
 
August 28, 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 call our TDD 

number, 892-5259, or the Florida Relay Service at 711 as soon as possible. The City requests 

at least 72 hours advance notice, prior to the scheduled meeting, and every effort will be 

made to provide that service for you. If you are a person with a disability who needs an 

accommodation in order to participate in this/these proceedings or have any questions, please 

contact the City Clerk‟s Office at 893-7448. 

 

http://www.stpete.org/
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August 28, 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. New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing) 

Setting September 4, 2014 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

1. Ordinance approving a vacation of a portion of Carillon Parkway West lying south of 

Ulmerton Road in order to realign the existing median and construct an additional 

northbound left turn lane. (City File 14-33000005)  

2. Ordinance amending City Code Section 2-512; adding Subsection (b)(7); renaming the 

BayWalk Parking Garage; and correcting typographical errors. 

E. Reports 

1. Tampa Bay Estuary Program. (Councilmember Kornell) (Oral) 

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

Planning Organization (MPO) & Advisory Committee for Pinellas Transportation 

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

Committee; and (e) Greenlight Update. (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral) 

3. Resolution transmitting comments to the Pinellas Planning Council related to the new 

Countywide Plan. (Councilmember Kennedy) 

4. Youth Employment Initiatives Summary FY 14: Summary report of After School Youth 

Employment Program (ASYEP), Summer Training for Youth Leadership and 

Employment (STYLE) and Summer Youth Internship Program (SYIP) for FY 14. (Oral) 
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5. Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council. (Councilmember Rice) (Oral) 

6. Tampa Bay Water. (Councilmember Nurse) (Oral) 

F. New Business 

1. Referring to the Committee of the Whole, to add a “Rubber Track Project” at Gibbs High 

School to the Weeki Wachee Project List. (Councilmember Newton) 

2. Referring to the Committee of the Whole, to discuss funding Youth Services out of the 

Weeki Wachee funds. (Councilmember Newton) 

3. Requesting that City Council consider support of the attached „Move to Amend‟ 

resolution affirming support for a U.S. Constitutional amendment regarding campaign 

finance reform and corporate personhood. (Councilmember Rice) 

4. Referring to the Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee for further referral to the 

Investment Oversight Committee for discussion of investment alternatives for a portion of 

the Environmental Preservation Fund and Self Insurance. (Councilmember Kennedy) 

5. Requesting the Administration to bring an authorizing resolution for use of PACE 

financing. (Councilmember Nurse) 

G. Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (08/21/2014) 

2. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (08/21/2014) 

H. Legal 

I. 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 Numbers 1536, 1537 and 1538. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 1191.  

3. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition Number 418. 

4. Ordinance 118-H 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 a new Sections 4-34 and 4-35 to provide for the regulation of miniature 

sheep and miniature goats.  

5. Ordinance 120-H in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating 

the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Crisp Park to the public as a boating access 



4 

facility for the use and benefit of the general public from the date of execution of the Site 

Dedication by the City to June 30, 2034, as a requirement for receipt of Florida Fish and 

Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant from the Florida Boating 

Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat ramp improvements at 

Crisp Park; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Site Dedication for the 

Project Area for a period ending June 30, 2034, and all other documents necessary to 

effectuate this Ordinance. 

6. Ordinance 121-H in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating 

the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Northeast Exchange Club Coffee Pot Park 

to the public as a boating access facility for the use and benefit of the general public from 

the date of execution of the Site Dedication by the City to June 30, 2034, as a requirement 

for receipt of Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant 

from the Florida Boating Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat 

ramp improvements at Northeast Exchange Club Coffee Pot Park; authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to execute a Site Dedication for the Project Area for a period ending June 

30, 2034, and all other documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance. 

7. Ordinance 122-H in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating 

the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Grandview Park to the public as a boating 

access facility for the use and benefit of the general public from the date of execution of 

the Site Dedication by the City to September 30, 2034, as a requirement for receipt of 

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant from the Florida 

Boating Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat ramp 

improvements at Grandview Park; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Site 

Dedication for the Project Area for a period ending September 30, 2034, and all other 

documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance. 

8. Ordinance 123-H amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16 (LDRs); providing for 

clarification of the building massing and form requirements within the Downtown Center 

zoning districts; amending the relative significance of environmental factors within the 

Preservation (PRES) zoning district; clarifying the grandfathered status of fences and 

walls; redefining artwork within the sign ordinance; amending wall sign requirements for 

three-story buildings; clarifying sign requirements for neighborhood planned unit 

developments; removing an expired cross-reference for convenience stores; amending the 

waterfront yard setback for screen enclosures with a screen roof; making internal language 

consistent; codifying interpretative language and clarifications; correcting typographical, 

grammatical and scriveners errors; and removing obsolete language. (City File LDR-

2014-03) 

9. Ordinance 124-H relating to utility rates and charges for wholesale customers; amending 

Chapter 27, Subsection 27-284 of the St. Petersburg City Code; deleting surcharges for  

strong waste; correcting Section references; establishing a date to begin calculating bills 

without a strong waste surcharge; providing for severability of provisions; and providing 

an explanation of words struck through and underlined. 

10. Ordinance 125-H changing the name of the Wildwood Recreation Center to the Thomas 

'Jet' Jackson Recreation Center. 

11. Ordinance 126-H amending the requirements for an extended hours permit to reduce the 

late fee, to modify requirements related to suspensions and correcting language. 
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12. Ordinance 127-H amending Section 20-80 of the St. Petersburg City Code regulating the 

use of skateboards; regulating areas where skateboards may be operated; making it 

unlawful to ride or operate a skateboard in certain manners and at certain locations. 

13. Ordinance 128-H amending City Code Section 21-85; adding Subsection (10); renaming 

the Childs Park Recreation Center located in Childs Park the “Childs Park Recreation and 

Fitness Center.” 

J. Open Forum 

K. Adjournment 
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St. Petersburg 

Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) 

August 28, 2014 

 

 

1. City Council convenes as Community Redevelopment Agency. 

2. Resolution of the St. Petersburg Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) finding the 

proposed 150,000 square foot, 16-story, 72-unit multi-family residential development, 

located at 145 – 4th Avenue North, consistent with the Intown Redevelopment Plan, as 

reviewed in CRA report IRP 14-2a.  (City File IRP 14-2a) 

3. Adjourn Community Redevelopment Agency. 
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Consent Agenda A 

August 28, 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. 

(Procurement) 

1. Awarding a contract to Wharton-Smith, Inc. in the amount of $1,028,000 for Northeast 

Water Reclamation Facility (NEWRF) Plant Improvements FY12 (Engineering Project 

No. 13066-111; Oracle No. 13822). 

(Leisure & Community Services) 

2. Approving a partnership between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”), and the 

Juvenile Welfare Board of Pinellas County (“JWB”) for $1,000,000 to youth services in 

specific areas with a term commencing on October 1, 2014 and ending September 30, 

2015 at a cost of $500,000 to both the City and JWB; accepting a grant from JWB in the 

amount of $1,168,368  for the teen arts, sports and cultural opportunities (TASCO) center 

based teen programs; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents 

necessary to effectuate this partnership with JWB and the grant from JWB. 
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Consent Agenda B 

August 28, 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. 

(Procurement) 

1. Accepting a proposal from Environmental Systems Research Institute Incorporated (Esri), 

a sole source supplier, for Geographic Information Systems (GIS) products and Training 

services for the ICS Department at a total cost of $300,643; and approving a supplemental 

appropriation in the amount of $300,643 from the unappropriated balance of the 

Technology & Infrastructure Fund (5019) to the ICS department (8502581). 

2. Accepting a proposal from Geographic Information Services, Inc. for data migration and 

implementation services for the ICS Department in an amount not to exceed $223,280; 

and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $223,280 from the 

unappropriated balance of the Technology & Infrastructure Fund (5019) to the 

Information Communication Services department (8502581). 

