorandum for the site. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to call.

Regards,

Elliott M. Ross, CCIM
C:’Documcnts and SeItings\MRELocaI ScttingsTemporury Internet Files\Content.ll546ZPMKMW\Exhibit I [1j.doc



Currently there is almost 1.65 Million SF of vacant office and flex/warehouse space within three
miles of the proposed project. Within the Industrial category, vacancy is about 8.5% while office
vacancy sits at nearly 11%. In comparison, the vacancy for retail in the immediate area is 5.5%.
Furthermore, most of that retail space is broken up into multiple suites in different properties.

PRODUCT VACANCY
(3-Mile Radius)

Industrial

909,365
SF

8.5%

Office

740,826
SF

10.7%

Retail

129,383
SF

5.5%

Gateway
Retail

15,742 SF
1S.4%



As you know, we are proposing a 16,500 SF drugstore on the remnant parcel. Our budget for
this construction, excluding land cost, is around $4.SM. In comparison, if we were to develop
the parcel as currently allowed, the likely SF would be just shy of 23,000 SF in two stories. This
is simply because any SF greater than this would require parking garages. The cost to construct
an office building on this remnant parcel is approximately $1.5 Million more than a drugstore,
simply given the larger building size and the detailed interior finish. Again, this assumes the
land for the project is provided by the owner at NO cost. Given the cost for an office building,
and using typical returns required by developers and investors, the building would need to be
rented for more than $26 PSF to be considered economically worthwhile.

DEVELOPMENT COST COMPARISON

• 16,510 SF Drug Store: $4,513,375

• 22,800 SF Office: $6,045,895

• Above development cost EXCLUDES land!

• Industry trends for office development suggests a 10.0%
return on costs for a comparable project.

• This would result in the need to achieve a rent of $26.51 PSF
(excluding land consideration) for the entire office building
should the rezone be denied and office be constructed on
the property.



The rent needed for a two story office building, assuming current zoning and land use
guidelines, will need to be far in excess of what is currently being achieved by other office and
industrial properties within the subject’s immediate trade area. In the category of Office, where
there currently sits 740,000 SF of vacant space, you can lease space for slightly more than $11
PSF, assuming triple net rents. And in the category of industrial, which the adjacent business
park falls under, average rents are just under $6.00 PSF with more than 900,000 square feet of
vacant space.

COST FOR DEVELOPMENT
Required Rent for

Office Project
Feasibility

$26.51 PSF

AVG Office
Rent in

Submarket

$11.34 PSF

AVG Flex
Warehouse Rent in

Submarket

$5.82 PSF

Retail

$17.33 PSF



.
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4401 W. Kennedy Blvci, Suite 100
Tampa, Florida 33609

Tel (727) 725-2800 I Fax (727) 726-6780

ExEcuTivE SuMMARY

RMC ROSS REALTY is retained to represent the owners in the sale of an outparcel adjacent to desirablePinellas Business Center located at 10901 Roosevelt Blvd. in St. Petersburg, FL.

OFFERING HIGHLIGHTS

•:• 5.1 Gross Acres (2.44 estImated net usable
acres) FOR SALE

+ Commercial land site located adjacent to the
Pineilas Business Center on the NE corner of
Roosevelt Blvd. & Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
St. (9th St.) North

+ Centrally Located within the GatewaylMid
Pinellas submarket just off of 1-275

•• Zoning: EC - Employment Center

•• Owner will sell subject to zoning change if
needed

+ Entitlements: Up to 22,800 SF Office Use

Pinellas Business (enter - Oulparcel

OFFERING SUMMARY

County Pinellas

Land Area 2.44 estimated net usable acres

Electric: Duke EnergyUtilities
WaterlSewer: City of St Petersburg

Zoning EC - Employment Center

Industrial Limited, with ActivityFuture Land Use
Center Overlay

Asking Price $ 2,100,000

Exclusively Marketed by RMC ROSS REALTY
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Tampa, Flonda 33609

Tel. (727) 725-2800 I Fax (727) 726-6780

LocivnoN MAPS

Ross REALTY
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EALTY
4401 W. Kennedy BIvd, Suite 100

Tampa, Florida 33609
Tel. (727) 725-2800/ Fax (727) 726-6780

AERiAL

TRAFFIC COUNTS

Roosevelt Blvd.: I
[Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St. N.: 25500 AADT

LOCAL DRIVE TIMEs & DISTANCES

1-275 1 Mile 2 Minutes
St. Pete - Cleaiwater International Airport 5 Miles 11 Minutes
Downtown St. Petersburg 8 Miles 14 Minutes
Westshore / Tampa International Airport 11 Miles 12 MLnutes
Downtown Tampa 15 Miles 19 Minutes

17500 AADT

Exclusively Marketed by RMC ROSS REALTY
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Tampa, Florida 33609
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AERiALs
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Ozona

PRoPosED WALGEENs
CONCEPTUAL PLAN - PHASE I

EnIneering, Inc.
P.O E 4S2
Oza.ic. floilda 545S0—432
W,. (717) ?I1—I2l t.. (727) 72—2424

PROPOSED WALGREENS WAS NOT
APPROVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION

NWC ROOSSVELT BLVD. AND UARTIN LUThER KING ST.
cITY OP Sr. PfTERSBURG, FLOJERA
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4401 W. Kennedy Blvd, Suite 100

Tampa, Florida 33609
Tel. (727) 725-2800 I Fax (727) 726-6780

24” x 36” Sheet
Available

Upon Request
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24”x36” Sheet
Available

Upon Request
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Tampa, Florida 33609

Tel. (727) 725-28001 Fax (727) 726-6780

FLOOD MAP

STDBnLINE:com ,‘

FLOODSOURCE7
FLOODSCAPE

PROPERTY ADDRESS:
10901 Roosevelt Blvd N, St Petersburg, FL, 33718

1909-2012 SouicePrtne Corpon Al nts iesered Pmtected by US Per( Numbers 6831328. 6679615.8342690. a’ri 703a591
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4401 W. Kennedy BIvd, Suite 100

Tampa, Florida 33609
Tel. (727) 725-2800! Fax (727) 726-6780

SECTiON 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (“EC”)

ZONING
Page 1 of 6

St. Petersburg, Florida, Code at Ordinances >> PART It . ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE >> Chapter 16 - LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS > SECTION 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (‘EC”)>

SEC1ON 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (‘EC)

1 20 ‘231 Coos4,on of emon€! cater
•f •fr 1

it, 22 1233 Pet 1e ue_

16201304 P oj’vmEt e, fl’j nenf c4yv.
1620 130 P eacemer- !r mu jfl,Iy peve’o,mer ,o-i .y’ tmntw eithi
1620 1306 E yecorner1 to!
IS fl liii? Frnfl -rn DO. r.rflA &4,, mpg,, h..nh, fl rn-n n,urfl .,

1620 1308 u!dnadSm1

16.20.1 30.1. CompositIon of employment center. 6’

Th. employment center district Is a place of concentrated activity focusing on qualay employment opportunities
with accessory opportinthes to live, work, and play. This district is designed for business uses which carry on their
operation in enclosed facilities in such a manner that no negabvo impact Is created outside of the site bounclanas. The
district promotes Intense employment activity with accessory planned mixed. use developments that create
aesthically pleasing environments whIle allowing the functional Interaction ala variety of land use types All land
uses permitted within the district shall meet strict performance standards to discourage offensive odors, noise, fumes.
smoke, gases, dust, vibrations and other similar cbjecbonebl. de,&opment impacts

Cc,3e 1992 ‘6201301)

16.20.1 30.2. Purpose and Intent.

The pwposa of the [C district regulations Is to allow arid encourage the ettraction ala variety ofuses mciudng
all ofllco types, hIghly speciaked end technological Industries, research and experimental institutions, light industrial
support fadhities, business services, and support oriented hct.Is, retell and muk.fwnfly residential uses. This district
shall only be appled to land within activity centers that are idenbfted In the plan and Is primarily Intended for the
Gateway Primary Activity Center.

EC General

http:/l1ibraiy.municoc.corn/HTML/14674I1eve13)PTIISTPECO_CH16LADERE_S16.20.130E... 910 ‘2013
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It4 4401 W. Kennedy Blvd, Suite 100
Tampa, Florida 33609ROSS REALTY Tel. (727) 725-2800 I Fax (727) 726-6780

ZONING
SEC’I’ION 16.20.130. lMPLOYMINT CENTER DISTRIC1’(”EC”) Page 2of6

(:orIe 1992 75 ‘0 110 2

16.20.130.3. Permitted uses. 6’

A Uses in this district shall be altowed as provided in the Matnx Use Permissions and Parking Requirements
B New residential development is prohibited except for the property with preexisting residential development

rights Ira the “the Sod Farm.
Code 1992 1620 1303?

16.20.130.4. Requirements for master development plans. V

A A development that includes a multifamily use shall ot:*ain approval of a master development plan for the
development that identifies the type and scale of uses, permitted densities and intensities, and relationships
among plan components The master development plan shall

1 Showthe locatIon and area of the exIstIng and proposed uses, structures, parking and loading areas.
green spaces, and street, pedesinan and bicycle networks

2 Include sufficient Infon’nation to demonstrate that the residential uses are integrated with the other uses
3 Include sutficient information to demonstrate the relationships between, and compatibility of. the

proposed uses and adjacent uses. Criteria used to determine compatibility shall be.
a The functional relationship between the resIdential use and anticipated demand For this housing

created by the remainder of the proposed uses:
b The phasing or sequencing of the construction to coordinate residential construction with the

antmipated demand for and timing of the nonresidentet uses,
C The percentage of the wages of the proposed uses paId over and above the average metropolitan

statistical area (M) wage for this area;
Cl The adequacy of Infrastructure in relation5hip to the phasing and scale of the development, and
e An appropriate buffer between the residential use and adjacent nonresidential uses. This buffer

will take Into consideration
1 The nature and characteristIcs of the adjoining nonresidential uses, Including noIse, air,

odor, and visual operating characteristics:
2 The distance from and elevation of the adjoinIng nonresidential use, Including the

intervening land form, building or structural opaque barrier, and type and dimensions of
landscape buffer; and,

3 Any county ordinance that lawfully regulates the setback of residential uses from a county.
owned solid waste disposal facility

B The master development plan and all amendments to the master development plan shall require DRC
approval To the extent required by lawful authority, the master development plan and all amendments thereto
shall be subject to revIew and recommendation by the Pinellas PlannIng Council (PPC), and review and
approval by the county board of county commissioners sitting as the Countywide Planning Authority (CPA)
which shall occur prior to final approval by the ORC or the POD of the master development plan and any
amendments thereto, a final site plan, a building permit, or other development order

C. If the property included in the master development plan adjacent to or within 500 feet of another municipahty,
the master development plan shall be submitted to that muncipaity for rowaw and comment at the same time
that itis submitted to the PPC. The failure of the municipality to comment upon the master development plan
within e reasonable time after Such submittal shall not be grounds to delay or deny approval of the master
development plan

D Construction shall proceed In a manner thetis consistent with the approved master development plan Site
plans submitted for approval shaU be consistent with the approved master development plan

E. Uses shell comply with the following additional conditions
1. All pervious areas shall be covered with a vegetatwe covering and landscaping.
2. Uses shall prevent the escape of all fumes, odors, smoke, vibrations, end loud, sharp or penetrating

noises which are offensive or which constitute a nuisance to surrounding activities or which interfere with
the conduct of any other uses

http://Iibrary.munieodc.com!HTM1J14674 1cveI3IPTIISTPECO CH I 6LADERE S 16.20.1 30E... 9 10 2013
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ZONING
SECTION 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER D111’RICT (“EC”) Page 3 of 6

3 No motor vehicles shall be parked on private property within 25 feet or any nght-of-way or residentially
developed property. All parking areas and driveways shall be hard surfaced (eg , concrete, asphalt, or
some simIlar heavy-duty surfacIng material)

4 All freight should be loaded end unloaded on those sides of buildings which do not race any street or
residentially zoned property A such facUlties shalt be screened from the street and resldentlatiy zoned
property

5 No waste material or refuse shall be placed on any part of a property outside of buildings
6. No materials or supplies should be stored or placed on any part of the property outside of the buildings

Any finished or semI-finished products stored or placed outside or the bulidlngs shah be aHowed in the
rear one-half of the property, and shall not be stored or placed on the side of a building adjacent to a
street or residentiafly zoned property All materials shall be screened from the street or residentially
zoned property.

7662 7620 30 1

16.20.130.6. Requirements for multifamily developments; Sod Farm property only. 6
A A development that Includes a multifamily use shall not be less than 100 contIguous gross acres under

common control at the time of application
B The multifamily use shall be located within 1000 feet of a designated public transit corridor and connection

poSit
C The multifamily use shall be Integrated with other uses in the development, which shell Include uninterrupted

pedestrian connections, an internal roadway system to reduce Impacts to offslte areas open space and
recreational facIlities, public spaces abutting uses, bicycle facIlities, and accommodation for mass transit Such
integration shall be designed to increase the interaction between on-site uses, to reduce the need for
automobfle use within the deve1opment to reduce off-site automobile tops and to encourage the provision of
shared infrastructure

0. The multifamily use shall not exceed 25 percent or the area subject to the master development plan.
E The muitifamily use shall not be located within the coastal high hazard zone
F. The multifamily use shell not be located within the 85 decibel day-night sound level area as identified on the St

Petersburg.Clearwater International Airport Noise Contours Map, Apni 1996, by Greiner, lnc, end as adopted
by the Pineilas County Board of County Commissioners in Ordinance No 97-58 (section 142-39(b))

G The multifamily use shall not be permitted to transfer density outside of the approved master development plan
area

(Coae ‘962 i620 130 5

16.20.1 30.6. Development potential. ?

Achieving maximum development potentIal will depend upon market forces, such as minimum desirable unit
size, and development standards, such as minimum lot size, parking requirements, heIght restrictions, and bulding
setbacks

Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum intonsity

Ec

Minimum lot width All Other Us Schools
NIA 300 ft.

Mrnimum lot area .0 acre N1A

Maximum residential densIty Res’dentlat density within
activity center (units per acre) 15

Hotel density (rooms per acre) 40

Maximum nonresidential Intensity within activity center (1 toor Maximum by right Maximum with TDR
area ratio) 1.31 1.5

http/ tibrary.municode.com/11TMLJ14674 levcl3/PTJISTPECO CH16LADERE S 16.20. 130E... 910 2013
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ZONING
SEC11ON 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (“EC”) Pngc4of6

(1) Applies to Sod Farm only.
Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of lot dimensions, calculation of maximum residential density,
nonresidential floor area and Impervious surface.

ode 19 II 1305 C,rJ No 86G 74 2•2120V5 Od No 985.Q 34 -1-2010

16.20.130.7. Building envelope: Maximum height and minimum setbacks.

Maxim urn Building Height

Building Height

All bulldIn Height shall be gevemed by the floor area ratio, Federal Aviation Administration (FM) and
other airport guidelines that may be established.

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of building heIght.

Minimum Building Setbacks

Building Setbacks

Adjacent to streets 20 ft.

All interior yards abutting nonresidentlaily zoned property 10 ft.
All interior yards abutting residentially zoned property 50 ft.
Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including desii standards and building or fire codes.
Refer to Technical Standards for yard types.
A property with an approved plan pursuant to the Large Tract Planned Development Overlay, shall utilize the setbacks set forth
in that approval.

(Coi 1992 11201307)

16.20.130.8. BuIlding design.

The following design cntena allow the pioperty owner end design professional to choose their preferred
architectural style, building form, scale and masng, wlib creating a framework for good urban design practices
which create a positive expenence for the pedestrian For a more complete introduction. see’ on • 0 r

Site layout and orientation The City is committed to creating and preserving a network of linkages for pedestnans
Consequently, pedestrian and velilole connections between public nghts-ofway and private property are sutect to a
hierarchy of transportation, which begins with the pedestrian.
Budrng and parking layout and orientation.

I Buildings shaft be located adjacent to streets to improve access and shall provide walkway connections
to bus stops and public sidewalks

2 All service areas and loading docks and shall be located behind the front facade line of the principal
structure.

3 All mechanical equipment and utility functions (e.g electrical conduits meters, HVAC equipment) shall
be located behind the front façade Inc of the pnncpai structure Mechanical equipment that is visible
from the pnniary street shaft be screened with a material that is compatible with the architecture of the
principal structure

4.

htip:i’libnuymunicode.com!HTMIJI4G74/IcvcI3/PTIISTPECO CHI6LADERE S 16.20. 130E... 9 102013

jMaximum impervious surface (site area ratio) 0.85

Exdusively Marketed by RMC ROSS REALTY
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SECTION 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (“EC) Page 5 of 6

Parking structures are encouraged to be internal to the site and include architectural features related to
the principal structure and shall meet the general development standards for parking structures

Pedestrian connections
I Where multiple store fronts or multIple buildIngs exist within the same development, each storefront and

building shall be connected by an Internal sidewalk system that Is clearly delineated from the vehicular
pavement. The internal sidewalk system shall connect to any publIc sidewalk that abuts the property

2 Cross easements which connect the Internal pedestrian system are encouraged between abuLting
property owners.

Building and architectural design standards. All buildings should present an inviting, human scale facade to the public
roadway, internal dnve5, parking areas and surrounding neighborhoods. The architectural elements of a building
should give It character, richness and visual Interest
Building style.

1 New constructIon shall utilize an IdentifIable architectural style which Is recognized by design
professionals as having a basis In academic architectural design philosophies

2. Renovations, additions and accessory structures shall utilize the architectural style of the existing
structure, or the entire existing structure shall be modified to utilize an identifiable architectural style
which Is recognized by design professionals as having a basis In academic archltecturai design
philosophIes.

3 The use of features deemed to be integral features of a recognized architectural styIe shall be
compatible with the elevation of a princIpal structure and the pattern, proportions and materials of
surrounding structures The following shall not be considered recognized architectural styles
8, Highway orcommercial prototype architecture, unless it is consistent with other requirements of

this chapter.
b. Iconic, advertisement, and other road aide attraction architecture. Examples of such Include

igloos, tepees, quonset huts, castles, plants, animals, foods and dinosaurs.
4. All accessory structures Including, but not limited to dnve-throughs, canopies, storage buildings, and

solid waste container enclosures shall be compatible with the architectural design of the principal
structure. Compatibility shall be determined by reviewing bulding matenals, finishes and other significant
features

VirlI composition. Wall composition standards ensure that ground-level storefronts and multifamIly and singie.famity
residential buildings offer attractive features to the pedestrian. Vll composition also mitigates blank walls and
ensures that all sides of a building have visual Interest.

1. Structures whcti are situated on corner Iota, through lots or by the nature of the se layout are cleerly
visible from rlghts-of.way shall be des’gned with full architectural treatment on eli sides visible from
public rights-of-way. Full architectural treatment shall include roof design wal materials, end
architectural trim, and door and window openings. While it Is recognized that bulidlngs have primary and
secondary facades, the construction materials and detailing should be similar throughout.

Roofs. Rooftines add visual interest to the streetseape and establish e sense of continuity between acacent budings.
When used properly, rooflines can help distinguish between residential and commercial land uses, reduce the mass of
large structures, emphasize entrances, end provide shade and shelter for pedestrians.

1. Buiidngs shall provide a pitched roof oi’a flat roof with a decorative parapetwall compatihlewith the
architectural style of the bu;lding

Budding materls. Building material standards protect neighboring properties by holding the buildings value longer
thereby creating a greater resale value and stabilizing the value of neighboring properties.