3. Renewing blanket purchase agreements with BASF Corporation and Polydyne, Inc. for 

dry polymer for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $280,000. 

4. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement for maintenance and repairs of Avaya 

telephony equipment to Avaya, Inc. for the ICS Department at a total cost of $230,891.49. 

5. Approving the purchase of one street sweeper from Environmental Products of Florida 

Corporation for the Fleet Management Department at a total cost of $156,627. 

6. Renewing blanket purchase agreements for sod with Sunbelt Sod & Grading Company 

(SBE) and Tom‟s Sod Service, Inc., at an estimated annual cost of $120,000. 

7. Approving the purchase of a replacement directional boring machine from Vermeer 

Southeast Sales & Service Inc. for the Water Resources Department at a total cost of 

$132,497. 

(City Development) 

8. Resolution certifying that the All Children‟s Hospital Foundation‟s project to construct a 

new medical campus, located in the St. Petersburg Enterprise Zone (EZ-5201), and 

soliciting contributions to assist in funding the improvements, is consistent with local 

plans and regulations. 

(Leisure & Community Services) 



9 

9. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a Childcare Food Program grant in the 

amount of $178,227 from the Florida Department of Health, Bureau of Childcare Food 

Programs for after school programs at City recreation centers and to execute all other 

documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

(Public Works) 

10. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-05-AID/AWA to the 

A/E Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and American Infrastructure 

Development, Inc., in the amount of $199,847 for design phase professional engineering 

services for the SPG – Albert Whitted Airport – Runway 7/25 and South Connector 

Taxiways Rehabilitation Project. (Engineering Project No. 14065-113; Oracle Project No. 

14169) 

(Appointments) 

11. Confirming the appointment of Sharon Simms as a regular member to the International 

Relations Committee to serve an unexpired three-year term ending December 31, 2015.  

12. Confirming the appointment of Ryan D. Brady as a regular member to the City Beautiful 

Commission to serve an unexpired three-year term ending December 31, 2015. 

13. Confirming the appointments of Sandra Perillo and Scott Stephen as alternate members to 

serve unexpired three-year terms ending December 31, 2016, and confirming the 

appointment of Ralph Minto as a regular member to serve an unexpired three-year term 

ending December 31, 2014 to the Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments. 

(Miscellaneous) 

14. Approving the Interlocal Agreement for reciprocal use of emergency communication 

facilities between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, and Pinellas County, Florida 

(“Interlocal Agreement”) and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute the 

Interlocal Agreement. 

15. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept $134,028.50 from Pinellas County 

(“County”) as the City‟s share of the FY2014 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance 

Grant (“JAG”) to continue funding of law enforcement initiatives as set forth in the 

County‟s grant application, and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this 

transaction; and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $134,028.50 

from the increase in the unappropriated balance of the Police Grant Fund (1702), resulting 

from these additional revenues, to the Police Department, Fiscal Support (140-1389), JAG 

2014 Project (TBD). 

16. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a grant from The National Highway 

Traffic Safety Administration (“NHTSA”) and Florida Department Of Transportation 

(“FDOT”) in the amount of $256,000 to fund the Police Department‟s purchase of  

equipment for E-Crash And E-Ticketing records system to ensure the completeness and 

accuracy of data through the solution‟s software validation process and the administrative 

auditing function;  and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; 

and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $256,000 from the increase 

in the unappropriated balance of the Police Grant Fund (1702), resulting from these 

additional revenues, to the Police Department, Traffic & Marine (140-1477), State Traffic 

Safety Information System Improvements Grant Project (tbd). 
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17. Resolution in support of expressing support for the development of passenger ferry 

service across Tampa Bay. 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings. Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, August 21, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, August 21, 2014, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, August 21, 2014, 3:00 p.m.., Council Chamber 

CRA/ Agenda Review & Administrative Updates 

Thursday, August 21, 2014, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, August 28, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Committee of the Whole - FY2015 Budget & Proposed Millage Rate 

Thursday, August 28, 2014, 9:30 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/ Agenda Review & Administrative Updates 

Thursday, August 28, 2014, 1:30 p.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) 

Civil Service Board 

3 Alternate Members 

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

City Beautiful Commission 

2 Regular Members 

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

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.   
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of August 28, 2014

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

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of a portion of Carillon
Parkway West lying south of Ulmerton Road in order to
realign the existing median and construct an additional
north-bound left-turn lane (City File No.: 14-33000005).

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

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the first reading of the attached proposed ordinance; and
2) Set the second reading and public hearing for September 4, 2014.

Background: The right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached map.
The request is to vacate a portion of the Carillon Parkway West right-of-way in order to
accommodate realignment of the existing privately-owned and maintained landscaping
median which divides north- and south-bound traffic.

The vacated area will be used to realign the private median to accommodate a third
northbound left-turn lane for Carillon Parkway West. The proposed vacation is
consistent with the plan being coordinated with the Florida Department of
Transportation and the City’s Transportation Planning Department.

Discussion: As set forth in the attached report provided to the DRC, Staff finds that
approval of the proposed vacation would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code.
Staff is recommending approval of the proposed vacation to City Council, subject to the
suggested special condition in the proposed ordinance.

Agency Review: The application was routed to City departments and non-City utility
providers. No objections were noted.



DRC Action & Public Comments: On July 2, 2014, the Development Review
Commission (DRC) held a public hearing on the subject application. No person spoke
in opposition to the request. After the public hearing, the DRC voted unanimously to
recommend approval of the proposed vacation.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the street vacation, subject to a
condition of approval in the proposed ordinance.



ORDINANCE NO.

_____

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION
OF A PORTION OF CARILLON PARKWAY
LYING SOUTH OF ULMERTON ROAD IN
ORDER TO REALIGN THE EXISTING MEDIAN
AND CONSTRUCT AN ADDITIONAL NORTH
BOUND LEFT TURN LANE; SETTING FORTH
A CONDITION FOR THE VACATION TO
BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following right-of-way is hereby vacated as
recommended by the Administration and the Development Review
Commission: A portion of Carillon Parkway West lying west as shown on
the replat of Carillon as recorded in Plat Book 96, Pages 29 to 36, public
records of Pinellas County, Florida and being more particularly described
as follows: commence at the southwest corner of Lot 1 of Block 22 of said
replat of Carillon, thence north 000 8’ 31” west along the westerly line of
said Lot 1, A distance of 123.45 feet to the point of beginning; thence
north 100 36’ 29” west, a distance of 54.95 feet; thence north 00° 08’ 31”
east, a distance of 190.00 feet; thence north 89° 58’ 59” east, a distance
of 8.00 feet; thence south 00° 08’ 31” west, a distance of 210.00 feet;
thence south 10° 36’ 29” east, a distance of 12.06 feet to a point on the
westerly line of said Lot 1; thence south 00° 08’ 31” west along the
westerly line of said Lot 1, a distance of 22.16 feet to the point of
beginning.

Containing 1738 square feet, more of less.

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned right-of-way is not needed for public
use or travel.

SECTION 3. The vacation is subject to and conditional upon the following:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall obtain all
necessary permits and pass all required inspections.

SECTION 4. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the
fifth business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through
written notice filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in
which case the ordinance shall become effective immediately upon filing such written
notice with the City Clerk. In the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in



accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless and until the City

Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case it shall

become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

City Attorney (Designee

Date

Date

APPRO’ AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

Economic Development Dept.
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

st.pelershurq DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

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

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

CASE NO.: 14-33000005 PLAT SHEET: 1-68

REQUEST: Approval to vacate a portion of Carillon Parkway West lying south
of Ulmerton Road in order to realign the existing median and
construct an additional north-bound left-turn lane.