1. BuildIng materials shaH be appropriate to the selected archItectural style and should be consistent
throughout the project

2. Extenor walls shall be constructed of finished materials such as stucco, natural brick or stone, finished
concrete, wood or other smilar material on all sides Exposed smooth concrete block or metal finishes
shall not be permitted, except where it is an integral feature of a recognized architectural style.

http:/ ‘library.municode.com/HTMLi 14674”lcvel3/PTIISTPECO CH16LADERE S 16.20.1 30E... 9 10 2013
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Signage Signage standards ensure that signage is part of the overait design approach to a project
1 PermItted freestanding and walt signs shall be designed to be compatible and Integral with the principal

structure Sign boards, canopies, lascias and other architectural features shalt be designed to
Incorporate signage or a uniform sign program The base treatment or all freestanding signs shall be
compatibte with the color, materials and finish of the principal structure

Accesscw’/ structures and equipment Accessory structures should reinforce the pedestrian character of the City
Above-ground utility and service features shall be located and designed to reduce their visual Impact upon the
streetscape

I All mechanical equipment (ground or roof). Including, but not hmlted to, air conditioning condensers,
heating units, electric meters. satellite dishes, Irrigation pumps, Ice machInes and dispensers, outdoor
vending machines. and propane tanks, displays and refilling areas visible from the public right-of-way or
adjacent residential use shall be screened using architectural features consistent with the structure or
landscaping olsufliclent density and matudty at planting to provide opaque screening

2. Site furnishings including benches, bicycle racks, ght standards, trash receptacles, newspaper racks,
and any other similar reatures shaD be compatible with the architectural design of the princal structure

3. Any fence or walt which is visible from any public nght.of-way shall be designed as an integral feature of
the architectural design of the principal structure, Such design shall include the use of similar materials,
colors end finishes as the principal structure, shall have breaks, columns or bends end shall incorporate
required landscaping.
a The use of walls or fences, other than chain-link fences, around retention areas is allowed
b The use of chain-link fences shall only be allowed for properties which do not front on a major

street or where existing vegetation or proposed landscapingwill screen the fence from view from
the major street

4 External downspouts shall be enclosed within the building structure on the front and side facades and
any other facade visible From a right-of-way.

(Ccc 19P3 16201308 Ord No 876-0 f 14 1-21-2008 Ord No 1029-G 16 -8.2Q; I)
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2.3.3.6 INDUSTRTAL CLASSIFICATION.

2.3.3.6.1 Catenory/Synibol - Industrial Limited (IL).

Purpose - It is the purpose of this category to depict those areas of the county that are now
developed, or appropriate to be developed, in a limited industrial manner and so as to encourage the
reservation and use of consolidated areas for industrial and industrial/mixed-use in a manner and
location consistent with surrounding usc, transportation facilities, and natural resource
characteristics.

Use Characteristics - Those uses appropriate to and consistent with this category include:

Primary Uses - Ollice; Research/Development; Light Manufacturing/Assembly (Class A) and
(Class 13); Wholesale/Distribution (Class A) and (Class B);
Storage/Warehouse (Class A) and (Class B);

Secondary Uses - Residential (subject to master development plan approval by the CPA):. Retail
Commercial; Personal Service:Office Support; ComrnerciallBusiness Service;
Conunercial Recreation; Temporary Lodging, Institutional; Transportatioul
Utility: Recreation/Open Space; Translr/Recychng; Incinerator Facility;
Agricultural

Locational Characteristics - This category is generally appropriate to locations with sufficient size to
encourage an industrial park arrangement, as well as integrated industrial/mixed-use projects, with
provision for internal service access in locations suitable for light industrial use with minimal
adverse impact on adjoining uses: and served by the arterial and thoroughfare highway network, as
well as mass transit.

‘l’raffic Generation Characteristics - ‘the standard for the purpose of calculating typical traffic
impacts relative to an amendment for this category shall be 178 trips per day per acre. Traffic
impacts for industrial/mixed-use projects shall be determined based on the composition and
density/intensity of the specific project.

Density/Intensity Standards - Shall include the following:

• Residential Use Shall not exceed thirty (30) dwelling units per acre.
• Temporary Lodging Use - Shall not exceed 1) fifty (50) units per acre; or 2) in the alternative,

upon adoption of provisions for compliance with Section 4.2.7.6, the density and intensity
standards set forth in Table 3 therein.

• All Other Uses - Shall not exceed a floor area ratio (FAR) of .65 nor an impervious surface ratio
(ISR) of .85. except as provided for in Section 4.2.7.6. ‘Ilic standard for the purpose of
establishing relative intensity and potential impacts shall be a FAR of .39 and an JSR of
.65.

Other Standards - Shall include the following:

• Industrial I ses Adjacent to Residential Categories - An appropriate buffer, as determined by the
local jurisdiction except for an industrial mixcd-use project requiring thc submission of a
master plan as outlined below, shall be provided in and between the industrial Limited
category and an adjoining Residential classification.

Countywide Plan Rules 2-32 June 20. 2011
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FuTLIRE LAND USE
2.3.3.6.1 Industrial Limited (IL)

• Acreage Limitations fbr Nonindustrial Secondary Uses That Are Not Part of a Master Development
Plan - Institutional; Transpurtalion/UIiIity; Retail Commercial; Personal Service/Ollice Support;
Commercial/flusiness Service; Commercial Recreation; Temporary I.odging: Agricultural Uses -

shall not exceed a maximum area of fivc (5) acres. Any such use, alone or when added to
existing contiguous like use(s), which exceeds this threshold shall require a plan map amendment
which shall include such use and all contiguous like uses. Secondary residential uses are only
permitted pursuant to the requirements set forth for “Projects That Include Residential Use.”

Standards for Industrial/Mixed-Use Pro jeets — Industrial/mixed-use projects shall require the following;

• Number of uses Provision for two or more primary or secondary uses that are mutually
suppoilive, and designed to be physically and functionally integrated.

• Public Transit Location within reasonable proximity, and with specific provision for access, to a
designated public transit corridor and connection point.

• Project Components — Integration of project components, including uninterrupted pedestrian
connections, an internal roadway system to reduce impacts to offsitc areas, open space and
recreation facilities, public/common spaces in relationship to key project uses, bicycle facilities,
and accommodation for mass transit, as appropriate. Such integration shall be designed so as to
increase the interaction between uses, to reduce the need for automobile use within the project,
as ;vcll as reduction of off-site automobile trips attributable to the project, and to cneouragc the
provision of shared infrastructure.

• Master J)evclopmcnt Plan — Preparation of a master development plan that stipulates the typo and
scale of uses, permitted densities and intensities, and relationships among plan components. Such
plan shall distinguish the indus(riallmixed-use project from the unplanned placement of uses on a
site or sites, resulting from separate unrelated actions of distinct developments that fail to
provide for synergism between uses.

Master Development Plan Requirements fur IndustrialIl1ixed-Use Projects — Shall include the
following:

• Projects That Do Not Include Residential Use — An industrial/mixed-use project which comprises
not less than fifty (50) acres may include sccondary Institutional; Transportation/l’tility; Retail
Commercial; Personal Service’Office Support; Commercial/Business Service; Commercial
Recreation; and Temporary Lodging uses subject to the following:

1. The secondary nonindustrial uses that are part of a planned industrial/mixed-use project
shall be subject lo a master development plan, providing for unified control of the entire
project.

2. Such secondary nonresidential uses, alone or in combination, shall not comprise more than
25°o of the area of the project governed by the master development plan.

3. The master development plan required for industrial/mixed-usc projects that do not include
residential use shall be approved by thc local government with jurisdiction.

4. Where the property included in the master development plan is adjacent to or within five
hundred (500) feet of an adjacent municipal or county jurisdiction, the master development
plan shall be submitted to that adjoining jurisdiction for review and comment.

(‘ountywide Plan Rules 2-33 June 20. 201!
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23.3.6.1 Industrial Limited (IL)

Projects That Include Residential Use — An industrial/mixed-use project which comprises not
less than one hundred (100) contiguous acres under common control as of the effective date
of this ordinance (sic)’ may include secondary residential use subject to the following:

Such residential component shall not:
a. Comprise more than 25% of the area of the master development plan;
b. Be Located within the Coastal Hig)i Hazard Area;
c. Be located within the 65 decibel Day-Night Sound Level area as identified on the St.

Petersburg-Clearwater International Airport Noise Contours map, April 1996 by
Greiner, Inc.. and as adopted by Pinellas County in Ordinance Number 97-58 (sec.
142-39(b));

d. Be permitted to transfer density to other Countywide Plan Map categories or outside
of the approved master development plan area discussed below;

e. Be permitted to use density averaging, outside the master development plan area, as
provided for in Section 6.1.3.

2. The secondary residential use that is part of a planned industrial/mixed-use project shall
be subject to a master development plan, providing for unified control of the entire
project.

3. The master development plan required for industrial/mixed-use projects that include
residential use shall, upon preliminary approval by the local government with
jurisdiction, be submitted to the PPC for review and recommendation to the CPA. The
CPA may approve, approve with conditions, or deny the master development plan;
which action shall require a majority plus one vote of the entire CPA if such action is
contrary to the PPC recommendation. The local government with jurisdiction shall not
approve a final site plan or issue a development order other than as is consistent with
the action ofthe CPA.

4. Where the property included in the master site plan is adjacent to or within five hundred
(500) feet of an adjacent municipal or county jurisdiction, the master development plan
shall be submitted to that adjoining jurisdiction, at the same time that it is submitted to
the PPC’CPA, for review and comment by that adjoining jurisdiction.

5. The master development plan shall include sufficient information to demonstrate that
the secondary use components are integrated with the other uses in the project. The
master site plan shall also include sufficient information to demonstrate to the PPC and
CPA the relationships between, and compatibility of, the industrial, secondary
nonindustrial and residential uses within and adjacent to the project. Criteria used to
determine an acceptable. integrated industrial/mixed-use project that includes
residential use shall include:
a. An appropriate justification for the residential component, including consideration

of the following:
1) Functional relationship between the residential component and anticipated

demand for this housing created by the remainder of the development
proposal;

2) Phasing or sequencing of the project to coordinate residential construction
with the anticipated demand for and timing of the nonresidential portion of the
project;

1Ed.itor’s Note This subsection adopted by Ordinance No. 04-5. effective January 14. 2004

Countywide Plan Rules 2-34 June 20,2011
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3) Contrihutor, nature of the employment created and the percentage of the
wages paid over and above the average Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA)
wage;

4) Adequacy ol’ infrastructure in relationship to the phasing and scale of the
project.

b. An appropriate buffer in and between the residential component of the master
planned induslriallmixed-use project and adjoining categories or uses in those
categories. This buffer requirement will consider the following:

1) the nature and characteristics of the adjoining nonresidential usc(s), including
noise, air, odor, and visual operating characteristics;

2) the distatice from and elevation of the adjoining nonresidential use, including the
intervening land form, building or structural opaque barrier, and type and
dimensions of landscape bullir; and

3) Any county ordinance that regulates the setback of residential u.cs from a county-
owned solid waste disposal facility.

6. For any jurisdiction to provide residenLial uses within the Industrial Limited category, the
land dcvclopmcnt regulations of that jurisdiction shall he amended to require the PPC
review and CPA approval of the master development plan, as a condition precedent to
approval of the local site plan and/or development order.

7. Development of the project shall proceed in a manner that is substantially consistent with
the CPA approved master development plan. Any amendment required to maintain that
consistency shall be reviewed by the PPC and approved by the CPA.

Countywide Plan Rules 2.35 June20, 2011
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2.3.3.9 SPECIAL DESIGNATIONS - CONT.

2.3.3.93 CateoryISyrnbol - Activity Center (AC).

Purpose - Ills the purpose of this category to depict, utilizing an overlay, those areas of the county that
are now developed, or appropriate to be developed, in a concentrated and cohesive pattern to facilitate
mixed-use development as focal points of commerce, employment and housing of countywide
significance; and to provide a mechanism whereby separate standards Ibr densit’intensity of use are
employed, consistent with their special purpose. character, and capacity for service.

Use Characteristics - See applicable underlying categories.

Locational Characteristics - This category is generally appropriate to those conceiitraied commercial and
mixed-use centers that are vell-suited to a mare intensive and integrated pattern ol’ development; that
arc situated to scrvc a significant area of thc countywide population and to rccognize and provide for
those coneentratcd activity centers in a manner consistent with their relationship to adjoining uses and
the transportation system, including mass transit. There will hc two types of Activity Centers.

• These locations shall be a inininium of fifty (50) acres in size and shall be of countywide
significance.

• The designated locations for activity centers shall include mixed land uses and may include regional
shopping centers, major office and employment centers. public flicilities, commercial recreation
complexes, and high dcnsity residential.

Traffic Generation Characicristics - The standard for thc purpose of calculating typical traffic impacts
relative to an amendment for this category shall be based upon the underlying categories, adjusted to
account for the proposed density Intensity within each category.

Density/Intensity Standards - Shall include the following:

• Shall not exceed 2.5 times otherwise permitted density intensity.

Other Standards - Shall include the following:

• Special Area Plan Required - The utilization of this category shall require a special area plan as set
forth in Section 4.2.7.5.

Crnmtywide Plan Rules 2.56 June 20. 2011
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DEM0GKAPHIcs
C) Executive Summary

__________

10901 Roosevelt Blvd N, Saint Petersbur9, FL., 33716 Prepared by Elliott Ross
Rings: 1, 3, SmIle radii latLude 27.37o44g.:

longitude .62.54760043

1 mile 3 mIles S miles

9,971 47,566 140,891
10,672 51,764 1.46,255
10,619 52,347 146,529
10,729 53,493 148,347
0.68% 0.85% 0.37%

0.35% 0.06%
0.21% 0.43% 0.25%
46.3% 47.7% 49.5%
53.7% 52.3% 50.5%

33.7 42 1 42.0

In the identified area, the current year population is 146,529. Tn 2010, the Census count In the area was 146,256. The rate of change since
2010 was 0.06% annually. The flva.yeer projection for the population in the area is 148,347 representing a change of 0.25% annually from
2013 to 2018. Currently, the population Is 49.5% maie and 50.5% female.

The median age In this area is 42.0, compared to U.S. median age or 37.3.
RaGs and Ethnicity

2013 White Alone 75.1% 82.2% 80.8%
2013 Black Alone 14.6% 8.3% 7.7%
2013 Amirican Indian/Alaska Native Aione 0.2% 0.3% 0.4%
2013 Asian Alone 3.7% 44% 5.5%
2013 Pacific Islander Alone 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
2013 Oth.r Race 2.9% 2 0% 2.7%
2013 Two or More Races 3.4% 2.8% 28%
2013 Hispanic Origin (Any Race) 12.4% 9 5% 10.7%

Persons of Hispanic origin represent 10.7% of the population in the identified area compared to 17.4% of tha U.S. population. Persons of
Hispanic OrIgin may be of any race. The D.versity Index, which measures the probability that two people from the same area will be from
different race/ethnic groups, is 46 SIn the identified .raa, compared to 62 1. for the U.S. se a whole.

Households

2000 Households 5,547 24,460 63,106
2010 Households 5,761 26,155 64,985
2013 Total Households 5,71B 26,443 65,085
2018 Total Households 5,788 27,079 65,977
2000-2010 Annual Rat. 0.38% 0 67% 0.29%
2010-2013 Annual Rate •O.23% 0.34% 0.05%
2013-2018 Annual Rate 0.24% 0.48% 0.27%
2013 Average Heus.hoid SIze 1.77 1.94 2.17

The household count in this area lies changed from 64,985 In 2010 to 65.085 in the current year, a change of 0.05% annually. The five-year
projection of househoids is 65,977, a change of 0.27% annually from the current year total. Average household size is currently 2.17,
compared to 2.17 In the year 2010. The number of families in the current year Es 35,004 in the specified area.

Date Note: Income is cxpressd In currenl dollars
Source: U S Census &ireaj, Census 2(110 Surnmnry File I. Esri lorecasts icr 20t3 and 20Th. trl ionvtrted Census 2000 data Into 2010 geograpisy

October 1), 2013

Page 1 01 2
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2000 PopulatIon
2010 PopulatIon
2013 PopulatIon
2018 PopulatIon
2000-2010 Annual Rate
2010-2013 Annual Rate
2013-2018 Annual Rate
2013 Male Population
2013 Female Population
2013 Median Ag.

MedIan Age

-.2013 Es,.
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DEM0GKAPHIcs
Executive Summary

___________

10901 Roosevelt Blvd N, Saint Petersburg, FL, 33716 Prepared by Elliott Ross
Rings: 1, 3, 5 mile radii titucto: 27.87Q44Ci591

1.ong.tucio: -i3.6n760043

1 mIle 3 miles 5 miles
MedIan Household Income

2013 M.din Household Income $40,194 $44,378 $42,420
2018 Median Household Income $44,979 $51,794 $50,144
2013-2018 Annual Rate 2.27% 3.14% 3.40%

Average Household Income

2013 Average Household Income $49,421 $59,776 $58,178
2018 Average Household income $55,175 $67,377 $66,526
2013-2018 Annual Rate 2.23% 2.42°?. 2.72%

Per Capita Income
2013 Per Capita Income $26,619 $30,270 $26,162
2018 Per Capita Income $29,683 $34,158 $29,891
2013.2018 Annual Rate 2.20% 2.45% 2.70%

Households by Income
Current median household Income is $42,428 in the area, compared to $51,314 (or all U.S households. Median household Income Is
projected to be $50,144 In five years, compared to $59,580 for all u.S. households

Current average household income is $58,178 in this area, compared to $71,842 for all U.S households. Average household Income is
projected to be $66,526 in five years, competed to $83,667 for all U.S. households

Current per capita Income Is $26,162 in the area, compared to the U.S. per capita Income of $27,567. The per capita Income Is projected tobe $29,891 in five years, compared to $32,073 for all U.S. housoholds

Housing

2000 Total Housing Units 6,188 27,274 70,742
2000 Owner Occupied HousIng Units 1,112 13,574 42,075
2000 Owner Occupied Housing Units 4,434 10,886 21,031
2000 Vacant Housing Units 642 2,814 7,636

2010 Total Houstng Units 6,648 30,283 74,662
2010 Owner Occupied housing UnIts 1,145 13.763 40,294
2010 Renter OccupIed Housing Units 4,616 12,392 24,691
2010 Vecent Housing Units 887 4,128 9,677

2013 Total Housing Units 6,633 30,380 75,062
2013 Owner Occupied Housing Units 1,008 13.204 38,349
2013 Renter OccupIed Housng Units 4,710 13,238 26,735
2013 Vacant Housing UnIts 915 3,937 9,977

2018 Total Housing Units 6,673 30,560 75,695
2018 Owner Occupied Housing Unts 1,068 13,706 39,397
2016 Rent•r OccupIed HousIng Units 4,720 13,373 26,579
2018 Vacant Housing Units 885 3,481 9,718

Currently, 51.1% of the 75,062 housing units in the area are owner occupIed; 35.6%, renter occupied; and 13.3% are vacant. Currently, Inthe U.s., 56.4% of the housing units in the area are owner occuped; 32.3% are renter occupied; and 11.3% are vacant in 2010, there
were 74,662 housing units In the area - 54 0% owner occupied, 33 1% renter occupied, and 13 0% vacant, The annual rat. of chang. n
housing units since 2010 Is 0.24%. Median home value in the area is $113,874, compared to medan home value of $177,257 far the U.S.
In fIve years, m.dian value is projected to change by 5.21% annually to $146,788.