APPLICANT: Carillon Common LLC
235 3rd Street South
Suite 300
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701-4242

AGENT: H.W. Lochner, Inc.
John J. Kenty, PE
4350 W. Cypress Street, Suite 800
Tampa, Florida 33607

PARCEL ID NO.: 11/30/16/13461/022/0010/

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot 1, Block 22, Replat of Carillon
(Plat Book 96, Pages 29-36)

ZONING: EC

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS:

Request
The request is to vacate a portion of the Carillon Parkway West right-of-way in order to
accommodate realignment of the existing privately-owned and maintained landscaping median
which divides north- and south-bound traffic.



Case No. 14-33000005
Page 2 of 3

Background
The area of the right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached maps and survey
sketches (Attachments “A” through “E”). The vacated area will be used to realign the private
median to accommodate a third northbound left-turn lane for Carillon Parkway West. The
proposed vacation is consistent with the plan being coordinated with the Florida Department of
Transportation and the City’s Transportation Planning Department.

Median realignment does not usually require vacation of existing right-of-way because medians
are typically part of the public right-of-way and not private property. The medians within this
subdivision (Replat of Carillon, Plat Book 96, Pages 29-36) were platted as privately-owned
parcels. The owner maintains the associated landscaping and street lighting. The proposed
realignment requires partial elimination of the existing median to accommodate the additional
northbound left-turn lane. The eliminated portion of the existing median will be reconstructed to
the north of the new left-turn lane within the area proposed for vacation (Attachment “E”).

Analysis
Staff’s review of a vacation application is guided by the City’s Land Development Regulations
(LDR’s), the City’s Comprehensive Plan and any adopted neighborhood or special area plans.
In this case, Staff finds that the requested vacation can be supported and recommends
approval, subject to the special conditions of approval suggested at the end of this report. This
recommendation is based upon the following findings.

A. Land Development Regulations
Section 16.40.140.2.1E of the LDR’s contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

1. Easements for public utilities including stormwater drainage and pedestrian easements may
be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility
companies.

The appropriate easement to accommodate the proposed left-turn lane was previously recorded
in 1997 (Instrument # 97-379300, Official Record Book 9950, Pages 2158 — 2160). No
additional easements appear to be necessary.

2. The vacation shall not cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially impair or
deny access to any lot of record as shown from the testimony and evidence at the public
hearing.

The proposed vacation will improve traffic circulation through the associated intersection and is
not anticipated to have any type of detrimental effect upon access to any other lot of record.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.

The proposed vacation will have a positive impact upon the existing roadway network by
increasing the left-turn capacity of the intersection for vehicles existing the Carillon site.
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4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The area proposed for vacation will be used to replace the portion of the original landscaped
median which will be eliminated to construct the proposed street improvements.

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

In most cases, these types of projects do not require the extra step of vacation because the
street pavement and the medians are public right-of-way. In this case, the vacation is
necessary because the applicant intends to continue providing privately-owned and maintained
throughout the Carillon development.

B. Comprehensive Plan
There are no policies in the City’s Comprehensive Plan which apply to this request.

C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans
There are no neighborhood or special area plans which affect vacation of right-of-way in this
area of the City.

Comments from Agencies and the Public
The application was routed to all affected City departments and non-City utilities. No objections
were noted. The applicant also provided mailed public notices in advance of the DRC hearing.
No public inquires or comments have been received as of the date of this report.

RECOMMENDATION:

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

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall obtain all necessary permits
and pass all required inspections.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

Development Review
Planning & Economic Development Department







































COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   August 7, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: August 28, 2014 

 

RE:   Referral to the Committee of the Whole (COW) 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully request a referral to the Committee of the Whole to add a “Rubber Track 

Project” at Gibbs High School to the Weeki Wachee Project List. 

 

 

 

 

 

     Wengay Newton, Council Member 

     District 7 

 



COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   August 7, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: August 28, 2014 

 

RE:   Referral to the Committee of the Whole (COW) 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully request a referral to the Committee of the Whole to discuss funding Youth 

Services out of the Weeki Wachee funds. 

 

 

 

 

 

     Wengay Newton, Council Member 

     District 7 

 



 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

TO:   The Honorable Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   August 12, 2014 

 

COUNCIL DATE: August 28, 2014 

 

RE:   ‘Move to Amend’ Resolution  

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully request that City Council consider support of the attached „Move to Amend‟ 

resolution affirming support for a U.S. Constitutional amendment regarding campaign 

finance reform and corporate personhood.  

 

RATIONAL: 

 

As a courtesy to the St. Petersburg area community groups working on the national topic 

of corporate personhood issues, Council discussion and support of this resolution would 

be an opportunity for broader public education and engagement on a timely national 

issue.  Although the topic is outside the traditional realm of municipal governing issues, I 

intend to introduce such resolutions sparingly and out of respect for the depth of interest 

in the topic brought forth by the community to my office. 

 

 

   Darden Rice, Council Member 

   District 4 

 

 

Attachment



 

 

 

MOVE TO AMEND 

"We the People" Resolution 

 

WHEREAS, on January 1, 2010, in the case of Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission, 

the United States Supreme Court issued an opinion that corporations have the same rights to 

freedom of speech as natural persons under the First Amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States, thereby establishing Corporate Personhood, and 

 

WHEREAS the Citizens United decision allows corporations to make unlimited anonymous 

expenditures to support or oppose any candidate for federal, state or local elected office, and 

 

WHEREAS the practice undermines American democratic elections and because human beings, 

not corporations, are persons who should be entitled to constitutional rights, and 

 

WHEREAS this decision empowers corporations to sue municipal and state governments for 

adopting laws that violate “corporate rights” even when those laws serve to protect and defend 

the rights of human persons and communities, and, 

 

WHEREAS the dissenting opinion in the Citizens United decision correctly stated that 

corporations are not by themselves members of “We the People,” by whom and for whom our 

Constitution was established,  

 

BE IT RESOLVED that the City of St. Petersburg seeks to reclaim democracy from the 

expansion of corporate personhood rights and the corrupting influence of unregulated 

political contributions and spending.  We stand with communities across the country to 

support passage of an amendment to the United States Constitution stating: 

 

Only human beings, not corporations, are endowed with constitutional 

rights, and  

Money is not speech, and therefore regulating political contributions 

and spending is not equivalent to limiting political speech. 

  

Signatures 

Date 

 

 

























































































































































































































































ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of August 28, 2014

TO: Ilie I lonorable William II. l)ud Icy, C’hair. and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File LDR—2014—03: Amending St. Petersburg City Code. Chapter 16 (Land
1)evelopment Regulations)

REQUEST: Public l-learing ol the attached ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code,
Chapter 16 (Land Development Regulations) adding policy items, making
clarilications, and improving consistency with state and local law.

ANALYSIS: The Planning and Economic [)evelopment Department, working with the City
Attorney’s ollice, has prepared the attached proposal to amend the St. Petersburg
City Code, Chapter 16 (Land Development Regulations). The proposal includes
nine (9) items lhr consideration, generally classified into one (I) of three (3)
categories:

Substantive (Regulatory) Changes mean amendments resulting from
new issues that were not originally contemplated or whose need has
emerged from stafIs experience in administering the city code. This
amendment package includes four (4) substantive (regulatory) changes;

• Clarifications mean the ongoing effort to provide the clearest language in
the city code for benefit of staff and customers using the regulations. This
amendment package includes four (4) clarifications;

• Consistency Improvements mean to maintain consistency with changes
in federal, state and local law. This amendment package includes one (1)
consistency improvements.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration:

The Administration recommends AP1ROVA L.

Development Review Commission:

On July 2, 2014, the Development Review Commission (DRC) reviewed
the attached ordinance and unanimously voted to recommend
AI1ROVAL, based on consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.



(‘iIii.cn Input:

No comments received.