Data Notc Income Is e pressed In cu’ren cSI .,-.

Soursa: 05 Cross 8ureu, Cemus 201C Siimm.aiy Feel Eut fo-ecas’s to’ 2013 and ?C IS Esil coive,ted Census 20130 deS, into 2010 geography

OCtober 17, 2013

‘2013Es, Pa.i2oI
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DISCLAIMER
Any information given herein is obtained from sources considered reliable. However, we are not responsible for misstatement of facts,
errors omissions, prior sale, withdrawal from market, modification of mortgage commitment, terms and considerations, or change in pnce
without notice. The information supplied herein is for informational purposes only and shall not contain a warranty or assurance that said
information is correct. Any person intending to rely upon the information supplied herein should verify said information independently.
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ST. lETEkSBtJR(; (‘ITY C()tJN(’IL

Meeting of July 24, 2014

TO: ‘Ihe I lonorable Bill l)udley. (‘hair, and Members of’ City Council.

StJB.JECT: A resolution acknowledging receipt of’ the Art—in—’l’ransit/Central Avenue Master
Concept (“Concept”) prepared by Mickett Stackhouse Studio. L1.(’ (“Artist”): requesting that the
Mayor or his designee negotiate a design agreement with Artist fur design of’ the Concept. which
agreement is subject to City Council approval: and providing an elThctiv e date.

EXPLANATION: The City has received $975,00() in Federal Transit Administration
(“FTA”) grant funds to implement the Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (“BRT”) Corridor
Enhancement Project (“Project”). The purpose of the Project is to enhance the Central Avenue
corridor from downtown to 66th Sti’eet through a series of transit and pedestrian improvements in
preparation for the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authoritys (“PSTA”) proposed BRT service. The
BRT service will he a premium transit service along 1st Avenues North and South with 10-
minute peak headways, long operating hours and transit stations at the major north—south streets.
This service will complement PSTA’s popular Central Avenue Trolley service. The City has
programmed $1,000,000 in local funding towards the Project and PSTA is contributing $300,000
towards station development. The Project promotes the goals of the Central Avenue
Revitalization Plan. The City and PSTA plan to bring transit facilities and pedestrian
connections up to modern standards and develop attractive shelters that provide a comfortable
and pleasant environment for transit riders. The provision of more transportation options will
encourage the revitalization, redevelopment and unification of the Central Avenue corridor.

As part of the Project, the City initiated the Central Avenue Art-in-Transit project to develop an
overarching artistic concept for the entire length of Central Avenue and an initial series of
artistic transit stops on Central Avenue between 4thi and 28111 Streets. The City has identified
Central Avenue as a main thoroughfare linking our “City of the Arts” and its artist districts with
business entities, historic neighborhoods and all communities from do’ntown St. Petersburg to
western St. Petersburg. The Art-in-Transit project (including the Concept, as defined herein)
ill also influence the design ol’capital improvements on Central Avenue west of 28111 Street and
along the BRT route on 1t Avenues North and South. Due to the scope of the FTA grant. the
federal funds must be utilized within the corridor of First Avenue North to First Avenue South
from 1st to 66th Street. Additionally, PSTA’s commitment is specific for this corridor and station
development. Hoever, a portion of city funds dedicated to the Art in Transit project may be
utilized along other portions of the Central Avenue corridor for theme development within city
limits. During the design phase of the Art in Transit project, a budget will be developed defining
how the $2,275,000 will be divided between artistic aspects such as artistic shelters and markers
versus non-artistic improvements such as ADA ramps and PSTA’s standard and enhanced
shelters.

A Steering Committee has been formed to guide the Project and the work of two committees,
which are the ‘l’echnical Committee and the Central Avenue Art-in-Transit Public Art Project
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(‘mmittee (“Art—in—iransit Project Committee). ‘l’he Technical Committee has met several
times to identify the most appropriate locations br transit stops along Central Avenue and the 1St
Avenues and review enhanced shelters used in other cities. The City’s Engineering and Capital
Improvements l)epavtment has surveyed the potential transit Stop locations along Central Avenue
and the I St Avenues.

lo implement the Art—in— Iransit project, the Citys Oflee of Cultural AHairs issued a Request
br Qualibications in May of 2013 and received proposals from 11 artists/artist teams. The Art—
in—Transit Project Committee reviewed the proposals and selected three semi finalists on July 8.
2013. l’he semibinalists presented their initial themes/concepts on August 19. 2013. The Art—in—
Transit Project Committee selected Mickett Stackhouse Studio. [[C (“Artist”). The City and
Artist entered into an agreement on January 21 . 2014 lbr Artist to develop and create the Art in
Fransit Project/Central Avenue Master Concept (Concept”) (including theme development) for
the Central Avenue Corridor with the intent to implement such Concept on Central Avenue.

The Artist has perbbrmed the ser’ ices and produced the deliverables set forth in the agreement to
develop and create the Concept. The Artist has created a Concept to create a visually unified
Central Avenue and has received support from the Art—in—Transit Project Committee, Arts
Advisory Committee. Public Arts Commission and Central Avenue Council. The Concept (in
bullet—point form) is attached. The Art-in—Transit project will have two additional phases. The
second phase will he the design of a framework for Central Avenue which would include a
unifying network of illuminated columns integrated with coordinated transit shelters and stops.
The third phase will be the construction and installation of the selected elements/locations
designed in the design phase.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: There is no financial obligation required
in association with this item being presented. There will be fees and costs associated with the
design phase and the construction/installation phase of the Art in Transit project. The design
contract will be brought forward to City Council in approximately 60 to 90 days.

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution
acknowledging receipt of the Art-in-Transit/Central Avenue Master Concept (“Concept”)
prepared by Mickett Stackhouse Studio, LL (“Artist”): requesting that the Mayor or his designee
negotiate a design agreement with Artist for design of the Concept. which agreement is subject to
City Council approval: and providing an effective date.

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution
Art-in-Transit /Central Avenue Master Concept

APPROVALS:

Administration: e41.1 7_9_/uf

I3udget: N/A_______________________
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Resolu1ion l”1o. 2014—

A RlS01 A [ION ACKNOWIID(IING RECEIPT OL ‘II IL ART
IN IRANSIT/CENTRAI. AVENUE MASTER C()NCIPI
(“(‘ONCEP1”) PREPARE!) BY I\’lI(’KL’F’ F SiACKI lOt ‘SE
Sit JDIO. EEC (“ARTIST”): REQUESTING TI IAF ‘[I IL MAYOR
OR IllS I)ESIGNEE NEGO’IiAi’E A DESIGN AGREEMENT
Will I ARTIST I’()R DESIGN OF ii IN C()NCEPI, WI IIC’I I
A(IREEMEN1’ IS S(JBJECT’FO CITY CO(JNC1L APPROVAL:
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECI1VE DATE.

WI IEREAS. the City of St. Petersburg (“City”) adopted the Central Avenue RevitalizationPlan (“CARP”) in 2012 to guide the revitalization and unification of the Central Avenue corndorand identify needed capital improvements and services, such as improved public transportationFacilities and services: and

WHEREAS. the City and the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (“PSTA”) throughstudies completed in 2004 and 2007 have established the need for a premium transit serviceknown as bus rapid transit (“BRT”) in the Central Avenue cori’idor along 1I Avenues North andSouth: and

WHEREAS, the Central Avenue Trolley has become one of the PSTA’s most popularlocal bus routes, offering i’esidents and visitors a convenient and pleasant transportation alternativeto personal vehicles and a connection to Central Avenue’s historic neighborhoods, businessdistricts, artist districts, shops, restaurants and other establishments; and

WHEREAS, the City has received t.o Federal earmarks and allocated local funding for theCenti’al Avenue BRT Corridor Enhancement Proj ect (“Proj ect”),

WHEREAS, the purpose of the Project is to enhance the Central Avenue corridor andprepare it for premium transit services through the provision of transit and pedestrianimprovements such as transit shelters, concrete flatwork for the shelters, new ADA accessible curbramps and sidewalks, textured crosswalks and landscaping; and

WHEREAS, as part of this Project the City has initiated the Central Avenue Art in Transitproject and Mickett Stackhouse Studio. LLC (‘Artist”) was selected (through a request forqualifications process) to develop a master concept for the entire length of Central Avenue thatwill be utilized in an initial series of artistic transit stops on Central Avenue between 4th Street andlh_8 Street; and

WHEREAS, the City and Artist entered into an agreement on January 14, 2014, for Artistto develop and create an overarching artistic master concept for the Art in Ti’ansit Central AvenueCorridor with the intent to implement the artistic master concept on Central Avenue.

WHEREAS, the Artist has developed a master concept to create a visually unified CentralAvenue and has received support from the Art-in-Transit Project Committee, Arts AdvisoryCommittee, Public Arts Commission and Central Avenue Council; and
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Wl-[ERAS, a portion of the City funds ideritilied for this Project may be utilized to provide
improvements consistent with, and to further the reach of, the master concept along sections of the
Central Avenue Corridor between Tampa Bay and the City’s Western boundary.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that this Council acknowledges receipt of the attached Art in Transit/Central
Avenue Master Concept (“Concept”) prepared by Mickett Stackhouse Studio, LLC (“Artist”).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby requests that the Mayor or his
designee negotiate a design agreement with Artist for design of the Concept,

BE FE’ FURTI-IER RESOLVED that the mutually agreed upon design agreement is subject
to approval by City Council.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

Legal:4’ Administration:

________________________

I Transportation and Parking
Management Department

Budget:
N/A

___________________

6/24 - ]98804
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ILLUMINATED AVENUE OF THE ARTS
WITH ON-GOING ENGAGEMENT

• Creating a Visually Unified Central Avenue

• The Backbone of Connectivity: Central Avenue is the West-East Urban
Backbone Connecting Central Avenue’s Seven Districts and Functioning as
the Nerve Center for the Emanating South-North Streets.

• Combining Visual Unification with District Identification and Citizen
Participation.

• Creating an Unifying Network of Illuminated Columns including Welcome
Portals at the West and East Ends of Central Avenue, a Nexus of Columns at
Grand Central Station, and Individual District-Identifying Columns Spread
Along Central Avenue and Emanating Out Along Select South-North Streets.

• Transforming the Central Avenue Trolley Experience within the Illuminated
Avenue of the Arts with Coordinated Transit Stop-&-Goes that Visually
Encode Information, Fit into the Urban Tree Landscape, and Create a Safe
and Engaging System for PSTA Ridership.

© 2014 Mickett-Stackhouse Studio, LLC
in partnership with Rootwork, LLC





















 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   July 18, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: July 24, 2014 

 

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

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting to refer to the PS&I Committee a discussion and staff report 

regarding a resolution to lots that have been platted, but do not meet current size 

standards for construction, thus requiring variances.  

 

 

RATIONALE: 

 

In some cases vacant lots were platted 80 to 100 years ago, at a time when lot dimensions 

were much smaller than allowed by current regulations.  Because the lots are platted, they 

are considered “buildable.”  However, as they are undersized, they cannot be built on by 

right, and require variances.  In some neighborhoods there are large numbers of these lots 

and if they are all eventually built out that would impact the character of the 

neighborhood. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   Steve Kornell, Vice Chair 

   District 5 

 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 

Committee Report for July 17, 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   Linda Livingston, Accountant III, Finance Department 
    John Armbruster, Personnel Analyst III, Human Resources 
Call to Order 
Approval of Agenda-Approved 
 

1. New / Deferred Business 

a. Fiscal Policies 
Anne Fritz, Director of Finance (for Tom Greene, Director of Budget & Management) proposed an 
amendment to the Fund Balance Target section of the City’s Fiscal Policies as amended on April 
17, 2014.  The amendment excludes internal transfers to other funds within the General Fund 
“Group of Funds” & is consistent with our financial reporting in the CAFR; therefore, continues to 
align our Fiscal Policies with our financial reporting requirements. Councilmember Dudley made a 
motion to forward to City Council.  Motion approved. 
 

b. Debt Refunder Opportunity 
Anne Fritz, Director of Finance, presented an analysis of Professional Sports Facility Sales Tax 
Refunding and potential Utility Bond Refunding/New Issue 2014.  Her presentation was part of 
the City’s continued practice of reviewing all outstanding debt for potential refunding opportunities 
to save the City in the cost of financing.  She included detailed documentation prepared by Public 
Financial Management, the City’s financial advisor and two resolutions for consideration.  
Preliminary analysis shows that there may be opportunities for saving to the City for both the 
Professional Sports Facility Sales Tax Refunding and for the 2005 Series Utility Revenue Bonds.  
Ms. Fritz recommended that City Council select Sun Trust (STI Institutional and Government, 
Inc.) for the Professional Sports Facility Sales Tax Refunding.  Councilmember Dudley made a 
motion to forward the resolutions to City Council. Motion approved.  Ms. Fritz will be on the 8/28 
BF&T Agenda to present resolutions related to the 2014 Series 2014A (new borrowing for FY15 
capital projects). 
 

c.  Procurement Code Follow-up 

Louis Moore, Director of Procurement and Supply Management, presented a follow-up discussion related 

to the City’s Procurement Code.  Mr. Moore stated that there is nothing in the Procurement Code that 

authorizes the City to ask our contractors to pay a “living wage”. 

2. Continued Business / Deferred Business - None 

3. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 
 

a. July 31, 2014 
1. 3

rd
 Quarter Financial and Budget Report (Fritz/Greene) 

b. August 21, 2014 

1. 3
rd

 Quarter Grants Report (Greene/Ojah Maharaj) 
2. Status of Proposed Investment: Water Stabilization Fund (Fritz) 
3. Discussion for use of Tourist Development Tax Follow-up (Metz/Zeoli) 

c. August 28, 2014 
1. Review of City’s FEMA Community Rating System Audit and Introduction of new FEMA 

Coordinator (Goodwin) 
2. Utility Rates (Connors/Leavitt/Rosetti) 
3. Utility Bond Issue (Fritz) 

 

4. Adjournment – Meeting adjourned at 8:42 a.m.  











































































































































































 Ordinance4024146 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 4-31 THROUGH 

4-33 OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE WHICH 

PROVIDE FOR THE REGULATION OF FOWL, GOATS, 

HORSES, CATTLE AND VIETNAMESE POT BELLIED 

PIGS; CREATING NEW SECTIONS 4-34 AND 4-35 TO 

PROVIDE FOR THE REGULATION OF MINIATURE 

SHEEP AND MINIATURE GOATS; AND PROVIDING AN 

EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA DOES ORDAIN: 

 
SECTION 1.   Sections 4-31 and 4-32 of the St. Petersburg City Code are 

hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 4-31. Keeping fowl in the City. 

(a) Scope of section. The provisions  For the purposes of this section, the term fowl 

shall mean shall apply to the following types of fowl when located on private 

property: chickens, turkeys, ducks, geese and guinea fowl.  

 

(b) Running at large. Fowl, subject to this section, running at large within the City 

are hereby declared to be nuisances. No fowl shall be allowed to run at large or 

upon the property of a person not the owner without the permission of the 

property owner or occupant. 

 

(c) Manner of keeping.  

 

a. No person shall be allowed to keep any fowl, subject to this section, within the 

City unless the fowl are in a securely fenced area and confined to the premises 

of the owner, and coops and runways are kept clean and free from offensive 

odors.  

b. A coop shall be provided to house the fowl when outside. Coops shall have a 

maximum height of six feet and shall not exceed 130 square feet. No coop 

shall be allowed in the front yard setback of any property or beyond the front 

façade of the principal structure. A coop shall comply with the side and rear 

yard setback requirements. 

c. There shall be at least four square feet within the coop for each fowl. 

d. All coops and fenced areas where fowl are kept shall be kept clean and free 

from any offensive odors. 

e. There shall be at least 10 square feet of open area (outside of buildings and the 

coop) for each fowl. 

f. Not more than ten fowl are allowed on each property, regardless of the size of 

the property. 
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(d) Prohibited locations. It shall be unlawful for any person to keep or maintain any 

coop fowl, subject to this section, in any residential zoning district within 50 100 

feet of any residence except the residence of the owner, without the written 

consent of the owner or occupant of such residence.  

 

(e) Noisy fowl. Crowing roosters or other noisy fowl which violate the noise 

ordinance (currently Sec. 11-53(7)) are hereby declared to be nuisances. The 

owner or possessor of the property on which the fowl are located are responsible 

for the noise created by the fowl. If the property owner or possessor has been 

convicted of a noise violation related to the fowl, the fowl shall be removed from 

the property and it is unlawful to keep fowl at the property until there is a change 

of ownership or possession of the property.  and shall not be kept within the City 

after a complaint has been made to the Chief of Police that the complainant is 

disturbed thereby and the Chief of Police has notified the owner of the fowl to 

remove them from the City. Any person keeping or maintaining such fowl after 

having received notice to remove them shall be in violation of this section.  

 

(f) Public property. Fowl subject to this section shall not be released within the City 

or onto City property.  

Sec. 4-32.  Farm Animals. Keeping goats, horses and cattle, etc. 

(a) Animals subject to this section. The provisions of  As used in this section, farm 

animal shall apply to goats, sheep, swine, horses, donkeys, mules, hinnies and 

cattle unless there is a specific exception provided in this Article.  

 

(b) Location restrictions. It shall be unlawful for any person to keep or maintain any 

farm animals subject to this section in any residential zoning district, within 100 

feet of any residence except the residence of the owner or keeper of such animals  

without meeting the following minimum requirements. 

 (1) At least one acre for each horse, mule, donkey, hinny or cow. 

 (2) At least one half acre for each sheep, swine or goat.  

 (3) All farm animals shall be kept in a securely fenced area which shall not 

include any portion of the front yard. 

 (4) A structure providing sufficient shelter in the event of inclement weather 

shall be provided. The structure shall meet the minimum standard size 

requirements for the particular farm animal. Such structure shall not be located in 

the front yard setback of any property or beyond the front façade of the principal 

structure. Such structure shall comply with side and rear yard setback 

requirements and shall otherwise comply with any applicable requirements for 

accessory structures in the respective zoning district 
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(c) Cleanliness. Places where any farm animals subject to this section are kept shall 

be kept clean and dry. All manure shall be picked up daily and kept in a bin or 

receptacle that will exclude flies and odors. The bin shall be located at a point 

furthest from any dwelling or other structure owned or occupied by other persons.  

 

(d) It is unlawful for any farm animal owner or person in charge of a farm animal to 

allow the area in which the farm animal is kept or allowed to roam to become the 

source of odors which are detectable on adjoining properties where such odors are 

the result of the farm animal being kept or allowed to roam on the subject 

property. 

 

SECTION 2. The St. Petersburg City Code is amended by deleting the existing Section 

4-33 and replacing it with a new Section 4-33 to read as follows: 

 

4-33. Keeping Vietnamese pigs as household pets. 

 

(a) Definitions. The term “Vietnamese pigs” or “pigs,” as used herein, shall mean the types of pigs 

commonly known as Vietnamese pot bellied pigs. The term „residence,‟ as used herein, shall 

mean a residentially used structure that is a single family unit, duplex, triplex or quadraplex, 

and shall not include garage apartments, apartment complexes, condominiums or cooperative 

associations. 

 

(b) Size. There is no size limit for Vietnamese pigs. 

 

(c) Manner of keeping. The following restrictions shall apply to the keeping of Vietnamese pigs. 

(1) Vietnamese pigs are only allowed to be kept at residences and no more than one 

(1) Vietnamese pig shall be allowed per residence. 

(2) The breeding of Vietnamese pigs is prohibited. 

(3) All male Vietnamese pigs shall be neutered. 

(4) Vietnamese pigs are not required to be detusked. 

(5) Vietnamese pigs shall be controlled by a leash, harness or tether whenever outside 

of a structure or fenced area. Any leash, harness, or tether shall not exceed six (6) 

feet in length. 

(6) The residence must have a securely fenced back yard. The fence shall be at least 

four (4) feet in height. 

(7) Outdoor enclosures shall be kept clean and dry at all times the pigs are there and 

should be supplied with fresh, dry hay or straw. 

(8) The owner shall provide upon request from the POD, a current certification from 

a veterinarian licensed in the State that all necessary and appropriate vaccinations 

have been administered and that the pig has been tested and demonstrated free of 

parasitic disease. 

(9)  It is unlawful for any Vietnamese pig owner or person in charge of a pig, to fail 

to remove deposits of excreta made by a pig in that person's charge when the 

deposit of the excreta occurred in the presence of the owner or person in charge 

of the pig on any property not belonging to the owner or a person in charge of the 
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pig. If such depositing of excreta occurs, the owner or person in charge of the pig 

shall immediately cause its removal for disposal.  

(10) It is unlawful for any Vietnamese pig owner or person in charge of a pig to allow 

the area in which the pig is kept or allowed to roam to become the source of 

odors which are detectable on adjoining properties where such odors are the 

result of the pig being kept or allowed to roam on the subject property. 
 
 

SECTION 3. The St. Petersburg City Code is amended by adding a new section 4-34 

to read as follows: 
 

4-34. Keeping miniature goats as household pets. 

 

(a) Definitions. The term “miniature  goats” or “goats,”  as used herein, shall mean the types 

of goats commonly known as the African Pygmy and Nigerian Dwarf goats. The term 

„residence,‟ as used herein, shall mean a residentially used structure that is a single family 

unit, duplex, triplex or quadraplex, and shall not include garage apartments, apartment 

complexes, condominiums or cooperative associations. 

 

(b) Size. Nigerian Dwarf goats shall not exceed a weight of seventy-five (75) pounds; African 

Pygmy goats shall not exceed a weight of sixty (60) pounds. Neither breed shall exceed a 

height of twenty-five (25) inches as measured at the withers. 

 

(c) Manner of keeping. The following restrictions shall apply to the keeping of miniature 

goats. 

(1) Miniature goats are only allowed to be kept at residences and no more than two (2) 

miniature goats shall be allowed per residence. 

(2) The breeding of miniature goats is prohibited. 

(3) All male miniature goats shall be neutered. 

(4) All miniature goats shall be dehorned. 

(5) Miniature goats shall be controlled by a leash, harness or tether whenever outside of 

a structure or fenced area. Any leash, harness, or tether shall not exceed six (6) feet 

in length. 

(6) The residence must have a securely fenced back yard. The fence shall be at least four 

(4) feet in height. 

(7) Outdoor enclosures shall be kept clean and dry at all times the goats are there and 

should be supplied with fresh, dry hay or straw. 

(8) The owner shall provide upon request from the POD, a current certification from a 

veterinarian licensed in the State that all necessary and appropriate vaccinations have 

been administered. 

(9)  It is unlawful for any goat owner or person in charge of a goat, to fail to remove 

deposits of excreta made by a goat in that person's charge when the deposit of the 

excreta occurred in the presence of the owner or person in charge of the goat on any 

property not belonging to the owner or a person in charge of the goat. If such 

depositing of excreta occurs, the owner or person in charge of the goat shall 

immediately cause its removal for disposal.  

(10) It is unlawful for any goat owner or person in charge of a goat to allow the area in 
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which the goat is kept or allowed to roam to become the source of odors which are 

detectable on adjoining properties where such odors are the result of the goat being 

kept or allowed to roam on the subject property. 
 

 

SECTION 4. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new 

section 4-35 to read as follows: 
 

4-35. Keeping miniature sheep as household pets. 

 

(a) Definitions. The term “miniature sheep  or “sheep,” as used herein, shall mean the type of 

sheep commonly known as the Miniature Babydoll, Miniature Shetland, and Miniature 

Cheviot sheep. The term „residence,‟ as used herein, shall mean a residentially used 

structure that is a single family unit, duplex, triplex or quadraplex, and shall not include 

garage apartments, apartment complexes, condominiums or cooperative associations. 

 

(b) Size. Miniature sheep shall not exceed a weight of one hundred (100) pounds. Nor shall they 

reach a height exceeding twenty-five (25) inches as measured at the withers. 

 

(c) Manner of keeping. The following restrictions shall apply to the keeping of miniature sheep. 

(1) Miniature sheep are only allowed to be kept at residences and no more than two (2) 

miniature sheep shall be allowed per residence. 

(2) The breeding of miniature sheep is prohibited. 

(3) All male miniature sheep shall be neutered. 

(4) All miniature sheep shall be dehorned. 

(5) Miniature sheep shall be controlled by a leash, harness or tether whenever outside of 

a structure or fenced area. Any leash, harness, or tether shall not exceed six (6) feet 

in length. 

(6) The residence must have a securely fenced back yard. The fence shall be at least four 

(4) feet in height. 

(7) Outdoor enclosures shall be kept clean and dry at all times sheep are there and should 

be supplied with fresh, dry hay or straw. 

(8) The owner shall provide upon request from the POD, a current certification from a 

veterinarian licensed in the State that all necessary and appropriate vaccinations have 

been administered. 

(9) It is unlawful for any sheep owner or person in charge of a sheep, to fail to remove 

deposits of excreta made by a sheep in that person's charge when the deposit of the 

excreta occurred in the presence of the owner or person in charge of the sheep on 

any property not belonging to the owner or a person in charge of the sheep. If such 

depositing of excreta occurs, the owner or person in charge of the sheep shall 

immediately cause its removal for disposal.  

(10) It is unlawful for any sheep owner or person in charge of a sheep to allow the area 

in which the sheep is kept or allowed to roam to become the source of odors which 

are detectable on adjoining properties where such odors are the result of the sheep 

being kept or allowed to roam on the subject property. 

 
SECTION 5.  Words in underlined type are additions to the City Code and struck-through words 
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are words to be deleted from the existing City Code. 

 

SECTION 6.  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 7.  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 or as otherwise provided.  

 

 

 

Approved as to form and content:     

 

 

__________________________________   

City Attorney (designee)     
 



  
 

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR A REFERENDUM AS 

PART OF THE GENERAL CITY ELECTION TO BE HELD ON 

NOVEMBER 4, 2014;  AMENDING SECTION 4.05(a) OF THE 

CITY CHARTER OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG; 

PROVIDING THAT THE AMENDMENT  CONTAINED IN THIS 

ORDINANCE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ONLY IF THE 

BALLOT QUESTION CONTAINED IN THIS ORDINANCE IS 

APPROVED BY A  MAJORITY VOTE OF THE ELECTORS OF 

THE CITY VOTING ON SAID QUESTION IN THE  NOVEMBER 

4, 2014 ELECTION AND THE FILING OF THE REVISED 

CHARTER, INCLUDING THE AMENDMENT, WITH THE 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE; PROVIDING FOR THE CALLING OF 

A SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON 

NOVEMBER 4, 2014 TO PRESENT THIS CHARTER 

AMENDMENT TO THE VOTERS; PROVIDING FOR THE FORM 

OF THE TITLE AND THE QUESTION TO APPEAR ON THE 

BALLOT; PROVIDING FOR THE AMENDMENT OF SECTION 

4.05(a) OF THE CITY CHARTER TO PROVIDE FOR AN 

EXCEPTION TO THE PROHIBITION AGAINST COUNCIL 

MEMBERS INFLUENCING THE HIRING OF CERTAIN CITY 

EMPLOYEES;   PROVIDING FOR FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING 

FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

 

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg hereby makes the following 

findings: 

 1. That when the City Charter adopting the strong mayor form of government was 

approved by the voters, there was a prohibition against Council Members taking any action which 

either directly or indirectly requested the hiring or firing of any City employee. 

2. That there is a desire for Council Members to be able to express their opinions 

concerning the hiring of new senior management employees to the Mayor. Senior management 

employees would be defined as chiefs and director or higher level employees. 

3. That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the hiring and firing of 

employees by the Mayor. 

4. That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the Mayor’s administration 

of the City or the Mayor’s staff. 

5. That City Council finds that the private expression of their opinions to the Mayor 

would provide meaningful beneficial information to the Mayor in the hiring of senior management 

employees. 

6.  That City Council finds that this would be a benefit to the City. 

 

SECTION 2.  That a special election will be held as part of the general City election to be 

held on November 4, 2014, the question and title as delineated in Sections 4 and 5 of this Ordinance 



  
 

shall be placed on the ballot at said election. 

 

SECTION 3.    Section 4.05(a) of the St Petersburg City Charter is hereby amended to read 

as follows:   

 

Sec. 4.05. Administrative affairs; Council participation.  

(a) Neither the Council nor any of its committees or any of its members, individually or 

collectively, shall direct or request the appointment of anyone to, or removal from, 

office by the Mayor or any of the Mayor's subordinates, or in any manner, directly or 

indirectly, take part in the appointment or removal of any officer or employee or 

members of boards in the administrative service of the City. All inquiry dealing with 

any portion of the administrative service of the City with the exception of (b) herein 

shall be with the Mayor and neither the Council nor any member thereof shall, give 

any orders to any subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately, 

directly or indirectly. Any violation of the provisions of this section by a member of 

the Council shall be grounds for removal from office under Section 3.04(c). The only 

exception to these prohibitions in this subsection shall be that any individual Council 

Member may privately express to the Mayor their opinion concerning the hiring of 

any chief or director or higher level employee.  

 

 

  SECTION 4.  That the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall 

appear on the ballot in the following form: 

 

The City Charter currently prohibits Council Members from directing 

or requesting the hiring of any City employees, shall the City Charter 

be amended to allow Council Members to privately express their 

opinion to the Mayor concerning the hiring of senior management 

level employees. 

 

YES                 NO 

 

SECTION 5. That the title of the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance 

shall appear on the ballot in the following form: 

 

Charter Amendment authorizing Council Members to privately discuss hiring senior 

management employees with the Mayor. 

 

SECTION 6. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the 

City Charter, Sections 1, 2 and 4 through 9 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 Sections 1, 2 and 4 



  
 

through 9 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, Sections 1, 2 

and 4 through 9 shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in 

accordance with the City Charter, 

 

SECTION 7.   That Section 3 of this Ordinance shall become effective only upon approval 

of the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance by a majority of the qualified electors 

voting on said question at said election and shall become effective as a Charter Amendment in 

accordance with Section 8 of this Ordinance. 

 

SECTION 8.  That if the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance is 

approved by a majority of the qualified electors voting on said question at said election, the revised 

Charter provisions contained in Section 3 of this Ordinance shall take effect upon the filing of a 

Revised Charter, including these amendments with the Secretary of State. 

 

SECTION 9.  That the provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable and 

the invalidity of any portion thereto shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions. 

 

 

Approved as to form and content: 

 

____________________________ 

City Attorney (designee)  

 



































































































































































































































































































































































ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of July 24, 2014

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

SUBJECT: City File TSPE 2014-01: City initiated request for an exception to the Traditional
Streetscape Preservation policy to allow removal of an approximately 6.5’ wide
strip of brick pavement on the east west alley between Beach Drive and 1st Street
and 2nd and 3rd Avenues North.

REQUEST: Resolution

_____________

approving an exception to the Traditional Streetscape
Preservation policy (Res. No. 20111-75) to allow removal of an approximately
6.5’ wide strip of brick pavement on the east west alley between Beach Drive, 1st

Street and 2 and 3rd Avenues North.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC): The Commission
conducted a public hearing on July 8, 2014 to consider the request. The
Commission voted 4-1 recommending APPROVAL of the request.

Recommended City Council Action:
1) CONDUCT the public hearing;
2) APPROVE the resolution.

Attachments: Resolution, CPPC Staff Report



RESOLUTION No.

____________

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN EXEMPTION
TO TI-I E TRADITI ONAL STREETSCAPE
PRESERVATION POLICY AUTE-IORIZING TI-IE
REMOVAL OF EXISTING BRICKS WITI-IIN A
PORTION OF TI-IE ALLEY LOCATED BETWEEN
BEACI-I DRIVE. STREET NORTH. 2
AVENUE NORTH AND 31{1) AVENUE NORTI-I;
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WI-IEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg (“City”) had adopted by Resolution No. 2011-75 the

‘City-Wide Traditional Streetscape Preservation Policy” which was designed to protect the

traditional streetscape elements in the City, including brick streets and granite curbing; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Traditional Streetscape Preservation Policy, all unpaved brick

streets or any portion thereof within the City shall be maintained as brick streets unless City Council,

by resolution, after receiving a recommendation from the Community Planning and Preservation

Commission and conducting a noticed public hearing, determines otherwise; and

WHEREAS. the City of St. Petersburg requested an exemption to the policy to remove a

portion of the existing brick paving from the alley located between Beach Drive, 1s1 Street, 2’

Avenue North and 3 Avenue North and replace them with a concrete surface; and

WHEREAS. a public hearing was properly noticed and conducted by the Community

Planning and Preservation Commission on July 8, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the Community Planning and Preservation Commission recommended approval

of the requested exemption at the July 8, 2014 meeting; and

WHEREAS. a public hearing was properly noticed and conducted by the City Council on

July 24, 2014: and

WHEREAS, the requested exemption is an approximately 6.5 foot wide pedestrian path

within the subject alley that will be repaved with concrete to improve the safety and utility of the

pedestrian connection between Beach Drive and the Sundial project consistent with the Sundial

District Connector Plan; and

WHEREAS, the request for removal of the bricks for the portion of the subject alley can

further be supported because of the changed character of the surrounding development pattern; and

WHEREAS, the remainder of the subject alley will remain brick; and

WHEREAS. all removed bricks will be returned to the City.

000129954. dcc



NOVv’ ‘11 llRJ1ORl. BR IT RESOLVED BY the City Council of the City ofSt. Petersburg,

Florida. an exemption liom the City—Wide Traditional Strcetscape Preservation Policy to allow the

removal of the bricks from an approximately 6.5 foot wide portion of the alley located between
Beach Drive. 1SL Street. 211(1 Avenue North and 3rd Avenue North is hereby approved with the

following stipulations:

I. All unused street bricks shall be returned to the City.
2. Permits prior to any work in the right of way shall be acquired.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

DEPAflNT
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COMMUNITY PLANNING AND PRESERVATION
COMMISSION

Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

For Public Hearing on July 8, 2014
at 3:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: TSPE 2014 - 01

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg

REQUEST: City initiated request for an exception to the Traditional Streetscape
Preservation policy to allow removal of an approximately 6.5’ wide strip of brick
pavement on the east west alley between Beach Drive and 1st Street and 2
and 3 Avenues North.

AUTHORITY: CPPC review of this type of request is specifically required in City Council
Resolution No. 2011-75 (attached). The Commission’s duty is to recommend
approval or denial prior to City Council action.

EVALUATION:

Background and Analysis

In preparation for the opening of the Sundial project a number of pedestrian improvements
related to the Sundial project, are being completed. These pedestrian improvements are
referred to as the Sundial District Connector Plan (herein the “Connector Plan”). Included in
the Connector Plan are a number of improvements to pedestrian facilities in the immediate
vicinity of Sundial project, which is located on the north side Avenue North Between 1st
and 2’ Streets. This request is to allow one of the key elements of the Connector Plan to
be implemented. Specifically, the Plan calls for the removal of a 6.5’ wide section of the
brick alley between Beach Drive and 1st Street North. The removed brick would be replaced
with an 6.5’ wide clearly delineated concrete pedestrian strip.

Due to its critical location between the heart of Beach Drive and Sundial/Muvico, the subject
alley between 2 and Avenues North was identified as an important connector in the
2009 Downtown Activity Centers Connector Plan. Of the connectors, this is the only one
that is not along a roadway/sidewalk and as such required special treatments to make it



safe and attractive for pedestrians. These improvements are consistent with the City’s
Intown Redevelopment Plan, which sets forth an objective to create a “unified commercial
core” in this area of downtown,

These 2009 improvements included converting the alley to one-way traffic and posting it for
no parking after 11 a.m. to reduce vehicular conflicts, planting of new vegetation along the
sides, lighting improvements, decorative fencing along adjacent parking lots and substantial
entryway/way finding signs, as well as an enhanced mid-block crosswalk from the alley
across 1st Street to Sundial. Additionally, the existing bricks were re-laid to make them
more even, along with an approximate one foot concrete curb band to provide a visual
delineator between the vehicular travel lane and pedestrian travel path.

The Connector Plan, and this link in particular, have proven to be successful. However, an
additional improvement to the alley has been identified in advance of the full opening of
Sundial to further this critical connection. In order to better separate vehicles from
pedestrians and to make the surface safer to walk on, a poured concrete section is
proposed between the existing concrete band and the south edge of the alley,
approximately 6.5 feet in width to provide an approximate 8 foot wide concrete path. This
partial conversion will provide a safer pedestrian connection between Beach Drive and the
Sundial site. Pedestrians with high heels, family stroller access, as well as those with
physical impairments who may be using wheelchairs or other assistive devices, will benefit
from this adjustment.

The remainder of the alley will remain brick and open to one-way vehicular traffic
(approximately 15’ in width).

In reviewing this request staff finds no compelling reason to recommend against the
removal of the 6.5’ MOL wide strip of bricks. The main intent of the brick street preservation
policy is to preserve the historic character of neighborhoods where brick streets exist. Little
remains of the brick street network in this area and the area has been completely
redeveloped with contemporary structures. That being said, the majority of the alley will
remain brick, thus preserving a remnant of the area’s historic character. Finally, given the
importance of this alley as a pedestrian connector between two of the City’s most active
pedestrian areas, Beach Drive and Sundial, the proposed replacement of brick with
concrete will improve both its safety and utility.

Recommendation

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the requested exception to the Brick Street Preservation
policy with the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall return all removed bricks to the City
2. All necessary permits shall be acquired by the applicant prior to any work in the

right-of-way.

Attachments
Location map and aerial
Traditional Streetscape Preservation p01 icy
Sundial District Connector Plan
Subject area photos
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NO. 2011-75

A RESOLUTION RESTATING THE
CITY-WII)E TRADITIONAL
STREETSCAPE PRESERVATION
POLICY; ADDING REVIEW BY THE
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION
COMMISSION; SUPERCEDING ALL
OTHER RESOLUTIONS ON THIS
TOPIC; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WI-IEREAS, the City has areas containing concentrations of brick streets
which add to the historic and architectural character of our neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, City Council established a brick street preservation policy
in Resolution 92-780; and

WHEREAS, City Council established a traditional streetscape
preservation policy in Resolution 2004-170 to preserve brick streets, brick alleys and
granite curbs throughout the City; and

WHEREAS, City Council adopted Resolution 2008-419 to create an
exemption for traffic calming devices; and

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 20 10-282 restating the
traditional streetscape preservation policy to have the ability to reconstruct or resurface
existing brick streets and alleys which intersect with non-brick streets and alleys to
enhance pedestrian and motorist safety; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to have the Community
Preservation Commission review requests for exemptions to the traditional streetscape
preservation policy prior to City Council taking action on such requests; and

WHEREAS, this resolution shall supercede all previous resolutions on
this topic.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the
City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that this Council establishes the following “Traditional
Streetscape Preservation Policy” which shall be applied throughout the City:

Brick Streets



2011-75
Page 2

1. All unpaved brick streets or any portion thereof, within the City shall
remain and be maintained as brick streets, unless City Council by
resolution determines otherwise after conducting a public hearing and
providing notification by mail to affected property owners of the public
hearing. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the reconstruction or
resurfacing of any intersecting area of an existing brick street or alley
with a non brick street or alley within the City is exempt from this
subsection.