Recommended City Council Action:

C()NDUCF the second reading and (adoption) public hearing;

2. APPROVE the ordinances.

Attachments: Ordinance
LDR Amendment Table
DRC Stall Report



OR I) I N A NCI

AN ORI)INANC’E PROVII)ING FOR TI-IF AMENI)MENT OF THE
SF. PETERSBURG CITY CODE: PROVII)ING FOR
CLARIFICATION OF TI-IF BUILI)ING MASSING ANI) FORM
REQUIREMENTS WITFIIN THE I)OWNTOWN CENTER ZONING
I)ISTRICTS: AMENI)ING TI-IE RELATIVE SIGNIFICANCE OF
ENV IR( )NMENTAL FACTORS WITI-IIN THE PRESERVATION
(PRES) ZONING I)ISTRICT: CLARIFYING THE
GRANI)FATHEREIJ STATUS OF FENCES ANI) WALLS:
REI)EFINING ARTWORK WITHIN THE SIGN ORl)INANCE:
AMENDING WALL SIGN REQUIREMENTS FOR THREE-STORY
BUILI)INGS: CLARIFYING SIGN REQUIREMENTS FOR
NEIGH BORHOOI) PLANNE[) UN IT I)EVELOPMENTS:
REMOV INC AN EXPIRED CROSS-REFERENCE FOR
CONVENIENCE STORES: AMENI)ING TI-IE WATERFRoNT YARI)
SETBACK FOR SCREEN ENCLOSURES WITH A SCREEN ROOF:
MAKING INTERNAL LANGUAGE CONSISTENT: CODIFING
INTERPRETATIVE LANGUAGE ANI) CLARIFICATIONS:
CORRECTING TYPOGRAPHICAL. GRAMMATICAL AND
SCRIVENER’S ERRORS: REMOVING OBSOLETE LANGUAGE:
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA. DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1. The Building Massing and Form Table which follows Section 16.20.1 20.7.2.B.4 of the St.
Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

16.20.120.7.2. Minimum building setbacks.

Building Massing and Form Table (DC Core)

Building Massing and Form

I)U-(ore

Setbacks along streets, excluding alleys Setbacks along

streets,

excluding alleys

0—200 ft. high 0 ft.

• Above 200 ft. 10 ft.

Exemptions:

• For lots of record that are equal to or less than 50 ft. in depth or 12.000 sq. ft.

in total area. the 10-foot setback above 200 ft. is not required.

• When buildings have a first floor plate of less than 16.000 sq. ft., the 10-foot

setback above 200 ft. is encouraged but not required.

Distances between buildings

• Blank wall to blank wall, up to 75 ft. high 0 ft.

• Blank or window wall to window wall up to 75 ft. high 15 ft.

• All conditions 75 ft. to 200 ft. high 40 ft.



• All conditions above 200 ft. (0 ft.

Exemptions: 25 of lot width

bor all conditions above 75 It. on lots of record with an average lot width

equal to or less than 120 ft.. the property shall qualify for a i-l4’+ reduced whichever is

mini mum interior building setback Irom each i ntenor. shared property line. eatef

The reduced sethack shall be equal to 25% o( the lot width, or 15 feet.

whichever is greater. This setback shall he —a measured from the interior.

shared property line. This reduction is not a substitute for the distance

between buildings” requirement when measured across public alleys or

between multi pie buildings on a single property and shall not be used in

coni unction with the one—half “distance between bui Icli ngs’’ measurement

provided for in this Section.

Maximum floor l)ltte al)ovc 75 ft. 30,000 sq. II. per

building

DC-I (East of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street)

Setbacks along streets, excluding_alleys

• 0 to 75 ft. high 0 ft.

• Above 75 ft. 10 ft.

Exemptions:

• For lots of record that arc equal to or less than 50 ft. in depth or 12,000 sq. ft.

in total area, the 10-foot setback above 75 ft. is not required.

• When buildings have a first floor plate of less than 16,000 sq. ft., the 10-foot

setback above 75 ft. is encouraged but not required.

• For buildings that do not exceed 95 ft. in height. the 10-foot setback above

75 ft. is not required.

Distances between buildings

• Blank wall to blank wall, up to 75 ft. high 0 ft.

• Blank or window wall to window wall up to 75 ft. high 15 I.t.

• All conditions above 75 ft. 60 ft.

Exemptions: 25% of lot width

For all conditions above 75 ft. on lots of record with an average lot width or 15 ft..

equal to or less than 120 ft., the property shall qualify for at-hi- reduced whichever is

minimum interior building setback from each interior, shared property line, greater

The reduced setback shall be equal to 25% of the lot width, or 15 feet.

whichever is greater. This setback shall be-a measured from the interior,

shared property line. This reduction is not a substitute for the “distance

between buildings” requirement when measured across public alleys or

between multiple buildings on a single property and shall not he used in

conj unction with the one-half “distance between buildings” measurement

provided for in this Section.

Maximum floor plate above 75 ft. 30,000 sq. tt. per



btn Iding

I)C-1 (West ot I)r. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street) and DC-2

Setbacks along street, excluding alleys

0 tO 50 ft. high 0 CI.

• Above 50 1.1. 10 It.

Exemptions:

• For lots of record that are equal to or less than 50 ft. in depth or 8.000 sq. ft.

in total area, the I 0—foot setback above 50 ft. is not required.

• When buildings have a first floor plate of less than 16.000 sq. ft.. the 1 0—foot

setback above So ft. is encouraged but not required

• For buildings that do not exceed 75 ft. in height, the I 0—foot setback above

50 ft. is not required.

I)istances between bLuiclings

• Blank wall to blank wall, up to 50 ft. high 0 ft.

• B lank or window wall to window wall up to 50 ft. high 15 ft.

• All conditions 50 ft. to 200 ft. high 60 ft.

• All conditions ab)ve 200 ft. 80 ft.

Exemptions: 25 of lot width

For all conditions above 50 ft. on lots of record with an average lot width or 15 ft..

equal to or less than 120 ft., the property shall qualify for a t-h4& reduced whichever is

minimum interior building setback from each interior, shared property line, greater

The reduced setback shall be equal to 25% of the lot width, or 15 feet,

whichever is greater. This setback shall be—a& measured from the interior,

shared property line. This reduction is not a substitute for the ‘distance

between buildings’ requirement when measured across public alleys or

between multiple buildings on a single property and shall not be used in

conjunction with the one-half “distance between buildings” measurement

provided for in this Section.

Maximum floor plate above 50 ft. 20,000 sq. ft. per

building

I)C-3

Setbacks along_streets,_excluding_alleys

• 0 to 50 ft. high 0 ft.

• Above 50 ft. 20 ft.

• Above 50 ft. and adjacent to Beach Drive: From the 20-foot setback along 60 degree angle

Beach Drive a line will be drawn at a 60 degree angle towards the setback from

First Street. This line shall create the envelope in which the building must fit.

Distances between buildings

• Blank wall to blank wall, up to 50 ft. high 0 ft.



• Blank or window wall to window wall up to 50 ft. high 15 ft.

• All conditions 50 II. to 300 Ii. high 60 Ii.

All conditions above 300 ft. t.0 Ii.

Exemptions: - of lot width

For all conditions above 50 It, on lots of record with an average lot width or IS IL.

equal to or less than 1 20 It., the property shall qualify or a t-h-i- reduced wl4e1ef—i-s

minimum interior building setback from each interior, shared property line, greater

The reduced setback shall be equal to 25% of the lot width. or 15 feet,

whichever is ercater. This setback shall bea&measured Irom the interior,

shared property I inc. This reduction is not a substi lute For the distance

between buildings requirement when measured across pu[lic alleys or

between multiple buildings on a single property and shall not be used in

conjunction with the one—half ‘‘distance between buildings’’ measurement

provided for in this Section.

Maximum Iloor I)lIte aI)Ove 50 ft. 15,000 sq. ft.