2. Brick streets which have been paved over may be converted back to
brick by resolution of the City Council on its own motion or if fifty-one
percent (51 %) of the owners of abutting properties petition the City, as
set forth in City assessment policy, requesting that abutting property
owners be assessed the total cost of converting the street back to brick,
less any cost that might be incurred if the existing street needs repair,
and City Council approves the petition as being in the best interest of the
City.

3. For the purpose of this resolution, “brick streets” shall mean any street
surface constructed of brick and shall include any existing granite
curbing and “affected property owners” shall mean those abutting the
brick street.

4. Traffic calming devices on all unpaved brick streets within the City are
exempt from the requirements in this resolution.

5. For the purpose of this resolution, “traffic calming devices” shall mean
changes in street alignment, installation of barriers and other physical
measures to reduce traffic speeds and/or cut-through volumes, in the
interest of traffic safety, liability or other public purposes and shall
include but not be limited to speed humps, speed bumps and plateaus.

6. The intersecting area of an existing brick street or alley with a non-brick
street or alley within the City that is reconstructed or resurfaced may be
reconstructed or resurfaced with like materials of the non-brick street or
alley. The intersecting area to be resurfaced or reconstructed shall be
limited to only that area necessary to enhance pedestrian safety across the
existing brick street or alley and to promote safety as determined by the
POD.

Granite Curbing

1. Repair or replace in-kind all existing granite curbing throughout the City
whether or not the curbing is located adjacent to brick streets.



2011-75
Page 3

2. Usc of ribbon concrete along radii, curb cuts and handicapped ramps is
permissible.

Community Preservation Commission Review

The Community Preservation Commission shall review all requests for
exemptions to the Traditional Streetscape Preservation Policy and recommend
approval or denial of such requests prior to any City Council action.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg Florida that this resolution shall supercede all other resolutions on this topic.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Adopted at a regular session of the City Council held on the 17th day of
February, 2011

Officer

ATTEST:
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of July 24, 2014

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

SUBJECT: LDR 2014-04: Text amendment to amend language related to the “dwell time”
that provides justification for having different dwell time standards for different
sign types. (City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations
(“LDRs”), Section 16.40. 120.15.4 titled “Suppleinentaiy sign regulations “) The
application is in response to a court ruling against the City’s current dwell time
standards for electronic message centers and large facility signs.

REQUEST: Conduct the second reading and public hearing and APIROVE the attached
Ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission (DRC): The Commission conducted a public
hearing on July 2, 2014 to consider the request. The Commission voted 7-0
recommending APPROVAL of the request.

City Council Action: The City Council conducted the first reading on July 10,
2014.

Recommended City Council Action:
1) CONDUCT the second reading and public hearing and APPROVE the
attached Ordinance.

Attachments: Ordinance, DRC Staff Report



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CITY CODE
SECTION 16.40.120.15.B REGARDING
DIGITAL OR ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
CENTERS BY REGULATING THE DWELL
TIME FOR MESSAGES; PROVIDING FOR
PURPOSES AND FINDINGS FOR DIFFERENT
DWELL TIMES AND FOR SIGN REGULATIONS
IN GENERAL; PROVIDING FOR ADDITIONAL
CLARIFYING LANGUAGE; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds that signs, especially
electronic message signs with short dwell times, can create a safety hazard by
distracting motorists, pedestrians, and others; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg desires to protect the safety of
motorists, pedestrians, and others from distractions caused by signs, especially
electronic message signs with short dwell times; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that signs,
especially electronic message signs with short dwell times, detract from the aesthetic
beauty of the City’s landscape; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that the
preservation of the City’s scenic beauty promotes tourism by establishing visual
attractiveness for the City and promoting its general economic and cultural development
consistent with the City’s interest in aesthetics; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg wishes to preserve the aesthetic
beauty of the City; and

WHEREAS, the regulation of signage for purposes of aesthetics has long
been recognized in controlling law and sound planning practices and principles as
advancing the public welfare; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg understands and recognizes the
importance and significance of signage as a method of business advertising and
communication in the context of the current economic times and media usage; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that the
unregulated density of electronic message center signs with short dwell times can
magnify their adverse impacts on both traffic safety and aesthetics; and



WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that the
enactment of this Ordinance will serve to lessen hazardous situations, as well as
confusion and visual clutter otherwise caused by the proliferation, placement, and
distracting characteristics of signs, especially electronic message signs with short dwell
times, which compete for the attention of pedestrian and vehicular traffic; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that signs,
especially electronic message center signs with short dwell times, detract from the
natural and manmade beauty of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that this
ordinance will preserve and enhance the attractiveness and economic well-being of the
City as a place to live, visit, and conduct business; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that electronic
message signs with short dwell times increase the distraction of drivers passing by the
signs, thereby adversely affecting traffic safety; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that regulating
the density of electronic message signs with short dwell times will increase traffic safety
and enhance the aesthetics of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that a
practical way to regulate the density of signs with short dwell times is to limit short dwell
times to those signs that are located on large sites consisting of 20 acres or more which
contain an arena, theater, or other place of public assembly with 20,000 or more fixed
seats or on digital or electronic off-premise signs (billboards), both of which are required
to be adjacent to and oriented toward an interstate highway; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that the
higher rate of speed on interstates and the limited number of such signs reduces or
eliminates the possibility for drivers to see more than one sign at a time; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that there are
a limited number of such locations in the City, which substantially reduces the possible
number of such signs; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that the sign
regulations adopted in this ordinance allow adequate means of communication and
freedom of speech; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg finds and determines that for all the
foregoing reasons and for the reasons set forth in the following City Code sections, that
establishing different dwell times for different facilities in different situations and
establishing a uniform sign code serves a significant governmental interest and leaves
open ample alternative means of communication.



NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Section 16.40.120.15.B.4. of the City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

4. Dwell time.

a. Legislative Findings and Determinations. The recitals (whereas
clauses) in Ordinance No. demonstrate a significant governmental
interest and are hereby adopted as the legislative findings of the City of
St. Petersburg and are incorporated into the sign code as if set forth in
haec verba.
b. Requirements. The dwell time, defined as the interval of change
between each individual message, shall be at least one minute. Any
change of message shall be completed instantaneously. There shall be
no special effects between messages.
c. Purpose. The longer minimum dwell time for electronic message
centers that are not large facility signs or digital or electronic off-
premise signs is intended to further the significant governmental
interests of this sign code, as specified in Section 16.40.120.1 and this
section, including uniformity, aesthetics, and safety, by reducing the
density of signs with short dwell times and by minimizing the
proliferation of signs with short dwell times throughout the City.

SECTION 2. Section 16.40.120.1. of the City Code is hereby amended to read
as follows:

16.40.120.1. Purpose and findings.

These regulations herein, this section or This section shall be known as the sign code
and establishes standards for the location, size, spacing and design of signs. These
standards are content-neutral and regulate only the form, not the content, of signs. Each
regulation serves a significant governmental interest by furthering the purposes of this
sign code. The City finds and determines that the following situations existed in the City
and in the county prior to the adoption of this sign code on February 6, 1992, and that
these conditions would occur without the regulations established in this revised sign
code:

1. Inadequate sign regulation in the City;

2. Lack of attention to the relationship between proper sign regulation and the
economic and other effects on the community;

3. Visual distraction and potential safety hazards posed to movement of
pedestrian and vehicular traffic on public rights-of-way; and



4. Failure to consider signs as an integral component of the urban landscape.

In order to address these issues, the City finds and determines that the most effective,
efficient and equitable approach is the implementation of a system of sign regulation
which shall serve as a minimum norm or standard.

The purpose of this sign code is to establish minimum standards for an orderly system
of signs and improve the quality of sign regulation in the City in a manner that
contributes to the economic well-being, visual appearance, safety, and overall quality of
life in the City. In particular, it is the purpose of this sign code to further the following
objectives, taking into consideration that the mix of densities and intensities of different
uses in each zoning district, the aesthetics of each zoning district, and the speed limits
of abutting traffic may require different regulations to ensure that these purposes are
met in each zoning district:

To establish a comprehensive system of sign regulation that addresses the full
spectrum of principal sign considerations on a uniform basis;

To establish a system of sign regulation that gives special recognition to protecting
aesthetic and scenic beauty of the City and the natural characteristics and visual
attractiveness that are essential to the economy and cultural development of the City;

To establish address the minimum standards necessary to reduce the visual distraction
and safety hazards created by sign proliferation along the public rights-of-way; and

To recognize the significance of signs and appropriate uniform regulation thereof as a
component of community appearance and character in the City.

SECTION 3. Section 16.40.120.15.1.2. of the City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

Separation. Digital or electronic off-premise signs shall be spaced so that a driver
cannot read more than one digital or electronic off-premise sign face at the same time,
regardless of ownership. Digital or electronic off-premise signs shall be oriented to face
traffic on the interstate or feeder right of way. A digital or electronic off-premise sign
shall be at least 2,500 feet from any other digital or electronic off-premise sign facing
the same direction on the same roadway, regardless of ownership. Such distance shall
be measured along the centerline of the abutting roadway.

SECTION 4. 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 specifically amended shall continue in full force and effect.

SECTION 5. 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 competent jurisdiction 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 6. 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 (5th) 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 FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

City Attorney (designee)
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

For Public Hearing on July 2, 2014
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 201 4-04

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg

REQUEST: Text amendment to amend language related to the “dwell time” that provides
justification for having different dwell time standards for different sign types.
(City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations
(“LDRs’9, Section 16.40.120.15.4 titled “Supplementary sign regulations’) The
application is in response to a court ruling against the City’s current dwell time
standards for electronic message centers and large facility signs.

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 is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

Background and Analysis

On May 12, 2014, the Sixth Judicial County Court ruled, in an ordinance prosecution
against Founder Properties LLC, and David McKalip that, among other things, found the



current message dwell time standards, defined as the interval of change between each
message, in the Supplementary Sign Regulations to be in violation of equal protection
requirements of the US Constitution. The reason for the adverse finding was that the court
found that the City failed to articulate what it’s significant governmental interests were in
establishing dwell time standards for large facility signs (at least 10 seconds) that are
different than those for electronic message centers (at least 1 minute).

The options to cure the fault found by the County Court are to either 1) create a single
standard for message dwell times for all types of signs that have electronic message
centers, 2) eliminate message dwell time standards or 3) amend the code to add defensible
language that provides the justification for creating different standards.

Staff is recommending that the third option be implemented because different signage types
have different cumulative impacts that justify different dwell time standards. Dwell time
standards for electronic message centers are created for two primary reasons, as generally
referenced in the “Purpose and findings” Section of the Sign Code (Section 16.40.120.1), 1)
to minimize visual clutter along public roads and 2) to minimize driver distraction safety
concerns that are associated with sign proliferation, including changing electronic
messages.

The current code has a shorter dwell time standard (10 seconds) for large facility signs and
digital or electronic off-premise signs because their proliferation is limited by the following
restrictions; 1) sites must be contiguous to the interstate highway right-of-way, 2) signs must
be oriented to the interstate highway system (federal aid primary roadways) and for large
facility signs, 3) uses where these signs can be installed are limited to arenas, theaters and
other places of public assembly on at least 20 acres that have 20,000 or more fixed seats
and for digital or electronic off-premise signs, 4) they must be at least 2,500 feet apart for
same way facing signs. In combination, these four limitations severely limit the number of
locations where large facility signs and digital or electronic off-premise signs can be located,
thereby minimizing their potential proliferation and negative impact. Moreover, the
orientation of these signs toward interstate rights-of-way reduces the opportunity for the
signs to be viewed by drivers because of the limited number of interstates in St. Petersburg
(1-275, 1-175 and 1-375) and the higher speed limit on the interstates (55 to 65 mph).
Evidence of the effectiveness of these limitations is demonstrated by the fact that there is
only one permitted large facility sign in St. Petersburg (Tropicana Field) and six permitted
digital or electronic off-premise signs.

In contrast, electronic message centers (EMC5) have longer dwell times (1 minute) because
the opportunity for proliferation and the resulting visual clutter and driver distraction is much
greater. EMCs are allowed on the sites of many more land use types (retail stores,
restaurants, gas stations, car washes, offices, banks, hotels) and on several more roads (all
road frontages with commercial zoning, including portions of 4th, MLK, 16th 22nd, 28th, 34th
49th 58th, 661h, and Park Streets and the downtown area streets and portions of 1st 5th 9th

22’’, 381h 54th 62nd 83rd 94th and 112th Avenues North and portions of 1st 5th 18th 22nd
54th and 62 Avenues South, and the downtown area avenues and Gandy and Roosevelt
Boulevards and several streets in the Carillon area) and roads with slower speed limits
(generally 15 to 45 mph). Evidence of the greater opportunity for proliferation of EMCs is
demonstrated by the number of permits issued for their installation - 56.

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.

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:

• July 10, 2014: First Reading
• July 24, 2014: Second Reading and Public Hearing

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Proposed Amendment
2. Housing Affordability Impact Statement



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 20 14-04).

III. Impact Analysis:

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

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes

_____Explanation:

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

$_______________________

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

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes Explanation:

LDR 2014-04: LDR Text Amendment



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’sability 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 Coun_pU—Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development
deparpnt.))

brtm nt Director (signature) Date

OR

E 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 201 4-04: LDR Text Amendment







































































ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda
Meeting of July 24, 2014

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment Number
2 to Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) SMOA #01-06: Streetscape; and
Amendment Number 3 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for 4th Avenue South Residence, LLC
for the installation of landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements on 4th Street South
between 3Id Avenue South and 4th Avenue South and the subsequent maintenance of the
installed landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements by the City at the City’s expense,
subject to appropriation, and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate these
transactions; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: FDOT owns 3rd Street and 4’ Street right-of-ways consisting of road
improvements and sidewalk areas abutting thereon between 5u1 Avenues North and South. The
developer desires to beautify and improve the landscaping and sidewalk areas with the
installation of landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements on 4 Street South between3rd Avenue South and Avenue South adjacent to the new 4’’ Avenue South Residences. In
order to proceed, the City must approve a resolution that authorizes the execution to
Amendment Number 2 to FDOT SMOA #01-06: Streetscape and Amendment Number 3 to
FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape, for 4th Avenue South Residences, LLC. The city will transfer to
the developer responsibility for all installation and future maintenance costs in a separate
agreement.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment Number 2 to Florida Department
of Transportation (“FDOT”) SMOA #01 -06: Streetscape; and Amendment Number 3 to FDOT
MOA #23-06: Landscape, for 4’ Avenue South Residences, LLC for the installation of
landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements on 41h Street South between 3rd Avenue
South and Avenue South and the subsequent maintenance of the installed landscape,
irrigation and streetscape improvements by the City at the City’s expense, subject to
appropriation, and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate these transactions;
and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution, Drawing

APPROVALS:
71

Administrative: 141,

Budget: NA

Legal:

______________

Legal: 0019838Ldoc v.1



RESOLUTION NO.

_____

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AMENDMENT NUMBER 2 TO
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (“FDOT”)
SMOA #01-06: STREETSCAPE; AND AMENDMENT NUMBER 3
TO FDOT MOA #23-06: LANDSCAPE, FOR 4th AVENUE SOUTH
RESIDENCES, LLC FOR THE INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE,
IRRIGATION AND STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS ON 4TH

STREET SOUTH BETWEEN 3RD AVENUE SOUTH AND 4TH

AVENUE SOUTH AND THE SUBSEQUENT MAINTENANCE OF
THE INSTALLED LANDSCAPE, IRRIGATION AND
STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS BY THE CITY AT THE CITY’S
EXPENSE, SUBJECT TO APPROPRIATION, AND TO EXECUTE
ALL OTHER DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THESE TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) owns State Roads 600
and 687 right-of-ways consisting of road improvements and sidewalk areas abutting thereon
also known as 3Id and 4th Streets between 51h Avenues North and South (“Project Highway”);
and

WHEREAS, the City desires to beautify and improve the landscaping and sidewalk
areas of the Project Highway with the installation of landscape, irrigation and streetscape
improvements on 4th Street South between 3RD Avenue South and 4th Avenue South adjacent to
the new 4t Avenue South Residences, LLC, which will improve and enhance its aesthetic and
safety qualities; and

WHEREAS the City and FDOT have agreed that the City may install all or some of those
landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements (“Improvements”) on the Project Highway
as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepared by Clearview Land Design,
P.L.; and

WHEREAS, the City shall have the option as to the location and extent of the
Improvements installed; and

WHEREAS, upon completion of the installation of any Improvements, the City will be
responsible for maintaining the installed Improvements, subject to appropriation; and

WHEREAS, in order to proceed, the City must approve a resolution that authorizes the
execution to Amendment Number 2 to FDOT SMOA #01-06: Streetscape and Amendment
Number 3 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape, for 4’ Avenue South Residences, LLC

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council and the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute Amendment
Number 2 to Florida Department Of Transportation (“FDOT”) SMOA #01 -06: Streetscape; and
Amendment Number 3 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape, for 4th Avenue South Residences,
LLC for the installation of landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements on 4th Street
South between 3td Avenue South and 4th Avenue South and the subsequent maintenance of the
installed landscape, irrigation and streetscape improvements by the City at the City’s expense,



subject to appropriation, and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate these
transactions:

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

Legal: Administratio
Legal: 001 98434.d V. 1
Budget: NA



AMENDMENT #2 TO DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAuTIFICATION
MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

THIS AMENDMENT, made and entered into as of the

______

day oF

_________________

20, between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, (the
“Department’) and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of
Florida, existing under the Laws of Florida, (the “City”);

W I T N E S S E T H

WHEREAS, the Department and the City entered into a Highway Beautification
Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement on August 1 8, 2006 (the. Agreement) whereby the City
agreed to maintain streetscape improvements within the rights-of-way of State Road 687 (3 and4th Streets), between 5 Avenue North and 5th Avenue South; within the city limits of St.
Petersburg in Pinellas County, Florida (the “Project Highway”); and

WHEREAS, the Department and the City have agreed to amend the Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City by Resolution No.

______,

a copy of which is attached, has authorized
its officers to execute this Amendment on its behalf.

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises, mutual benefits, and
covenants contained herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. The limits of the Project Highway are amended to include State Roads 600 & 687 (U.S. 92/4th Street South) Section 15090-101 starting at 3rd Avenue South at M.P. 0.620 and ending at 4th
Avenue South at M.P. 0.715 as depicted on attached Permit #2012-C-799-006 and the following
document referenced as Exhibit “A”-3 and attached herein;

a. 4th Avenue South Residences Plan dated 9/7/20 12.

2. Paragraph 18 of the Agreement is added and provides as follows:

To the extent permitted by applicable law without causing this obligation to be subject to
approval by referendum pursuant to the Florida Constitution, the City shall appropriate in its armual
budget, for each Fiscal Year, non-ad valorem funds lawfully available to satisfy its maintenance
responsibilities under this Agreement. This provision does not create any lien upon, or pledge of,
such non-ad valorem funds, nor does it preclude the City from pledging such funds in the future, or
from levying and collecting any particular non-ad valorem funds.

3. Paragraph 10. (a) — (e) is deleted and replaced with the following:

The Agreement may be terminated by the Department if the City, following fifteen
working days written notice, fails to perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement.



4. Paragraph 11 of the Agreement is deleted and replaced with the following:

Within 6() days following the Department’s notice to terminate pursuant to Paragraph 10. if
the Department requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the
same safe condition existing prior to installation of the Project. Lf the Department does not request
such restoration, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it deems best.

5. The term ofthis Agreement is ten (10) years effective UpOn its execution by the Department.
Further, (lie Agreement may be renewed for an additional ten (10) year term upon mutual consent of
the City and the Department.

6. Except as specifically amended by provisions herein stated, all terms and provisions of the
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and are hereby ratified and confirmed.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to he executed the day and
year first above written.

THE CITY OF ST. IETERSBURG, STATE OF FLORIDA
a municipal corporation oh DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
the Stale ol Florida

By:

____________________________

By:

__________________________________

Print:

_______________________________________

Director of Transportation Operations
As its:

___________________________________

District Seven

Attest:

___________________________________

Attest:_____________________________________________
Print:

______________________________

Executive Secretary (SEAL)
City Clerk (SEAL)

Legal Review Legal Review:

Approved as to Content and Forrn:,

City Attorney (Designee) Office of the General Counsel, District 7
By:

Assistant City Attorney
Legal: 00197973.doc v.1



AMENDMENT #3 TO DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION
MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

TI-uS AMENDMENT, made and entered into as of’ the

______

day of

_________________

20, between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, (the
“Department”) and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of
Florida, existing under the Laws of Florida, (the “City”);

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the Department and the City entered into a Highway Beautification
Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement on October 10, 2006 (the Agreement) whereby the
City agreed to install and maintain landscape improvements within the rights-of-way of State
Road 687 (3d and 4th Streets), between 5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South; within the city
limits of St. Petersburg in Pinellas County, Florida (the “Project Highway”); and

WHEREAS, the Department and the City have agreed to amend the Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City by Resolution No.

______,

a copy of which is attached, has authorized
its officers to execute this Amendment on its behalf.

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises, mutual benefits, and
covenants contained herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. The limits of the Project Highway are amended to include State Roads 600 & 687 (U.S. 92/
4th Street South) Section 15090-101 starting at 3rd Avenue South at M.P. 0.620 and ending at 4th

Avenue South at M.P. 0.715 as depicted in Exhibit “A”-9 attached.

2. Paragraph 18 of the Agreement is added and provides as follows:

To the extent pen-nitted by applicable law without causing this obligation to be subject to
approval by referendum pursuant to the Florida Constitution, the City shall appropriate in its annual
budget, for each Fiscal Year, non-ad valorem funds lawfully available to satisfy its maintenance
responsibilities under this Agreement. This provision does not create any lien upon, or pledge of,
such non-ad valorern funds, nor does it preclude the City from pledging such funds in the future, or
from levying and collecting any particular non-ad valorern funds.

3. Paragraph 10. (a) — (c) is deleted and replaced with the following:

The Agreement may be terminated by the Department if the City, following fifteen
working days written notice, fails to perform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement.



4. Paragraph 11 of the Agreement is deleted and replaced with the following:

Within 60 days tollowing the Department’s notice to temiinate pursuant to Paragraph 10, if
the Department requests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the
same safe condition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request
such restoration, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as it deems best.

5. The term of this Agreement is for ten (10) years effective upon its execution by the
Department. Further, the Agreement may be renewed for an additional ten (1 0) year term upon
mutual consent of the City and the Department.

6. Except as specifically amended by provisions herein stated, all terms and provisions of the
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and are hereby ratified and confirmed.



IN W ITN ESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed the day and

year first above written.

TI-IE CLTY OF ST. PETERSBURG, STATE OF FLORIDA

a municipal corporation of DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

the State ol Florida

By:

___________________________

By:

_________________________________

Print:

_______________________________________

Director of Transportation Operations

As its:

___________________________

District Seven

Attest:

______________________________________

Attest:

________________________________________________

Print:

______________________________

Executive Secretary (SEAL)

City Clerk (SEAL)

Legal Review Legal Review:

Approved as to Content and Formj

City Attorney (Designee) Office of the General Counsel, District 7

By:
Assistant City Attorney

Legal: ()0197974.doc v.1
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Florida Departiii ent of Transportation

RICk SCOUT DISTRICT 7 MAINTENANCE (813) 975-6273 AATH PRASAD, P.E.
(;OVER4OR 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-1200 SECRETARY

Tampa, FL 33612-6456

November 15, 2013

Ms. Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor
City of St. Petersburg Engineering Department
One Fourth Street North
St. Petersburg, FL. 33701

RE: Amendment #2 to FDOT SMOA #01-06: Streetscape for 4th Avenue South Residences, LLC:
Section 15090-101 (4th Street South), SR’s 600 (US 92) & 687: City of St. Petersburg

D,4s1Davis:

Attached are three (3) copies of the Amendment mentioned above.

Please review this document and if it meets with City approval, return three (3) executed
copies of the Amendment, signed in original ink, along with the construction plans and a copy of
the Resolution authorizing the City’s officers to enter into the Amendment. Please have these
items sent to my attention at the Florida Department of Transportation address shown above.

If you have any questions, please e-mail me at william.moriatydot.state.fl.us or call me
at (813) 975-6638.

Sincerely,

William Moriaty
District Roadside Vegetation oordinator

Attachments
Certified Mail Receipt 7012 0470 0001 0522 1255
WDM/wdm

cc: J. E. Beebe, P.E.
D.J. Kastelic, R.L.A.
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734 DiSTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATION676-4 MAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
,411f

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the of .i2142.2006, by and between the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, acomponent agency of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the Department’ andthe CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State ofFlorida, existing under theLaws of Florida, hereinafter called the “City”.

WITNES SETH

WHEREAS, the Department owns State Road 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) right-of-wayconsisting of road improvements and grassed areas abutting thereon located between5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South in Pinellas County, Florida (the “Project Highway”); and
WHEREAS, the Department has responsibility for operation and maintenance of the StateHighway System; and

WHEREAS, the Project Highway is beautified by improvements which enhance its aestheticquality; and

WHEREAS, the City has agreed to install and maintain those improvements in accordancewith the provisions below; and

WHEREAS, the Department is authorized pursuant to Section 335.055, Florida Statutes toenter into contracts with counties and municipalities to perform routine maintenance work on theState Highway System within the appropriate boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the parties hereto recognize the need for entering into an agreement designatingand setting forth the responsibilities of each party in maintaining the improvements; and
WHEREAS, the City has authorized its officers to execute this Agreement on its behalf,
NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits that flow each to theother, the parties covenant and agree as follows:

1. The City shall install and maintain those improvements to the Project Highway asspecified in the Construction Plans and Specifications attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, and theMaintenance Plan attached hereto as Exhibit “B”, all of which are hereby incorporated herein andmade a part hereof by this reference and all of the work in connection therewith being hereinafterreferred to as the “Project”. Except as permitted in this agreement, the City shall not modify theProject without prior written approval of the Department.

2. In the event that any portion of the Project is at any time determined by the



Department to not be in conformance with all applicable laws, rules, procedures and guidelines ofthe Department, or is determined to be interfering with the safe and efficient operation of anytransportation facility, or is otherwise determined to present a danger to public health, safety, orwelfare, said portion shall be immediately brought into departmental compliance at the sole cost andexpense of the City.

3. The Department recognizes that the City must comply with Section 166.241, Florida Statutes,Article VII of the Florida Constitution and Section 2-132 of the City Code. This Agreement shall notbe construed to modify, in any way, the City’s obligations under the statute, constitution andordinance.

4. Maintenance of the Project shall be subject to periodic inspections by the Department. In theevent that any of the aforementioned responsibilities are not carried out or are otherwise determinedby the Department not to be in conformance with the applicable Project standards, the Departmentmay terminate the agreement in accordance with paragraph 10(a).

5. The DepartmenVs Area Maintenance Office shall be notified forty-eight hours in advance ofcommencing any scheduled construction or maintenance activities. Emergency repairs shall beperformed without delay and the Area Maintenance Office notified immediately. The AreaMaintenance Engineer with responsibility for the roadway within this Project is Mr. Brian Bennett,P.E., located at 5211 Ulmerton Rd., Clearwater, Florida, telephone number (727) 570-5101.
6. Prior to any major Project construction or reconstruction activity, the City shall submit plansof the proposed work to all utilities with facilities within the limits of work for their review andcomment. The City shall resolve any conflicts andlor concerns raised by the utilities prior tocommencement of such activities. Prior to commencing any field activity on this project, the Cityshall notify all the utilities of their work schedule enabling facilities to be field located and marked toavoid damage.

7. If the City desires to position vehicles, equipment, or personnel, or to perform maintenanceactivities closer than fifteen feet to the edge of pavement, or to close a traffic lane, Maintenance ofTraffic shall be in accordance with the Project plans and all Departmental Maintenance of TrafficRegulations. The permittee shall have Maintenance of Traffic certified personnel supervise the setup and operation of such Maintenance of Traffic devices at the site of the construction ormaintenance activity.

8. The Department will require the City to cease operations and remove all personnel andequipment from the Department’s right-of-way if any actions on the part of the City orrepresentatives of the City violate the conditions or intent of this agreement as determined by theDepartment.

9. It is understood between the parties hereto that any or all of the Project may be removed,relocated or adjusted at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the Department inorder that the adjacent state road be widened, altered or otherwise changed to meet with the futurecriteria or planning of the Department. The Department shall give the City notice regarding such
2 of 5



removal, relocation or adjustment and the City shall be allowed sixty calendar days to remove all orpart of the Project at its own cost. The City will own that part of the Project it removes. After thesixty calendar days removal period, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as itdeems best. Wherever the City removes improvements pursuant to this agreement, the City shallrestore the surface of the affected portion of the project premises to the same safe and trafficablecondition as existed prior to installation of such improvements.

10. This Agreement may be terminated under any one of the following conditions:
(a) By the Department if the City, following fifteen working days written notice, fails toperform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement.(b) By the City following sixty calendar day’s written notice.(c) By the Department following sixty calendar day’s notice.

11. Within 60 days following a notice to terminate pursuant to 10(a) or 10(b), if the Departmentrequests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the same safecondition existing prior to installation of the Project. If the Department does not request suchrestoration or terminates this Agreement pursuant to 10(c), the Department may remove, relocate oradjust the Project as it deems best.

12. To the extent provided by law, the City shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless theDepartment and all of its officers, agents and employees from any claim, loss, damages, cost, charge,or expense arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the City, its agents, oremployees, during the performance of the Agreement, except that neither the City, its agents, or itsemployees will be liable under this paragraph for any claim, loss, damage, cost, charge or expensearising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the Department or any of its officers,agents, or employees during the performance of the Agreement.

When either party receives notice of a claim for damages that may have been caused by theother party in the performance of services required under this Agreement, that party will immediatelyforward the claim to the other party. Each party will evaluate the claim, and report its findings toeach other within fourteen working days and jointly discuss options in defending the claim. A party’sfailure to promptly notify the other of a claim will not act as a waiver of any right herein.
13. The Department’s District Secretary shall decide all questions, difficulties, and disputes ofany nature whatsoever that may arise under or by reason of this Agreement, the prosecution, orfulfillment of the service hereunder and the character, quality, amount, and value thereof, and hisdecision upon all claims, questions, and disputes shall be final and conclusive upon the partieshereto.

14. This Agreement embodies the entire agreement and understanding between the parties heretoand there are no other agreements or understandings, oral or written, with reference to the subjectmatter hereof that are not merged herein and superseded hereby.

15. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the City, in whole or in part without
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consent of the Department.

16. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the Stateof Florida.

17. All notices, demands, requests or other instruments shall be given by depositing the same inthe U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified with return receipt:

(a) If to the Department, address to Florida Department of Transportation, MS 7-1200,11201 N. McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida 3361 2-6456 or at such other address asthe Department may from time to time designate by written notice to the City; and
(2) If to the City address to Ms. Elizabeth A. Hammond, RLA, City of St. PetersburgCapitol Improvement Department, 1400 19th Street North, Suite 107, St. Petersburg,Florida 33713 or at such other address as the City from time to time designates bywritten notice to the Department.

All time limits provided hereunder shall run from the date of receipt of all such notices,demands, requests and other instruments.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executedthe day and year first above written.

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
a municipal corporation of
the State of Florida

By:

r 2(r cZ
Rick Baker
As its Mayor

Operations,

By:

STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By:

Director of Transportation
Di trict Seven

Attest1

Legal Review:

Executive Secretary

(SEAL)

Office of the General Counsel, District 7

City Clerk

content:7

ignee)

Assistant City Attorney
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NO. 2006-407

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR HIS DESIGNER TO EXECUTE A DISTRICT
SEVEN fIIGIIWAY BEATifiFICATION
MAII’TENANCE MEMORANDUM OF
AGREEMENT (“AGREEMENTs) WITH THE
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (“FDOT”) FOR THE
INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE AND
IRRIGATION [MPN.OVEMENTS ON 3an AND
4 STREETS BETWEEN 5m AVENUES
NORTH AND SOUTH AND THE
SUBSEQUENT MAINTENANCE OF THE
INSTALLED LANDSCAPE AND IRRIGATION
IMPROVEMENTS BY THE CITY AT THE
CITY’S EXPENSE, SUBJECT TO
APPROPRIATION; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR [115 DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE
SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS REQUIRED
BY FDOT, ThAT DO NOT STJBSTANTWELY
VARY THE EERMS AND CONDONS OF
THE AGREEMENT, AND ALL OTHER
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
TIlls TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation (‘TDOT”) owns StateRoad 627 right-of-way consisting of road Improvements and sidewalk areas abutting thereonlocated on 3 and 4th Streets between 5d Avenues North and South (“Project Highway”); and

WHEREAS, the City desires to beauti1’ and improve the landscaping of theProject Highway which will Improve and enhance its aesthetic and safety qualities; and

WHEREAS, the City and FDOT have agreed that the City nlay install. all orsothe of those landscape and irrigation improvements (“Improvements”) on the ProjectHighway as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepared by George F.Young, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, the City shall have the option as to the location and extent of theimprovements installed; and

WHEREAS, upon completion of the installation of any Improvements, the Citywill be responsible for maintaining the installed Improvements, subject to appropriation; and

39d NING Q3’SD 69EZE8UL 9:g 9Z/9T/8O



2006-407
Page 2

‘WHEREAS, in order to proceed, the City must approve a resolution thatauthorizes the execution of a District Seven Highway Beautification MaintenanceMemorandum Of Agreement (“Agreement”) for the installation of the Improvements and thesubsequent maintenance of the installed Improvements by the City at the City’s expense,subject to appropriation; and

WHEREAS, FOOT will require amendments to the Agreement setting forth thedetailed construction plans, specifications and maintenance plans each time a portion of theProject Highway is improved; anti

WHEREAS, Administration recommends that City Council authorize the Mayoror the Mayor’s designee to execute such amendments that do not substantively vary the termsand conditions of the original Agreement;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor or his designee Is authorized to execure a District SevenHighway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum Of Agreement (“Agreement”) with TheFlorida Department Of Transportation (“FOOT”) for the instaflation of landscape andirrigation improvements on 3M and Streets between 5th Avenues North and South and thesubsequent maintenance of the installed landscape and irrigation improvements by the City atthe City’s expense, subject to appropriation, subsequent amendments required by FOOT, thatdo not substantively vary the terms and conditions of the Agreement, and all other documentsnecessary to effectuate this transaction.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon Its adoption.

Adopted at a regular se;s ion of the City Council held on the 18th day of July.2006.

Chair-Cou.ucilmember
Presiding Officer of the City Council

ATTEST:_____________________
44a.,) CityCicric
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MOA 01-06

EXHIBIT “B” - MAINTENANCE PLAN
Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement

Site Improvements

The City shall at all times maintain the Project in a reasonable maimer and with due care
in accordance with Project standards. Specifically, the City agrees to:

(a) Maintain all site improvements including but not limited to specialized
paving, decorative plaques, bollards, benches, trash receptacles, signage,
newspaper racks, bicycle racks, precast concrete planters, and pedestrian
lighting fixtures.

(b) remove graffiti from site improvement surfaces;

(c) repair cosmetic or structural damage to any site improvement component;

(ci) relocate or replace any site improvement component requiring removal for
implementation of local roadway or utility projects;

(e) maintain a pavement surface free from residue accumulation, algae, uneven
pavement, or other slip or trip hazards; and

(f) perform other maintenance as required to maintain the Project in a
reasonable manner and with due care in accordance with Department
guidelines and standards.

I of I



- - —
— —,

/5?2q0 (3-, /St’9c’/f (4/s. )

_____________

..,e. ‘g !z2,t M4’’
,41, aao’ - 95 /i/? &OO - 0/2

DISTRICT SEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATIONMAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the lThday ofdST2006, by and between the STATE OF FLORIDA E)EPARTMENI’ OF TRANSPORTATION, acomponent agency of the Stale of Florida, hereinafter called the ‘Department’ andthe CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, existing underthe Laws of Florida, hereinafter called the “City’.

W I T N E S S E l’ H

WHEREAS, the Department owns State Road 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) right-of-wayconsisting of road improvements and grassed areas abutting thereon located between5th Avenue North and 5th Avenue South in Pinellas County, Florida (the “Project Ilighway’);and

WHEREAS, the Department has responsibility for operation and maintenance of the StateHighway System; and

WHEREAS, the Project Highway is beautified by improvements which enhance itsaesthetic quality; and

WHEREAS, the City has agreed to install and maintain those improvements in accordancewith the provisions below; and

WHEREAS, the Department is authorized pursuant to Section 335.055, Florida Statutes toenter into contracts with counties and municipalities to perform routine maintenance work on theState Highway System within the appropriate boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the parties hereto recognize the need for entering into an agreementdesignating and setting forth the responsibilities of each party in maintaining the improvements;and

WI-IEREAS, the City has authorized its officers to execute this Agreement on its behalf,

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits that flow each to theother, the parties covenant and agree as follows:

I. The City shall, at its option, install all or some of those improvements to the ProjectHighway as conceptually described in the Streetscape Design Plan prepared by George F. Young.Inc. attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, and maintain the installed improvements in accordance withthe Maintenance Plan attached hereto as Exhibit “B”, all ofwhich are hereby incorporated hereinand made a part hereof by this reference and all of the work in connection therewith beinghereinafter referred to as the “Project”. Prior to installation or construction of any master planelement improvements, detailed construction plans, specifications, and maintenance plans will be



submitted for review and approval by the Department and incorporated in this Agreement asamendment thereto. Except as permitted in this Agreement, the City shall not modify the Projectwithout prior written approval of the Department.