Maximum building width above 50 ft. Each facade shall

he less than 120

ft. wide

Section 2. Section 16.20. 160.4 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

16.20.160.4. Criteria for designation.

To be designated as a preservation district, a property shall have a combined score of four 4,) or more points and
exhibit at least one LLof the following vegetation types listed:

Relative Significance of Environmental Factors

Vegetation

Mangroves 2.0

Fresh marsh 2.0

Salt marsh 2.0

Hydric hammock 2.0

Mesic hammock 2.0

Deciduous forest 2.0

Urban mesic hammock 1.5

Pine flatwoods 1 .0

Pine woods 1.0

Wildlife

Documented presence of listed species 1 .0

Soils

Poorly drained (water table 0—10”) 2.0

Medium percolation rate (water table 10—30’) 2.0



I 00—year floodplain 2.()

Nature Preserve

Government property desi’ijuted as nature preser’e in chapter 2 I

Section 3. Section 16.40.040.3.5 .1—I of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

16.40.040.3. Charts.

5.l)ESIGN ANI) OTI-IER RELATEI) REGULATIONS

I I. All existing fences and walls which do not comply with the regulations of this section.
GRANDFATL-IKREI) whether lawful when eiected or otherwise, shall be brought into compliance at such time
STATUS as more than 50 percent of the surface area of the fence or wall within any one yard is

replaced. All fences and walls constructed on or after September 30. 2007 shall comply
with the regulations of this section at the time they are constructed,
All existing hedges which do not comply with the regulations of this section shall not be
deemed granclfatherecl. but shall he brought into compliance not later than September 30.
2007.

Section 4. The definition of ‘artwork’ in Section 16.40. 120. 1 9 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.40. 120.19. Definitions.

Artwork means drawings, pictures, symbols, pai1tirIgs (including the painting of patterns or designs) or sculpture.
which does not in any way include a company or corporate logo or text identifying any identify a product, service
or business sold or available on the premises.

Section 5. Section 16.40.120.17.2.c of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

2. Wall signs.

c. Height. The height of a wall sign attached to a one-story building shall not exceed the allowable height
of the building or the lowest part of the roof, whichever is lower. For two-story buildings, wall signs shall be
permitted on the same floor or fascia as the business to he identified. Except as otherwise permitted by this sign
code, no wall signs shall be permitted above the jrd second floor.

Section 6. Sections 16.40.120.5 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

16.40.120.5. Neighborhood, planned unit development, and mobile home districts.

The following types of signs shall be permitted within the neighborhood, planned unit development, and mobile

home zoning districts:

Neighborhood, Planned Unit Development, and Mobile Home Districts (NT. NS, NSM, NMH, NPUD)

(All uses, except subdivision entrances and single-family, duplex and multifamily residential uses)

Freestanding signs Permitted number of signs One



lvi ax i mum sien area 48 sq. ft. per sign %ice

M ax i mum heichi 10 0.

Wall signs Maxi mum sign area 1 .75 sq. lt. per linear front foot up to a maximum of 4$ sq. ft.

Section 7. Section I 6.40.120.13 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby deleted in its entirety and
iìio ved from the City Code.

Section N. Secti m I 6,50.325.4 of the St. Petershurz City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

16.50.325.4. All uses required to comply with pro’isioI1s of chapter 20 regar(ling convenience business and

convenience stores.

All uses regulated by this section shall comply with the applicable provisions of chapter 20 regulating
convenience businesses and convenience stores (currently sections 20 5’) and 20 60).

Section 9. The sections for ‘decks and patios. uncovered.’ ‘retaining (return) wall.’ and ‘screen enclosure
(screen roof)’ in Section 16.60.050.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code are hereby amended to read as follows:

16.60.050.2. AIIow’ahle encroachments and setbacks.

• Decks and patios. S. R To property line To property line
uncovered (ulJ to 12 ss No closer to property line than 5 ft. No closer to property line than 5 ft.
inches above existing
grade or the 101) of an W No closer to property line or seawall No closer to property line or seawall

existing seawall) than 5 ft. The maximum elevation than 5 ft. The maximum elevation
shall be no more than the top of the shall be no more than the top of the
existing scawall. (Note: Federal and existing seawall. (Note: Federal aiid
state regulations may be more state regulations may he more
restrictive.) restrictive.)

• Decks and patios, S. R No closer to property line than 5 ft. No closer to property line than 5 ft.
uncovered (more than 12 SS No closer to property line than 8 ft. No closer to property line than 8 ft.
inches and less than 30
inches above existing W No closer to property line or seawall No closer to property line or seawall

grade or the top of an than 8 ft. The maximum elevation than 8 ft. The maximum elevation
existing seawall) shall be no more than the top of the shall be no more than the top of the

existing seawall. (Note: Federal and existing seawall. (Note: Federal and
state regulations may he more state regulations may be more
restrictive.) restrictive.)



kctaiiiing (return) wii ‘lu the pmpelty line: The overall To the property line: The overall
F. S. height shall be no greater than 18 height shall be flO greater than I 8
SS, R inches from the existing grade inches from the existing grade

abutting both Si(ICS of the wall abutting both sides of the wall

To [lie property line or seawall: The To the property line or seawall: The
W overall height shall be no greater than overall height shall he no greater than

the iop of the existing seawall. the top of [lie existing seawall.
abtH4ng—both sides of the wall. (Note: abutting both sides of the wall. (Note:
Federal and state regulations may be Federal and state regulations may be
more restrictive.) more restrictive.)

• Screen enclosure S, SS. No closerlo properly line or seawall No closerto property line or seawall
(screen root) R. W than 5 ft. than 5 ft.

W No closer to [lie property line or No closer to the property line or
scawall than 10 ft. seawall than 10 ft.

Section 10. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck through type is language to
he deleted from the City Code. and underlined language is language to be added to the City Code, in the section,
subsection, or oIlier location where indicated. Language in [lie City Code not appearing in this ordinance
continues in full force and effect unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. Sections of this ordinance that
amend the City Code to acid new sections or subsections are generally not underlined.

Section 11. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If any provision of this
ordinance is deterinined unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such determination shall not affect the validity of
any other provisions of this ordinance.

Section 12. th 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 this Ordinance, in
which case this Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk.
In the event this Ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become
effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case it
shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to form and content:

City Attorney (Deignee)
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PUBLIC HEARING

st.petersbur
www.stpeta.or

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

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 2014-03

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
275 5th Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

REQUEST: The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (‘DRC”) review
and recommend approval of the attached proposed amendments to the City of St.
Petersburg’s Land Development Regulations (LDRs), 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

In October 2006 and August 2007, the City Council adopted several significant ordinances
related directly to the implementation of the St. Petersburg Vision 2020 Plan and the new Land
Development Regulations (LDRs). The adopted ordinances included text amendments to the
City’s Comprehensive Plan, including a new Vision Element, amendments to the Future Land
Use Map (FLUM), the rezoning of the entire City and establishment of new land development
regulations.

LDR 2014-03: LDR Text Amendment Package
Page 1



Proposal

The Planning and Economic Development Department, working with the City Attorney’s office,
has prepared the attached proposal to amend the Land Development Regulations (LDRs),
Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances. The proposal includes nine (9) items for consideration,
generally classified into one (1) of three (3) categories:

• Substantive (Regulatory) Changes means amendments resulting from new issues that
were not originally contemplated or whose need has emerged from staff’s experience in
administering the city code. This amendment package includes four (4) substantive
(regulatory) changes;

• Clarifications means the ongoing effort to provide the clearest language in the city code
for benefit of staff and customers using the regulations. This amendment package
includes four (4) clarifications;

• Consistency Improvements means to maintain consistency with changes in federal,
state and local law. This amendment package includes one (1) consistency
improvements.

For the benefit of City staff, residents and customers interpreting and using the City’s land
development regulations, the proposed amendments are part of the department’s ongoing effort
to provide the clearest language possible. Most of these amendments involve aspects of the
LDRs that are applied city-wide. The appendix of this report includes the full list of items
proposed for amendment.

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan

The following objectives and policies from the City’s Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the
attached proposed amendments:

Objective Vi: When considering the probable use of land in a development application, the
principles and recommendations noted in the Vision Element should be considered where
applicable.

Policy Vi. 1: Development decisions and strategies shall integrate the guiding principles
found in the Vision Element with sound planning principles followed in the formal
planning process.