2. In the event that any portion of the Project is at any time determined by the Department tonot be in conformance with all applicable laws, rules, procedures and guidelines of theDepartment, or is determined to be interfering with the safe and efficient operation of anytransportation facility, or is otherwise determined to present a danger to public health, safety, orwelfare, said portion shall be immediately brought into departmental compliance at the sole costand expense of the City.

3. The Department recognizes that the City must comply with Section 166.241, FloridaStatutes, Article VII of the Florida Constitution and Section 2-132 of the City Code. ThisAgreement shall not be construed to modify, in any way, the City’s obligations under the statute,constitution and ordinance.

4. Maintenance of the Project shall be subject to periodic inspections by the Department. Inthe event that any of the aforementioned responsibilities are not carried out or are otherwisedetermined by the Department not to be in conformance with the applicable Project standards, theDepartment may terminate the agreement in accordance with paragraph 10(a).
5. The Department’s Area Maintenance Office shall be notified forty-eight hours in advanceof commencing any scheduled construction or maintenance activities. Emergency repairs shall beperformed without delay and the Area Maintenance Office notified immediately. The AreaMaintenance Engineer with responsibility for the roadway within this Project is Mr. BrianBennett, P.E., located at 5211 Ulmerton Rd., Clearwater, Florida, telephone number (727) 570-5101.

6. Prior to any major Project construction or reconstruction activity, the City shall submitplans of the proposed work to all utilities with facilities within the limits of work for their reviewand comment. The City shall resolve any conflicts and/or concerns raised by the utilities prior tocommencement of such activities. Prior to commencing any field activity on this project, the Cityshall notify all the utilities of their work schedule enabling facilities to be field located andmarked to avoid damage.

7. If the City desires to position vehicles, equipment, or personnel, or to perform maintenanceactivities closer than fifteen feet to the edge of pavement, or to close a traffic lane, Maintenance ofTraffic shall be in accordance with the Project plans and all Departmental Maintenance of TrafficRegulations. The permittee shall have Maintenance of Traffic certified personnel supervise the setup and operation of such Maintenance of Traffic devices at the site of the construction ormaintenance activity.

8. The Department will require the City to cease operations and remove all personnel andequipment from the Department’s right-of-way if any actions on the part of the City or

2 of 5



representatives of the City violate the conditions or intent of this agreement as determined by theDepartment.

9. It is understood between the parties hereto that any or all of the Project may be removed,relocated or adjusted at any time in the future as determined to be necessary by the Department inorder that the adjacent state road be widened, altered or otherwise changed to meet with the futurecriteria or planning of the Department. The Department shall give the City notice regarding suchremoval, relocation or adjustment and the City shall be allowed sixty calendar days to remove all orpart of the Project at its own cost. The City will own that part of thc Project it removes. After thesixty calendar days removal period, the Department may remove, relocate or adjust the Project as itdeems best. Wherever the City removes improvements pursuant to this agreement, the City shallrestore the surface of the affected portion of the project premises to the same safe and trafficablecondition as existed prior to installation of such improvements.

10. This Agreement may be terminated under any one of the following conditions:
(a) By the Department if the City, following fifteen working days written notice, fails toperform its maintenance responsibilities under this Agreement.(b) By the City following sixty calendar day’s written notice.(c) By the Department following sixty calendar day’s notice.

11. Within 60 days following a notice to terminate pursuant to 10(a) or 10(b), if the Departmentrequests, the City shall remove the Project and restore the Project premises to the same safecondition existing prior to installation of the Project, If the Department does not request suchrestoration or terminates this Agreement pursuant to 10(c), the Department may remove, relocate oradjust the Project as it deems best.

12. To the extent provided by law, the City shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless theDepartment and all of its officers, agents and employees from any claim, loss, damages, cost, charge,or expense arising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the City, its agents, oremployees, during the performance of the Agreement, except that neither the City, its agents, or itsemployees will be liable under this paragraph for any claim, loss, damage, cost, charge or expensearising out of any act, error, omission, or negligent act by the Department or any of its officers,agents, or employees during the performance of the Agreement.

When either party receives notice of a claim for damages that may have been caused by theother party in the performance of services required under this Agreement, that party will immediatelyforward the claim to the other party. Each party will evaluate the claim, and report its findings toeach other within fourteen working days and jointly discuss options in defending the claim. A party’sfailure to promptly notify the other of a claim will not act as a waiver of any right herein.
13. The Department’s District Secretary shall decide all questions, difficulties, and disputes ofany nature whatsoever that may arise under or by reason of this Agreement, the prosecution, orfulfillment of the service hereunder and the character, quality, amount, and value thereof; and hisdecision upon all claims, questions, and disputes shall be final and conclusive upon the parties

3 of 5



hereto.

14. This Agreement embodies the entire agreement and understanding between the parties heretoand there are no other agreements or understandings, oral or written, with reference to the subjectmatter hereof that are not merged herein and superseded hereby.

15. This Agreement may not be assigned or transferred by the City, in whole or in part withoutconsent of the Department.

16. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the Stateof Florida.

17. All notices, demands, requests or other instruments shall be given by depositing the same inthe U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified with return receipt:

(a) If to the Department, address to Florida Department of Transportation, MS 7-1200,11201 N. McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida 33612-6456 or at such other address asthe Department may from time to time designate by written notice to the City; and
(b) If to the City address to Mike Ryle, Engineering Construction Manager, EngineeringDepartment, City of St. Petersburg, P.O. Box 2842, St. Petersburg, Florida 33731 orat such other address as the City may from time to time designate by written notice tothe Department.

All time limits provided hereunder shall run from the date of receipt of all such notices,demands, requests and other instruments.
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iN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hcrcto have caused this Agreement to he executed theday and year first above written.

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
a municipal corporation of
the State of Florida

4 “?
By: (i

Rick Baker
As its Mayor

By:
Assistant City Attorney

STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By:

Di to ofTransportation Operat
District Seven

‘/4
Attest: La4‘

Executive Secretary

Legal Review:

(SEAL)

Office of the General éounsel, D tnct 7
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NO. 2006-408

A RESOLUT)DN AUTHORIZING THE MAYOROR FITS DESIGNEE TbEXECUTE A DISTRICTSEVEN HIGHWAY BEAUTIFICATIONMAINTENANCE MEMORANDUM OFGREEMENT (“AGREEMENT’) WLTH THEFLORIDA DEPARTMENT OFTRANSPORTATION (“FDOT”). FOR THEINSTALLATION OF STREETSCAPEIMPROVEMENTS ON 3 AND 4 STREETSBETWEEN 5 AVENUES NORTH ANDSOUTH AND THE SUBSEQUENTMAINTENANCE OF THE INSTALLEDSTREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS’ BY THECITY AT THE CITY’S EXPENSE, SUBXECTTO APPROPRIATION; AUTHORIZING THEMAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTESUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS REQUIREDBY PDOT, THAT DO NOT SUBSTANTIVELYVARY THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OFTHE AGREEMENT, AND ALL OTHERDOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATETHIS TRANSACTION; ‘AND PROVIDING ANEFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Thmsportation (“FDOT”) ownsState Road 687 right-of-way consisting of road improvements and sidewalk areasabutting thereon located on 3 and 4 Streets between 5’’ Avenues North and South(“Project Highway”); and

WHEREAS, the City desires to beautify and improve the sidewalk areasof the Project Highway which will iniprove and enhance its aesthetic and safety qualities;and

WHEREAS, the City and FDOT have agreed that the City may install allor sorn of those streetseape improvemenis (“Improverrients”) on the Project Highway asconceptually described in the Streetseape Design Plan prepared by Geörgé F. Young,Inc.; and

WHEREAS, the City shall have the option as to the location and extent ofthe Improvements installed; and

WhEREAS, upon completion of the InstallatIon of any Improvements, theCity will be responsible for maintaining the installed Improvements, subject toappropriation; aud
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WHEREAS, in order to proceed, the City rrint approve a resolution thatauthorizes the execution of a Streetacape Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement(“Agreement”) for the installation of the Improvements and the subsequent maintenanceof the installed improvemeiits by the City at the City’s expense, subject to appropriation;and

WHEREAS, FOOT will require amendments to the Agreement settingforth the detailed construction plant specifications and maintenance plans each time aportion of the Project Highway is irrrproved; and

WHEREAS, Administration recommends that City Council authorize theMayor or the Mayor’s designee to execute stich amendments that do not substantivelyvary the terms and conditions of the original Agreement.

NOW. THEREFORE IBE IT RESOLVED by the CIty Council of the Cityof St. Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute aDistrict Seven. Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum Of Agreement with.the 1lorida Department of Transportation (“FOOT”) for the lnszallat4on of stxeetscapeimprovements on 3 and 4th Streets North between 5th Avenues North and South and thesubsequent maintenance of the instilled stmeetscape improvements by the City at the‘Citys expeiSe, subject to appropriation, subsequent amendments required by EDQT, thatdo not substantively vary the terms and conditions of the Agreement, and all otherdocuments necessaty to effectuate thn transaction

This resolution shall becOme effective immediately upon its adoption.
Adopted at a regular sc asion of the City Council held on the 18th day of July.2006

Cbair-Couneiimém em
:Presiding.Oftlcer;of the CItY.P0W1cil

AUEST:_
City Clerk
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MOA 01-06

EXHIBIT “B” - MAINTENANCE PLANHighway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of Agreement
Site Improvements

The City shall at all times maintain the Project in a reasonable manner and with due carein accordance with Project standards. Specifically, the City agrees to:

(a) Maintain all site improvements including but not limited to specializedpaving, decorative plaques, bollards, benches, trash receptacles, signage.newspaper racks, bicycle racks, precast concrete planters, and pedestrianlighting fixtures.

(b) remove graffiti from site improvement surfaces;

(c) repair cosmetic or structural damage to any site improvement component;
(d) relocate or replace any site improvement component requiring removal forimplementation of local roadway or utility projects;

(e) maintain a pavement surface free from residue accumulation, algae, unevenpavement, or other slip or trip hazards; and

(f) perform other maintenance as required to maintain the Project in areasonable manner and with due care in accordance with Departmentguidelines and standards.
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William MoriatyID7IFDOT To Normand Lataille/D7/FDOT@FDDT
08/2212006 09:25 AM cc John Simpson/D7/FDOT©FDOT, David G

MimnaughID7fFDOTtFDOT
bcc

Subject STREETSCAPE MOA, CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

Good morning Normand;

In accordance with Mr. Simpson’s Transmittal Letter of yesterday to you, I am forwarding the
M,O.A. Information for the item mentioned above:

1. M.O.A. Number: Streetscape M.O.A(”S.M.O.A,°) #01 -06
2. Permlltee: City of St. Petersburg
3. Section;
a. 15090 (3rd Street-NB. One Way)
b. 15090-101 (4th Street-S.B. One Way)
4. State Road: 600 (U.S. 92) and 687
5. Mile Posts:
a. 0.000-0.895
b. 0.000-0.812
6. Date of Agreement; 08/18/06

As always, please contact me if you have any questions.

Thanks!



MEMORANDUM
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Distiict Maintenance, MS 7-1200

DATE: August 21, 2006

TO: William D. Moriaty, District Vegetation Management Coordinator

FROM: John Simpson, District Landscape Architect

COPIES: N. Lataille

SUBJECT: TRANSMITTAL, Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum ofAgreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) 5th Avenue Northto 5th Avenue South

I am transmitting one original copy of the beautification (streetscape) maintenance MOA for yourfile with Exhibits A and B attached. I have delivered one original to the Pinellas MaintenancePermits Engineer. Please advise Normand of the MOA # assigned to this agreement.

This agreement allows the City to make incremental improvements based on an approved conceptplan. The streetscape plans for each segment must be approved prior to the permit for that segmentbeing issued by the Pinellas Permits Engineer. The DM0 will be copied on the approved plans forour copy of the MOA.

You may wish to include this as part of an extended limits MOA 04-04 (copy attached) which wasexecuted for an earlier section of 4th Street. If you have any questions, please call me at 5-6442.Thank you.

JS

u’pINELLAssr pLrrL’ARcI LIVI4TI STREEI\TRANSWILLMOA.DOC



MEMORANDUM
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

District Maintenance, MS 7-1200
U

DATE: August 21, 2006

TO: Normand Lataille, Permits Engineer

FROM: John Simpson, District Landscape Architect

COPIES: W. Moriaty

SUBJECT: TRANSMITTAL Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum ofAgreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd and 4th Streets) 5th Avenue Northto 5th Avenue South

I am transmitting one original copy of the beautification (streetscape) maintenance MOA for yourfile with Exhibits A and B attached. I have also delivered one original to the Distinct MaintenanceOffice. Will will advise you of the MOA # assigned to this agreement.

This agreement allows the City to make incremental improvements based on an approved conceptplan. The streetscape plans for each segment must be approved prior to the permit for that segmentbeing issued by the Pinellas Permits Engineer. The DM0 should be copied on each approvedsegment plan for addition to its copy of the MOA.

If you have any questions, please call me at 5-6442. Thank you.

Js



Florida Department Transportation

CI

August 21, 2006

11201 N. McKin’ey Drive, MS 1200
Tampa, FL 33612

DENVER 3. STUTLER, JR.
SECRETARY

Mike Ryle, Engineering Construction Manager
Engineering Department
City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731

TRANSMflTAL:

Dear Mr. Ryle:

Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum of
Agreement (Streetscape); SR 687 (3rd & 4th Streets) 5th
Avenue North to 5th Avenue South

Enclosed is an executed original of the Highway Beautification Maintenance Memorandum ofAgreement (MOA) with Exhibits “A” and “B” attached.

This agreement facilitates the City’s incremental improvement of the corridor based on anapproved streetscape concept. The construction plans for each streetscape segment must beapproved by the Department prior to the permit for that segment being issued by the PinellasPermits Engineer,

Once the streetscape plans have been approved, they will be attached to the MOA as an additionto Exhibit “A”.

[f you have any questions, you can reach me at (813) 975-6442, or at the email address below.

Sincerely,

Attachment
cc: N. Lataille, W. Moriaty

impson
rict Landscape Architect
.simpson@dot.state.fl.us.

Js

www.dot.state.fI.us AECYCLD PAPER
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Florida Department of Transportation

RICK SCOTT DISTRICT 7 MAiNTENANCE’ (813) 975-6273 ANANTII PRASAD, P.E.
GOVERNOR 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-1200 SECRETARY

Tampa, EL 33612-6456

November 15, 2013

Ms. Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor
City of St. Petersburg Engineering Department
One Fourth Street North
St. Petersburg, FL. 33701

RE: Amendment #3 to FDOT MOA #23-06: Landscape for 4t8 Avenue South Residences, LLC:
Section 15090-101 (4th Street South), SR’s 600 (US 92) & 687: City of St. Petersburg

Ak
Davis:

Attached are three (3) copies of the Amendment mentioned above.

Please review this document and if it meets with City approval, return three (3) executed
copies of the Amendment, signed in original ink, along with the construction plans and a copy of
the Resolution authorizing the City’s officers to enter into the Amendment. Please have these
items sent to my attention at the Florida Department of Transportation address shown above.

If you have any questions, please e-mail me at william.moriaty(dot.state.fl.us or call me
at (813) 975-6638.

Sincerely,
e’..

William Moriaty
District Roadside Vegetation cloordinator

Attachments
Certified Mail Receipt 7012 0470 0001 0522 1132
WDM/wdm

,-< -.

cc: J. E. Beebe, FE.
D.J. Kastelic, R.L.A. 1:j(,-)

‘9-i n...)
“ !T1
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Call FDOT Inspector
48 hours before
starting work:

PINELLAS PERMITS
(727) 570-5101

Permit # 2012-C-799-006
15090000 SR 687
4th Ave Residences

NOTE: Contractor shall not begin work until an Amendment
to the Streetscape MOA has been fully executed with the City of
St. Petersburg. The Department will notify the Construction
Coordinator when the MOA has been executed.

Permiftee shall notify TMC @ (813) 615-8657 of the
exact time any lane closure begins and a second

phone call when the lane closure is removed.
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I•ie ConsttiiC.tüii Coardini1u is I()t:I qovcninentaI entity 1hcy will be exeni pL horn these iequfrcmcnts.
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ii ii II ii u. u il [i I become the properiy of the DEPARTMENT. Neither the granting of the permission o

use the DEPiR I MEN I right at way nor the placing 01 tIdio LipiDli the l)L PAR I MEN t property shall Operate to Create

or vest any property right to or in the Construction Coordinator, except as may otherwise be provided in separate
agreements. The Construction Coordinator shafl not acquire any right. title interest or estate in DEPARTMENT right of
way, 01 any nature or kind whatsoever, by virhue oh the execution, operation, cited, or performance oh this Agreement
including, but not limited to, the Construction Coordinator’s use, occupancy or possession ci DEPARTMENT right of way
The parties agree that this Agreement does not, and shall not be construed to, grant credit for any fiittti’ transportation
concurreocy requirements pursuant to c;hapter 1 63, Florida Statutes.

9. The Cnnstructioii Coordinator shall peiform all required testing associated with the design and
construction of i ui .1 I it;i i I iii itt be made available to the DEPARTMENT upon request. H in

1)1’ I t:FNT stmll have the right to perform its own independent testing di uring the course of the Project.
10. ihe Construction Coordinator shall exercise the rights granted herein and shalt otherwise perfomi this

Agreement iii a good and workncml ke manner, ith reasonable care. in accordance with the terms and provisions of this
Agreement and all applicable federal, state, local, administrative, regulatory, safety and environmental laws, codes, rules,
rogutationc, policies, procedures, guidelines, standards nd permits, as ttlC 55010 uluSy be conslitutod and anlondOd from
time to time, including, but not limited to, those of the DEPARTMENT, applicable Water Management District, Florida
Depautment of Environmental Protechc;n, Environmental Protection Agency. the Army Corps of Engineers, the United

States Coast Guard and local governmental entities.
11. II the DEPARTMENT determines n condition e:ists whch threatens the public’s ufety, ttiu

t I ‘At I. MENT may, at its discretion, cause construction operations to cease and iimnedialoly have any potciihil hazards
eiiuoved [rein its right of way it the sole cost, expense, and effort of the Construction Coordinator. The Construction

Coordinator shall bear all construction dehirj costs incurred by the DPATMENT.
‘12. All work and construction litI be cunipleteci wilt uiiu J, days 01 thu dt of the lt signature affixed h

this agreement. If construction is not completed witl,in this tinie, tt’ie DEPAR T’MENT may make a claim on the bond. The
[)hl-’ARl MENT may terminate this Agreement at any time, with or without cause and without DEPAR I MEN1 liability to
the Construction Coordinator, by providing sixty (60) days prior written notice of termination to the Construction
Coordinator.

1 3. thu Construction Coordinator shitl be ospouis’iblu to fl:liltOlil and restore all features that u’uight i oqinru

relocation wihiiin the DEPARTMENT right of way.
14 The Construction Ci ‘‘u ‘n .‘ II be responsible foi’ clean up or restoration required Ii) correct any

eitvitonnwntal or health hazards that may result from construction operations.
15. Upon completion of construction, the Constmction Coordinator will he required to subunit to the

DEPARTMENT final as-built plans and an engineering cei’tification that construction was completed in accordance to the
plans. Prior to the termination of this Agreement, the Cotistruclion Coordinator sh h remove its presence, including, but
not muted Ic , -H ci the Construction Coordinator’s property, uiuochinery, and equipment from DEPARTMENT tight of way
‘and shall restore those portions of DEPAR’l MEN 1’ right of way disturbed or olhiisc altered by the rroject to
substantially Ihe same condition that existed immediately prior to the commencement of the Project.

16. Ii the DEPARIMEN I determines that the Project is not completed in accordance Witii the provisions of
this Arjreernent. the DEPARTMENT shall deliver written notification of such to the Construction Coordinator. Tl’e
Constriction Conrutinatnr shall have thirty (30) days [rain [tie date of receipt of the DEPARTMENT’S written OOtiCe. Ou’

, , , U, i u sf ,Jion Coordinator and the I ‘IF PARt Mb Nt’ mu itt ally ijruin In in writiu 1g. to cni’iptetn tIl)
Project end provide the DEPARTME4 I with written notice of the same (the Notice of Coinpletioti”). If the Construc: on
Coordinator (oils to timely de!iver the Notice of Completion, or if it is determined that the Project is not properly completed
1ter receipt it thin Nulice of Couiiiletiu), , it in DFPARTMENT. within Is dinr otiuii ins’,: 1 provide tie ConsLftft;i’uu I

‘ o / ;ii3
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lI; Aimeitit ti I I1U IliSlII-I1)0e i;uvoI.tc: iiiti Iiip(S le(Ili1CIi iii this AtJI1)t t1)iit ,Ii.i’/ ti wily flul hit )di.ilii;itO it) )i ;tlt)0t (lilt

DLI ARIivlENi and such iflSdIiJIit:c COvei]qt) slijll not be deeniecl lii iilItitni till tht Cui islin:tii Cuni diiiilor; lihiIily

iindt’r ho indemnities ijrtiitnd in Ihti F)FPA[YMFNi iii (his Agreoinoni.

30 iTh- r—— .triir,1:.ri C i hi. ti h. I tj1jti.o the u.S Depiitinciit 01 I-lemcland SUcunlyc 1 Vorily ystorli,
iii an: dance with ihe leinic governing USC ci (ho ysinin. In iitiiiu h:’ ntiiplnyiiinnl i—ticjihitil’j ni’

jil persons employed by Ilie Vendor/Conlractor diii dig (he (Ci in oi the Contract In pei mi ni nmployi no 1
duliec within h—loridr md

2. all pers ens, including si lhC)itI1,lUl ut s. i: dcjfltii by iho (2niist liOtlOil Conidinalni It) perform work pursui ni

It) (to Ct)iilianL with ((IC Dupii lipii it.

CONSTRLJC lION tOONl)l NA itW 1i)N IAC I IP( )iMA iIt)l

N,inwt J. David HeIIer lute Manaiin MrnbcrJUF 111 4th Avemie LLC - -.

CHico Nt). (216) 584-0602 Cell l-:mail

lute -

Chico No. Coil Entail

Mtmil AStrc 5309 Transportation Boulevard, Cleveland, Ohio 44125

IN WI I NtS HEROF, Consliiiction I,;ooidin,jtor .ipiti l[ I )Li ‘AI iMhN I lliv: uxi.L.iItnd tttiu Agi :t;Itlltitt 11)1

l pit poses he[cin oxpictisod on (ho dates indil .mted below

CONSIRUCI1 N COORUINA ,OH DkPARIMLfl I OF i1ANSP RTVIION

By - j / ( I ‘

J. David leller . . - liii rt,it ‘V ‘J s.BU M. NAZMUF9/.
ittui Nit)

• MaiiiiyiiiyMembttr i ASSISTANT PINREAS MAINTENANCE ENGINEER (III)

- . .• .- ..

,.. .‘.. O4/o 1P_ -. •

.t ¼.

— / . ‘

,.
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FDOT Permit 2012-C-799-006

Supplemental Instructions:

Contractor shall not begin work

until an Amendment to the

Streetscape MOA has been fully

executed with the City of St.

Petersburg. The Department

will notify the Construction

Coordinator when the MOA has

been executed.



FI)OT REQUIREMENTS

PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WlTl-1 THE FOLLOWING

The Pinellas Maintenance Office must be notified 48 hours in advance of starting work in
the FDOT right-o1.way. Ph. (727) 570-5101.

‘so FE: When installing multiple conduit lines of hich a portion is intended to he leased or
sold to another utilit cOmJ)afl • (lie new hessee/o ncr musi obtain an approved permit
h’oni th. Department prior ( ;cCnpanc. Refer to (‘LRRET UAM.

Digging without knowing where it’s safe to dig can cause tremendous damage, affecting your electric,
telephone, cable television, waler, sewer and gas service outages or even loss of life! If you’re doing any
digging within the stale of Florida. stale law requires you to notif Sunshine State One Call of Florida
(SSOCOF) two business days before you dig.
1-800-432-4770
This is a free service to help keep Florida safe!

It is the responsibility of the permittee to determine and comply with all county and municipal ordinances
that relate to the construction or other activity as described on this pennit. Some ordinances arc more
stringent than the Department of Transportation requirements.

All construction andlor maintenance utility equipment located in the FDOT Right-of-Way must conform
to the Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) Latest Edition, the FDOT
Roadway and Traffic Design Standards and the Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction, Latest Editions.

Certified density reports are required on all backfill work within shoulder points of roadway and must be
submitted to the FDOT. Pinellas Maintenance Office.

This permit does not authorize the construction of any new sidewalk or drainage connections in the FDOT
right-of-way.

A copy of this approved permit, including all plans, must be maintained on the job site before work
commences in the FDOT right-of-way and must be made available during construction/maintenance.

NOTE: Any sidewalk disturbed will be replaced by section to FDOT specifications within 72 hours. If
construction, reconstruction, repair, or maintenance activity necessitates the closing of one or more travel
lanes of any road on the state primary, county road, or city street system, for a period of time exceeding
two hours, the party performing such work will be responsible to give notice to the appropriate local law
enforcement agency which has jurisdiction, where such road is located, prior to commencing work on this
project. 335.15 F.S. 7/86; 336.07 F.S. 7/86.

http://callsunshine.com/corp/index.html



FDOT PERMIT #2012-C-799-006

12) THE PERMITFEE IS PROHIBITED FROM UTILIZING THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR
CONSTRUCTION OF THE NEW STRUCTURE; THiS PERMIT IS FOR PROTECTION OF
PEDESTRIANS AND MOTORING PUBLIC ONLY.

13) PERMITTEE & CONTRACTOR SHALL FOLLOW THE STANDARD WORK
SCHEDULE OF MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY 7:00 AM — 5:30 PM WHILE
WORKING WITHIN THE STATE RIGHT OF WAY UNLESS OTHER WISE
NOTED WITHIN THE PERMIT. DEVEATIONS SHALL BE REQUESTED BY
THE PERMITTEE IN WRITING WITH JUSTIFICATIONS IN ADVANCE OF
THE PlOPOSED CHANGE.

14) Contractor shall not begin work until an Amendment to the
Streetscape MOA has been fully executed with the City of St.
Petersburg. The Department will notify the Construction
Coordinator when the MOA has been executed.

THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RESERVES THE RIGHT TO
MAKE ADJUSTMENTS TO ANY PERMITTED METHOD OF INSTALLATION,
SCOPE, RESTORATION, AND PUBLIC SAFETY THAT ARISE DUE TO
UNFORSEEN CONDITIONS DURING CONSTRUCTION.

H:\PERMITS\NEW INSERTS\SPECLAL K INSERTS-I .DOC
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BY 11-115 BO\Jl). \Ve. (YtJF HI 4 Avenue I.L(’, as Principal and

L il,ertv\Iutual Insurance ( ompanv , a corporazion, as Surety. are hound to the

Shie ol Ilorida I)cpariment o irunsportation. herein called the Obligee. in he sum of

l’.nty !i c ‘I linusand One H undred Forty Nine and 00/I 00 (25. 149.00). flr paYment

ol’ which we bind ourselves, our heirs. personal reprcscntati’CS. successors. and assigns.

joint lv and sccra!ly.

II lI (ONDIIION OF TIllS BUM) is that if Irincipal:

I . Peiibrms under Permit Nuiziber 201 2—(’—77)-6 — —. application dated Octohcr 3..

2012. to Principal from Obliuce for construction of See I-xhibit A attached, the permit

and all supporting documentation associated therewith being made part ol’ this bond by

reference, at the times, under the conditions, and in the manner prescribed in the permit:

and

2. Promptly niakcs uymentS to all persons or entities supplying the Principal with labor.

innttriak. or supplies. used directly or imli reel ly by the Principal in the pn)sectllion of the

work FO\ ided flr in tiw permit: and

3. Pa s. Obligee all loses. damages. expenses. costs. and attorney’s fles. including tippellae

procecdins. that the ()hligec sustains because of a default h the Principal under the

permit. then ibis bond is void; oihiei.isc. it IciTlailis iii lull lurce.

An changes in or under the pernii and associated documents and compliance or

noncompliance with any formalities connected with the permit or the changes does not

afflet Surety obligation under this bond.

DATED ON January 22

________.

21) 13

CJUE lii 4° \ enuc Ll,(’ (SIA1.) Liberty Mutual Insurance Conipan (ShAI.)

(Print Name of l’rinc ipal) (Print 1’ame of Surtt>

BY:

____________________

BY: ‘

tSignalurc.J (Signature)

__________
_____________________

(icri Pa troni te. At[oriie —i n—fact

(Print Name of Sinat •: y) (Print Name of Signatory)

title: Power of Attorney dated: January 22, 2013

Attest:

________

—

Witness:
Will tess:

AMY EXL1E
lotary Public

State of Ohio
‘iy Cornrnissbn Exprers

D8mir 1f 2O1

p :



STAFF OF FIORIOA DSPARTMENT OF TRANSP0RTATIO1

SEC (JR1TY INSTRUMENT RECEIPT

5.50-040-20

SVSTFFtS PLANNING

04)90

APPLICATION NUMBER:

PART 1: PERMITTEE INFORMATION

Name of Applicant: CJ1JF ITT 4lh Avenue LLC

Name of Authorized Agent: J. David He11er Managing Member —

Name of Organization: CJUF III 4th Avenue LLC

Mailing Address: 5309 Transportatioo Blvd., Cleveland, Ohio 44125

Telephone: (218) 584-0602

ConsullanhlEngineer/or Project Manager: Clearview Land Design, P.L.

Address 1213 E. 6th Avenue, Tampa, FL 33605

Telephone: (813) 223-3919 FAX. Mobile Phone, etc. (813) 223-3975

COST ESTIMATES $ 25j49.00
PLcASE ATTACH ALL CALCULATIONS

Estimated by: Toxey A. HaN, P.E., Clearview Land Desigfl, P.L.
. - NAME (F’nnled or Typed)

NOTE: Must be estimated by .3PIâqssIonaI Engineer regstered ir the tat of Florida
t -1’\l \.-.‘

ii±i_/
/ — SIgnIure ‘Date

PART : SECURITY INSTRUMENT RECEIPT CERTIFICATION

Received by Florida Department of Transportation:

Date Person Accepting Signature

Performance Bond returned by Certified Mail (Receipt of Certified Mail Attached):

Date Person Processing Signature

PART 4: INSPECTION VERIFICATION

Signature of Staff

___________________________________________________________

Date:

__________________

ATTACH INSPECTION DOCUMENTATION

:. -C iv
3 2.

PART 2: ESTIMATED COST OF CONSTRUCTION ON RIGHT-OF-V

I /C ..3:l I

f :iL1 iNlt
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THENRPG-01 SAME

ç,’TOF LIABILITY I1SÜRANCE
DATERVDDYYI

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CoNEISç( I (tJPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES

BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED

REPRESENTATIVE OR PIJDUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder Is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to

the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holder In lieu ol such endorsement(s).

CONTACT
—PRODUCER (216) 367-8787 NAME: • a 1-oss

The James B Oswald Company PHONE FAX
(NC.No.ExIE(2’6)367-8096 I (AIC,No(: (216) 367-8097

1 360 East 9th Street, #600 EMAIL
Cleveland, OH 4411 4-1730 AOORFSS pfossoswaldcompanies.com

INSURER) AFFORDING COVERAGE

INSURER A:Westfield Insurance Company
NAIC

INSURED The NRP Group LLC and NRP Contractors LLC INSURER B Twin City Fire Insurance Co.

CJUF Ill 4th Aye, LLC INSURER C:

do Brunswick Companies INSURER D:

2857 Riviera Drive INSURER E

Fairlawn, OH 44333 INSURER F:

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER:

iRs ABBI. S1TR POLICY EFF POL.CY EXP
TYPEOF INSURANCE INS POLICY NUMBER IMMIDDIYYYYI (MMIDDTYYYY) LIMITS

GENERAL UABIUTY EACH OCCURRENCE $ 1,000,001

A X C0MMERCLGENERALLABILITY X CMM5574287 11112013 11112014 DAMAGETORENTED
PREMISES lEa 000urrelxe( 5 300,001

MED EXP (Any one per5orr( s 10,001CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR

PERNAL S ADV INJURY $ I ,000,0

GENERAL AGGREGATE $ 2,000,001

L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER PRODUCTS - COMP/cc’ AGG $ 2,000,001

1 POLICY Fi1 LOC — —
-_______ $

AUTOMOBILE LIABIUV(
COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
jaaccenI( 1,000,001

A X ANYAUTO CMM5574287 1/1/2013 1/112014 BODILYINJURY(Perperson) $

ALL OWNED F1 SCHEDULED BODILY INJURY (Per acodenl( $
AUTOS I I AUTOS

NON-OWNED PPOPERTY DAMAGE $X HIREDAUTOS AUTOS (Per acodenl(

$

— UMBRELLA LIAB OCCUR — — EACH OCCURRENCE $

EXCESS LIAB CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGO,TE $

DED I I RETENTiON $ — — $

WORKERS COMPENSATION I WC STAR)- I 0TH-
“ITORYLSIITSI I ER

AND EMPLOYERS LIABILITY I N
B ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUI1VE

OFFICERMEMBER EXCLUDED? N1A
5VVEPV6490 11112013 111/2014 EL EACHACCIDENT $ 1,000,00

(Mandatory in NH) EL. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYE $ 1,000,00
Ii ues desaibe under
DESIPTION OF OPERATiONS below EL DISEASE- POLICY LIMIT $ 1,000,00

A EmployersLiability CMM5574287 1/1/2013 11112014 OhioStop Gap $IMI$IMI$Th

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS I LOCATIONS I VEHICLES (Attach ACORD 101, AddRlonal Renrts ScIduIe, It more space Is required)

Certificate holder is included as additional insured under the general liability policy if required of the named insured by written contract.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN

FDOT ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

11201 N. McKinley Drive
Tampa, FL 33612-6456 AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATiVE

-

J€RL’

iA1 2 j

ba’: :f ‘‘•:. j
-- .: :

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NO1WTHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS

CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN 5 SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,

EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

© 1988-2010 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.

The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORDACORD 25 (201 0/05)
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PERMITTEE CONID

ii. The Permitlee shall notify the appropriate Area Maintenance Engineer or designee 48 hours prior to starling work and

again immediately upon completion of work.

12 Iii ‘.s uf non-compliance with the Departments requirements in effect as of the approved date of this permit. thie

permit is void and the work will have to be brought into compliance or removed from the right of way at no cost to the

Department Any false infuitriatiun supplied ui, this turin ienders this permit null and void

13 The Permittee, shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the Department and allot its officers, agents, and

employees from any claim, loss, damage, cost, charge, or expense arising out of any acts, actions. neglect, or

omission by the Peirnittee, its agents, employees, or subcontractors during the performance of the landscape prolect

as apprnved by this permit, whether direct or indirect, and whether to arty person or property to which the Department

or said parties may be subject, except that neither the Permnittee nor any of its subcontractors will be liable under this

Article for riamages arising out of the injury or damage to persons or property directly caused or resulting from the

negligence of the Department or any of its officers, agents or employees.

14. I, the undersigned, do hereby agree to comply wtth all requirements established by this permit and Rule 14-40 003. Florida

Aiji,iiiii,liative Code

SLibmitled By: tEt:) / ./‘J L -

_______________

iiGn.’ L’’.i’ 1 H k) iii,i,i

Thomas B. Gibson, P E , Director

r—J :e pRinTEr.

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL

The ahnv landscape project is’ Approved Not Approved

If not app roved, the reason is

The Permittee shall commence work within days of permit approval date and shall be

completed by

Special conditions!instructions by the Department’

A copy of Rule 14-40.003. Florida Administrative Code, is attached hereto and made a part of this perniit.

Date Issued.

I .ifr. .F ?.JTi iORi7”’ 1: bf’..RTWEF’.’ OFF C

Permit No.:

ii )-hLi OR ‘a TET N).rr
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of July 24,2014

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

SUBJECT: A Resolution authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Memorandum of

Understanding between the City of St. Petersburg and the Tampa Port Authority for the purpose of
exploring the benefits of a strategic partnership to enhance economic development, marketing, and

information sharing for new business opportunities; and to execute all documents necessary to
effectuate this transaction; and establishing an effective date

EXPLANATION: The significant potential growth for international and domestic traffic in the
coming decades encourages cooperation between Florida seaports to achieve efficient use of

resources and the collaborative use of Florida seaports to market Florida and the region. Cooperative

agreements facilitate information sharing and open dialogue which allows stakeholders to benefit
from wide-ranging expertise and new ideas about situations as they are occurring. Although the Port
of St. Petersburg has br many years benefited from an informal cooperative working relationship
with Port Tampa Bay. in order to further solidil’ this positive relationship, both ports desire to enter
into a more formalized Memorandum of Understanding.

This MOU can serve to promote the City’s goal and desire to more fully utilize the Port and increase
its marine science/marine research focus. Collaborative efforts to market the Port of Si. Petersburg
and Port Tampa I3ay for current and future opportunities will serve to Ihcilitate our goal.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends adoption of the attached Resolution
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Memorandum ofUnderstanding between the City
of St. Petersburg and the Tampa Port Authority for the purpose of exploring the benefits of a

strategic partnership to enhance economic development, marketing, and information sharing for new
business opportunities; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and
establishing an effective date

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration:

_____________________

l3udget:

______________________

Legal: //
LeiaI: 00196573.doc v.2 /

_________

1

_________



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A MMEORANDUM
OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF
ST. PETERSBURG AND THE TAMPA PORT
AUTHORITY FOR THE PURPOSE OF
EXPLORING THE BENEFITS OF A STRATEGIC
PARTNERSHIP TO ENHANCE ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT, MARKETING, AND
INFORMATION SHARING FOR NEW BUSINESS
OPPORTUNITIES AND TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND ESTABLISHING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the significant growth in international cargo and domestic traffic expected in
the coming decades encourages cooperation between Florida seaports to achieve eflicient use of
resources, the effective delivery of goods, and the collaborative use of Florida seaports to market
Florida and the region; and

WIIEREAS, cooperative agreements facilitate information sharing and open dialogue
which allows stakeholders to benefit from wide-ranging expertise and new ideas about problems
and situations as they are occurring; and

WI-IEREAS, the longer term benefits of cooperation can prevent or diminish obstacles to
achieving an efficient port corridor supply chain.

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 Memorandum of
Understanding between the City of St. Petersburg and the Tampa Port Authority for the purpose
of exploring the benefits of a strategic partnership to enhance economic development,
marketing, and information sharing for new business opportunities; and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVAL

LeaI dministration
Legal: 001 96574.doc V. 2










































