Objective LU7: The City will continue to revise and amend the land development regulations, as
necessary, to ensure compliance with the requirements of Chapter 163.3202, Florida Statutes
and Chapter 9J-24 F.A.C. The City will amend its land development regulations consistent with
the requirements of Chapter 163.3202, Florida Statutes and Chapter 9J-24 F.A.C. so that future
growth and development will continue to be managed through the preparation, adoption,
implementation and enforcement of land development regulations that are consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

Policy LU7.1: Pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J-
24 F.A.C. the land development regulations will be amended, as necessary, to ensure
consistency with the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

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.

LDR 2014-03: LDR Text Amendment Package
Page 2



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:

• 08-06-2014: First Reading
• 08-20-2014: Second Reading and Public Hearing

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Proposed Ordinance
2. Table of Proposed Amendments
3. Housing Affordability Impact Statement

LDR 20 14-03: LDR Text Amendment Package
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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
[DR 20 14-03).

Ill. Impact Analysis:

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

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes

_____Explanation:

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

$_________________________

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

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes Explanation:

LDR 2014-03: LDR Text Amendment Package
Page 13



IV: Certification

It is important that new local laws which could counteract or negate local, state and federal
reforms and incentives created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration.
if the adoption of the proposed regulation is imperative to protect the public health, safety and
welfare, and therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to continue the community’s
ability to provide affordable housing, please explain below:

CHECK ONE:

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

Is! Derek S. Kilborn, Goodwin, Director 06/30/2014

Department Director (signature) Date

OR

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

Department Director (signature) Date

Copies to: City Clerk
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development

LDR 2014-03: LDR Text Amendment Package
Page 14
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Community Redevelopment Agency
Meeting of August 28, 2014

CRA Case File: lAP 14-2a

REQUEST

Review of the proposed plan to construct a 1 50,000 square foot, 16- story, 72 unit, multi
family residential development, located at 145 4th Avenue North South, for consistency
with the Intown Redevelopment Plan.

APPLICANT INFORMATION

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

Property Owner Shineco, Inc.
700 Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Architect/Enciineer Architectonics Studio
216 5 Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

OVERVIEW OF PROJECT (see Attachments)

The project, valued at $30 million, consists of constructing 72 dwelling units and 95
structured parking spaces. The subject property is located on the north side of 4”
Avenue North between 1st Street North and 2d Street North.

The subject property is currently developed with two older apartment buildings (Ca.
1926-29) which will be demolished to accommodate the proposed development. The
proposed plan includes a 16-story condominium building with three (3) levels of
structured parking and 13 floors of residential units. The proposed building is set back
from the front property line to provide the required amount of ground-level open space.
The open space is defined with an open plaza along the front of the building and a
covered plaza that is adjacent to the southwest corner of the building. The open space
connects to the existing sidewalk along Avenue North. The plaza includes a fountain,
benches, landscaping and hardscape. The main entry to the building is located along
the front façade exiting out onto the open plaza area and a second entry point is located
along the west side of the building that exits out onto the covered plaza. The plaza has
been designed to enhance Avenue North and the entrance to the building, and
provides a gathering space for residents of the proposed project and residents living in
the neighborhood. Access to the parking structure is from 4th Avenue North. A 10-

IRP 14-2A



August 28, 2014
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space covered parking area is located on the first level of the parking garage and is
accessed from the alley.

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

CONSISTENCY WITH INTOWN REDEVELOPMENT PLAN

The Intown Redevelopment Plan (lAP) requires the Community Redevelopment Agency
to evaluate a development proposal to ensure its proposed use and design are
consistent with the Plan.

Plan Emphasis
The project is located within the “Residential” area of Intown, which is one of the four
focus areas of the IRP, the others being the Core, Webb’s City, and Stadium Complex.

The zoning for the site is DC-2, which does allow multifamily dwellings with a floor area
ratio of up to 7.0. The project has a proposed floor area ratio of 6.0 and is therefore
consistent with the Intown Redevelopment Plan.

Design Criteria
Design criteria in the IRP that pertain to this project include:
• architectural, aesthetic and functional integration of buildings within a project;
• provision of architectural variety to the area and uses that generate street level

activities;
• sensitivity of building mass and scale to adjacent existing development and

residential areas; and
• inclusion of streetscape features to enhance the pedestrian environment

The project is well-designed and is articulated on all sides of the building. The project
design enhances the pedestrian environment in the downtown. The public sidewalk
along 4th Avenue North will be widened to 8-feet and landscaped to City Code.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

Administration recommends approval of the attached resolution finding the 150,000
square foot, 16- story, 72 unit multi-family residential development consistent with the
Intown Redevelopment Plan, as reflected in report IRP 14-2a and based on the
preliminary plans submitted for review. This recommendation is subject to the following
conditions:

1. Final building plans must be reviewed and approved by CRA staff;
2. Applicant complies with any conditions of approval required by

Development Review Services staff.

IRP 14-2a



EXHIBIT A
Site Data

Location 145 4th Avenue North
19/31/17/74466/003/0110, and
19/31/17/74466/003/0120

Redevelopment Area Intown Redevelopment Area

Zoning District DC-2

Existing Land Use 23,028 sq. ft. apartment building

Proposed Uses Residential building and parking garage

Site Area 25,000 sq. ft., or 0.57 acres

Proposed FAR 6.0 FAR

Existing FAR 0.92 FAR

Permitted FAR 3.0 FAR base/up to 7.0 with bonuses.

Number of Residential Units 72

Existing Parking 0 spaces

Proposed Parking 95 spaces



CRA RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMUNITY
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY (CRA) FINDING THE
PROPOSED 150,000 SQUARE FOOT, 16 STORY, 72-
UNIT MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT,
LOCATED AT 145 4TH AVENUE NORTH CONSISTENT
WITH THE INTOWN REDEVELOPMENT PLAN; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE (CITY FILE IRP 14-
2A).

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City Council of the
City of St. Petersburg has adopted the Intown Redevelopment Plan and established
development review procedures for projects constructed within designated
redevelopment areas;

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Agency has reviewed the plans to
construct a 150,000 square foot, 16 story, 72-unit multi-family residential development
as described and reviewed in CRA Review Report No. IRP 14-2a; and

BE IT RESOLVED that the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, finds the plans to construct a 150,000 square foot, 16 story, 72-unit
multi-family residential development consistent with the Intown Redevelopment Plan,
with the following conditions:

1. Final building plans must be reviewed and approved by CRA staff;

2. Applicant complies with any conditions of approval required by
Development Review Services staff.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT

City Attorney esignee) Dave Goodwin, Director
Date/1)

Planning & Economic Development Department
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of August 28, 2014

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

Subject: Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement for maintenance and repairs of
Avaya telephony equipment to Avaya, Inc. for the ICS Department at a total cost of
$230,891.49.

Explanation: This purchase is being made from State of Florida Contract No. 730-000-09-1. The
vendor will provide labor and materials for repair and maintenance of the City’s internal telephone
network. Equipment coverage includes circuit packs, power supplies, switching processors and
network interface equipment. The vendor will also provide on-site and remote maintenance and
repair services and proactive network management. In addition, alerts of potential system disruption
will be communicated to the City’s telecommunication support group through the vendor’s
proprietary 24 x 7 remote network monitoring system. Additional services provided include, but are
not limited to, security audits, system audits, network bandwidth testing, software and firmware
upgrades, system updates, proprietary diagnostic tools, toll fraud indemnification and security
scanning, as well as an emergency service plan, and a disaster recovery plan.

Overall, the telephone network provides service at 80 City locations for 3,000 extensions including
2,300 physical ports/sets and 2,500 voice mailboxes. There are 55 automated attendants and 15 call
centers. The system uses automatic route selection providing least cost routing which reduces long
distance costs. Approximately 250,000 external calls are processed monthly.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the ICS Department, recommends for approval:

Avaya, Inc $230,891.49
Three Years @ $76,963.83 Annually

Avaya, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and conditions of State of Florida Contract No.
730-000-09-1 dated February 29, 2012. This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-
256(b) of the Procurement Code which authorizes the Mayor or his designee to participate in a
cooperative bid process with other governmental entities. This agreement will be effective
through November 2017.

CosUFundinglAssessment Information: Funds for this year have been previously appropriated in
the ICS Operating Fund (5011), lOS Telecommunications Department (8502569).

Attachment: Resolution

Approvals:

____________

11
Administrative Budget



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AWARD
Of A THREE-YEAR AGREEMENT (BLANKET
AGREEMENT) TO AVAYA INC. FOR
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIRS OF AVAYA
TELEPHONY EQUIPMENT AT A TOTAL COST
NOT TO EXCEED $230,891.49 FOR THE ICS
DEPARTMENT UTILIZING STATE OF
FLORIDA CONTRACT NO. 730-000-09-1;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City needs labor and materials for repair and maintenance of the
City’s internal telephone network; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-256(b) of the City Code the City is permitted
to utilize competitively bid proposals or contracts secured by State, County or municipal
government when it is in the best interest of the City; and

WHEREAS, Avaya, Inc. has met the specifications, terms and conditions of State
of Florida Contract No. 730-000-09-1; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the award of a three-year agreement (Blanket Agreement) to Avaya
Inc. for the maintenance and repairs of Avaya telephony equipment at a total cost not to exceed
$230,891.49 for the ICS Department utilizing State of Florida Contract No. 730-000-09-1 is
hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this agreement will be effective through
November 2017.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)







SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of August 28, 2014

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

Subject: Renewing blanket purchase agreements for sod with Sunbelt Sod & Grading Company
(SBE) and Tom’s Sod Service, Inc., at an estimated annual cost of $120,000.

Explanation: On September 5, 2013 City Council approved annual agreements with Sunbelt Sod &
Grading Company and Tom’s Sod Service, Inc. Under the renewal of contract clause, the City
reserves the right to extend the contract for a one-year period if mutually agreeable. This is the Last
renewal.

The vendors will furnish sod that will be used to maintain parks, ball fields, golf courses and other
facilities and projects. The material is also used to re-sod easements when maintaining the City’s
water and sewer system. Multiple awards are recommended due to the volume and variety of jobs.
For small jobs, Tom’s Sod furnishes sod for pick up; whereas Sunbelt furnishes, delivers and installs
sod for jobs requiring a minimum of four pallets. The primary users are the Engineering & Capital
Improvements, Parks & Recreation, Water Resources, and Stormwater, Pavement & Traffic
Operations departments.

The Procurement Department Recommends:

Sod $120,000

Tom’s Service, Inc.(Cleaiwater, FL)
Sunbelt Sod & Grading Company (Ruskin, FL)

The contractors have agreed to hold prices firm under the terms and conditions of Bid No. 7525
dated July 16, 2013. Administration recommends renewal of the agreement based upon the
contractors’ past satisfactory performance, demonstrated ability to comply with the terms and
conditions of the contract, and no requested increase in unit prices. The Sunbelt Sod and Grading
Company is also a certified SBE. The renewal will be effective from date of approval through August
31, 2015. Amounts paid to awardees pursuant to these agreements shall not exceed a combined
total of $120,000 during the term of agreement.

CostlFunding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the General
Fund (0001) [$27,000], for various Parks and Recreation Department (190) divisions; Water
Resources Operating Fund (4001) [$20,000], for various Water Resources Department (420)
divisions; and for various capital improvement projects in the General Capital Improvement Fund
(3001) [$44,000], Recreation & Culture Capital Improvement Fund (3029) [$70,000] and the Water
Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003) [$10,000].

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

drninistrative y udget



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FINAL
ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS OF
AGREEMENTS (BLANKET AGREEMENTS)
WITH SUNBELT SOD & GRADING COMPANY
AND TOM’S SOD SERVICE, INC. FOR THE
PURCHASE OF SOD AT AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $120,000;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYORS
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THESE
TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, On September 5, 2013 City Council approved the award of one-year
agreements (Blanket Agreements) with one one-year renewal options to Sunbelt Sod & Grading
Company and Tom’s Sod Service, Inc. pursuant to Bid No. 7525 dated July 16, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to exercise the final one-year renewal options of the
Agreements; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
renewal of the Agreements; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the final one-year renewal options of the Agreements with Sunbelt
Sod & Grading Company and Tom’s Sod Service, Inc. for the purchase of sod at an estimated
annual cost not to exceed $120,000 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is
authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate these transactions; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these Agreements will be effective from the
date of approval through August 31, 2015.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Desinee)







ST PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda
Meeting of August 28, 2014

rf(): The Honorable Bill l)udley, Chair, & Members of City Council

SUBJECT: Certi lying that the All Children’s Hospital Foundation s project to construct a new
medical campus. located in the St. Petersburg Enterprise Zone (EZ—5201 ), and soliciting
contributions to assist in funding the improvements, is consistent with local plans and regulations.

EXPLANATION: Under Florida Statute 220. 1 83, the Community Contribution Tax Credit
Program (“CCTCP”), corporations that donate cash, real property, goods and inventory, and other
physical resources deemed acceptable by the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity to an
approved “community development project’ in the Enterprise Zone may receive a tax credit of up to
50% of the value of the donation.

The All Children’s Hospital Foundation had a previous CCTCP certification and was actively
collecting payments on pledges made during the Foundation’s capital campaign for the construction
of the new All Children’s Hospital campus. Although the project was completed in December 2009,
the Foundation is still collecting pledges to fulfill the construction debt obligations from the project.
The Foundation’s CCTCP certification expired in 2014; the Foundation is seeking a new CCTCP
certification to provide the same tax credits to donors that still have pledge payments outstanding. As
of December 31, 2013, the Foundation had $100,067.72 in pledge payments remaining. These
pledges were made for debt obligations incurred for the construction of All Children’s Hospital’s
new campus. The new construction consisted of: a replacement children’s hospital, a patient and
family parking garage, an outpatient care center, and a central energy plant. The total project cost
was $403 million. Construction began on the project in 2005 and was completed in 2009. A
complete project narrative is attached.

In order for the All Children’s Hospital Foundation to obtain project approval from the Florida
Department of Economic Opportunity as a community development project, the following criteria
must be met:

1. The project must have an eligible sponsor. The All Children’s
Hospital Foundation, as a 50l(c)3 non-profit organization. is an
eligible sponsor.

2. The project must occur in an eligible area. The hospital campus is
entirely within the St. Petersburg Enterprise Zone (EZ-5201), an
eligible area as defined by the Statute.

3. A resolution from the local government in which the project is
located, which states that the project is consistent with local plans and
regulations must accompany a project application, and is attached for
City Council consideration.



cosT/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution. Project Narrative

APPRoVALS: Acimi nistrati ye:

Budget:

Legal:

N/A

/&4’
‘,

N/A



RESOLUTION NO. 2014 -

A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THAT THE ALL
CI-IILDREN’ S 1-IOSPITAL FOUNDATION’S
PROJECT TO CONSTRUCT A NEW MEI)ICAL
CAMPUS, LOCATED IN THE ST. PETERSBURG
ENTERPRISE ZONE (EZ-520 I), AND SOLICITING
CONTRIBUTIONS TO ASSIST IN FUNDING THE
IMPROVEMENTS, IS CONSISTENT WITH
LOCAL PLANS AND REGULATIONS: AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

WHEREAS, the All Children’s Hospital Foundation is a 501(c)3 non-profit
organization, and is, therefore, defined as an eligible sponsor for community development projects
under Florida Statute 220. 1 83, Community Improvement Act of 1980; and

WHEREAS, the All Children’s Hospital Foundation desired to solicit donations to
build a replacement hospital, a parking garage, an outpatient care center, and a central energy plant;
and

WHEREAS, the All Children’s Hospital Foundation is still collecting pledge
commitments on debt from the construction of the new medical campus completed in December
2009; and

WHEREAS, the property for the constructed hospital facilities is located within
Enterprise Zone No. EZ-520l; and

WHEREAS, in order for the All Children’s Hospital Foundation to solicit donations,
All Children’s Hospital Foundation intends to submit a community development proposal to the
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (“Department”); and

WHEREAS, as part of its proposal, the All Children’s Hospital Foundation is
required to submit a resolution from the City of St. Petersburg (“City”) certifying that the project is
consistent with local plans and regulations; and

WHEREAS, this resolution will allow the All Children’s Hospital Foundation to
complete and submit an application to the l)epartment to establish a Community Development
Project for improvement of its facility; and

WHEREAS, this request does not require any financial investment by the City.



NOW. ii-IERER)RE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Gty Council ol the City of St.
Petersburg. Florida. that the All Children s 1—lospital Foundation s project to construct a new
medical campus, located in the St. Petersburg Enterprise Zone (EZ—520 I). and soliciting

contributions to assist in lunding the improvements, is consistent with local plans and

regulations.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approval s:

LegaI: Administration

BLidget: ,41A



PROJECT PROPOSAL CHECKLIST

I. SPONSOR ELIGIBILITY DOCUMENTATION

The sponsor must submit (locuinentation of eligibility (if available): x
a copy of the organization’s Articles of Incorporation, Articles of

,
Incorporation

a COPY of the organization s By-Laws, or
a COPY of Division of Corporation’s Registration Certificate, or

B l•
a COPY of the Internal Revenue Service eligibility letter, or “

or other documentation of sponsor eligibility.
Dept. of State Letter

These items should include effective dates and all appropriate
signatures. IRS Letter

Other

II. PROJECT NARRATIVE

The sponsor must submit a project narrative (usually I — 2 pages, although any
length is acceptable) that briefly and clearly:

A. Describes the eligible project; x

B. Lists the types of donations sought; x

C. Identifies the uses for donations; x
I). Estimates the total project cost; x
E. Estimates the number of jobs (if applicable); and

____________

F. Estimates the completion date of the project. x

III. DOCUMENTATION OF AREA ELIGIBILITY

The sponsor of a “community development” project must submit

___________

documentation that the proposed project is located within a state EZDA Letter

designated Enterprise Zone or Front Porch Community (a letter
from an EZDA Coordinator or Front Porch Community Liaison r Front Porch Letter

a map with project location highlighted will be acceptable).

Please note: projects designed to provide housing for low-income Map

persons are not required to be located within an Enterprise Zone.

___________

Housing: Not
Applicable

IV. LOCAL GOVERNMENT RESOLUTION

The sponsor must submit a certified copy of a resolution from a
local government (where the project is located) stating that the

___________

proposed project is “consistent with local plans and regulations Resolution

(including comprehensive plans)”.

E:\Sharetl’OUJVDtSiL4REDOFFJCE FJLES\CCTC’P120)4\I’roposed Sponsor Project Outline (2jduc



PROPOSED SPONSOR PROJECT OUTLINE
Please mail this Project Outline, Checklist and attachments to:

Burt Von Hoff
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity
Division of Strategic Business Development

107 East Madison Street; MSC 80
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

PHONE: 850/717-8974; Fax: 850/410-4770
E-MAIL: “BURT. VONHOFF(DEO.MYFLORIDA.COM”

NAME OF AGENCY: All Children’s Hospital Foundation_____________________________

NAME OF PROJECT: New Hospital Construction_________________________________

CONTACT PERSON: Ryan Perry__________________________________________

TITLE: Director, Operations______________________________________________

MAILING ADDRESS: 500 Seventh Ave South, St Petersburg, FL 33704

PHONE: 727-767-4199 FAX: 727-767-8510

E-MAIL: ryan.perryjbmi.edu

TYPE OF PROPOSED PROJECT:

x Provide, construct, improve or substantially rehabilitate:

Housing;

______

Homeownership Opportunities;

x All Other Housing

Commercial resources and facilities;

Industrial resources and facilities; or

Public resources and facilities.

Improve entrepreneurial & job development opportunities for low-income persons.

______

Increase access to high-speed broadband capability in rural communities with an EZ

PROJECT LOCATION:

x Florida Enterprise Zone

_____

Front Porch Community

______

Housing for Low-Income Persons (Enterprise Zone location)

_______

Housing for Low-Income Persons (non Enterprise Zone location)



All Children’s Hospital Foundation
ev;rt2Avenue South chiIrenhospitaj

St.Petersburg,FL33731-3142 a a a a a a
Phone 727-767-4199
Fax 727-767-4107

JOHNS HOPKINS MEDICINE

www.givetoalikids.org

All Children’s Hospital Foundation
Project Narratives
Community Contribution Tax Credit Procct

With demolition occurring in April 2005 on the hospital’s Resource Center building, new construction was
launched to build:

• Nine story complete replacement children’s hospital (501 61h Avenue South)
• 673 space patient and family parking garage (651 5thi Street South)

• Seven story outpatient care center (601 5th Street South) complete with family resource center,
outpatient radiology, laboratory, physician offices, and 14 bedroom Ronald McDonald Flouse

• Central energy plant (461 8111 Avenue South) that will provide the new hospital with complete power
and potable water at 100% capacity for up to 14 clays

The total project cost was $403 million.

The new hospital was occupied January 9, 2010 with all patients, equipment, staff, etc moving into the new
hospital in one day. Since that clay, the hospital has been in complete operation. The new hospital offers all
individual rooms that average an 80% increase in size, allowing families to stay overnight with their children.
This also allows medical staff to perform procedures at the child’s bedside. The new hospital will have
expanded emergency and trauma centers and larger operating rooms. An additional 14 bedroom Ronald
McDonald House will be located on the first floor of the connected Outpatient Care Center. Bayfront
Medical Center’s entire Obstetrics program will occupy 90.000 square ftct of space in the new building so
that babies are being delivered in All Children’s. The 9th floor, a built-in shell, will allow the hospital the
ability to expand from 259 rooms to 312 without any additional building. The building is being constructed
to have the lowest level of vulnerability possible to withstand any type of natural or man-made disaster. The
helipad will be able to accommodate military helicopters up to 36,000 pounds.

The majority of the Outpatient Care Center was occupied January 8, 2010; however physicians continue to
move their clinics and offices into the building. The Ronald McDonald [-louse opened February 15, 2010
and the Family Resource Center is opened June 1, 2010.

The new parking garage was completed November 23, 2007, occupied by selected staff members during the
hospital construction, and opened to families on January 9, 2010.

The Central Energy Plant was completed in May 2008 and occupied February 9, 2009. This energy plant and
water treatment system will provide 100% redundant power, water and steam in the event of a disaster anclJor
loss of public utilities.

Your Children’s Miracle Network Hospital



ihe nev, construction covets approximately 9.48 acres of the hospital campus, adding beauliftil aesthetics

and enhancing the 1:ntcrprise Zone — creating a state—of—the—art children’s heahthcarc facility to the footprint

of the City of St. Petersburg.

File flCW hospital and outpatient care center has and continues to create new jobs to support the increased

patient volume (tile hospital went from 216 beds in semi—private rooms to 259 beds in all private rooms),

hicility operations and cvcn foundation fundratsing programs.

While the new constructed complex is 100% operational, the debt continues to be paid and the All Children’s

I lospital Foundation continues to raise philanthropic support to fulfill the construction debt obligations, This

is in the form of collect lug pledge payments (on pledges made during the capital campaign) that are directed

specifically to supporting the bricks and mortar of the new hospital.

Since these pledge payments continue to be collected, we request that All Children’s 1-lospital Foundation

continue to qualify for the Community Contribution Tax Credit program. This will support those companies

who made pledge commitments to the construction project with full intent of receiving tax credits for their

pledge payments. As of December 31, 2013, there are still $100,067.72 remaining pledge payments to be

made from various donors.




































































































