
 
September 3, 2015  

8:30 AM 

 

 

 

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

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

 

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

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

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

except in connection with Awards and Presentations. 

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

please do so from the podium. 

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

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

a minimum. 

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

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

are deaf/hard of hearing. 

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION 

 

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

Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 1st 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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September 3, 2015  

8:30 AM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call. 

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

“A moment of silence will be observed to remember fallen officers of the St. Petersburg 

Police Department. The officers(s) depicted today were killed in the line of duty during 

this month.” 

Constable Edward A. George - September 16, 1908  

Officer Charles L. Eustes - September 24, 1967 

B. Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions. 

Open Forum 

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

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

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

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

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

Petersburg government. 

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

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

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

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

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

request. 

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

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

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. RECESS CITY COUNCIL MEETING & CONVENE CRA MEETING. 

2. Ordinance 192-H adopting amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan (IRP) to 

increase the redevelopment program budget by $20 million to fund improvements 

identified in the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan for the Pier District; update 

descriptions to reflect current conditions on downtown blocks; update maps and graphics; 

amending Appendix A to contain a summary of the IRP’s legal documents; and correct 

scrivener’s errors. 
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3. Resolution by City Council approving the Fourth Amendment to the April 21, 2005, 

Intown Redevelopment Plan Interlocal Agreement.    

4. Resolution by City Council approving the Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal Agreement.  

E. Reports 

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

(a) Pinellas Planning Council (PPC).  

(b) Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).   

(c) Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TBTMA).  

(d) MPO Action Committee.  

(e) PSTA - (Councilmember Rice) 

2. Eckerd Community Alternatives and the need for Foster Families. (Vice-Chair Foster) 

3. Public Arts Commission. (Oral) (Councilmember Rice) 

4. Resolution recommending that Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. (“Project”)  be approved as 

a Qualified Target Industry (“QTI”) Business pursuant to Section 288.106, Florida 

Statutes.   

5. Arts & Culture Economic Impact. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt) 

6. SHINE: St Petersburg Mural Festival. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt) 

7. SPF15, the St. Petersburg Festival 2015. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt) 

8. Resolution declaring the results of the Special Primary Election held on August 25, 2015. 

(Chan Srinivasa) 

9. Approving a resolution approving a First Amendment to the Construction Manager at 

Risk Agreement (“CMAR”) with the Haskell Company for additional pre-construction 

phase services associated with the Biosolids to Energy Project to include State Revolving 

Fund Assistance and  the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility Gas Generator and 

Electrical Improvements Project, in an amount not to exceed $106,000; and approving a 

supplemental appropriation in the amount of $132,000 which includes the CMAR 

Agreement costs as well as additional engineering project management costs in the 

amount of $25,144, from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital 

Project Fund (4003) to the WRF SW Biosolids CMAR FY15 Project (14855). [DELETE] 

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

Setting September 17, 2015 as the public hearing date for the following proposed 

Ordinance(s): 

1. Approving the vacation of a 20-foot east-west alley in the block bounded by Central 

Avenue and 1st Avenue South between 60th Street South and 61st Street South. (City File 

15-33000013)  
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2. Utility Rates for FY 2016: 

(a) Ordinance relating to utility rates and charges; amending Chapter 27, Subsections 27-

141 (a), 27-142 (a), 27-144 (c), 27-177 (a), 27-283 (a), and Subsections 27-284 (a) and 

27-284 (d) of the St. Petersburg City Code; amending base charges and volume 

charges for water service; amending wholesale water service charges for the City of 

Gulfport; amending base and volume charges for irrigation only accounts; amending 

reclaimed water rates and charges; amending base and volume charges for wastewater 

service; amending wastewater service charges for wholesale customers; providing for 

severability of provisions; providing an explanation of words struck through and 

underlined; and establishing a date to begin calculating new rates for billing purposes.  

(b) Sanitation Rate Study.  

(c) Stormwater Rate Recommendation. 

3. Ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development 

Regulations (LDRs) pertaining to nonconforming lots.  (City File LDR-2015-04) 

4. Ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development 

Regulations (LDRs) pertaining to tree protection and landscaping requirements. (City File 

LDR-2015-05)  

5. Ordinance of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, relating to Code Enforcement; Amending 

Chapter 9 of the City Code to clarify the powers of the Code Enforcement Board to 

certify, assess, and reduce liens on properties which are found to be in violation of City 

Code; adding posting of notices as a means of service; and adding criteria for vehicle, 

vessel, and equipment violation notices. 

G. New Business 

1. Requesting to schedule a Committee of the Whole or Workshop prior to Administration 

bringing an extension to the Grand Prix contract for Council approval. (Councilmember 

Nurse) 

2. Referring to a Committee of the Whole to discuss funding from Weeki Wachee Funds,  

the purchase of land adjacent to Boyd Hill Nature Preserve. (Councilmember Kornell) 

H. Council Committee Reports 

1. Legislative Affairs & Intergovernmental Relations (LAIR). (08/20/15) 

(a) Resolution supporting the United States Departments of Housing and Urban 

Development (“HUD”) Home Investment Partnerships (“HOME”) Program; and 

urging the Federal Delegation to support and pass legislation for funding. 

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (08/20/15) 

(a) Resolution of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida authorizing the issuance of not to 

exceed $50,000,000 in aggregate principal amount of City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Public Service Tax Revenue Bonds, Series 2015A for the purpose of financing, 

refinancing and/or reimbursing the costs of any design, and the planning, site 

preparation, acquisition, installation, construction, and equipping of a City-owned 

municipal pier, commonly referred to as the Pier Project, as more particularly 
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described herein; authorizing the issuance of not to exceed $23,000,000 in aggregate 

principal amount of City of St. Petersburg, Florida Public Service Tax Revenue 

Bonds, Series 2015B for the purpose of financing, refinancing and/or reimbursing the 

costs of capital projects designed to integrate the Pier Project with the surrounding 

downtown environment, commonly referred to as the Pier Approach Project, as more 

particularly described herein; pledging Public Service Tax revenues to secure payment 

of the principal of and interest on such Bonds; making certain covenants and 

agreements for the benefit of the Holders of such Bonds; authorizing Bond validation; 

authorizing certain officials and employees of the city to take all actions required in 

connection with the sale, issuance and delivery of such Bonds; and making certain 

covenants and agreements in connection therewith.   

(b) Approving the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and Morgan 

Stanley Smith Barney, LLC for investment manager services for the St. Petersburg 

Parks Preservation Fund (Weeki Wachee Proceeds); and authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.  

3. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (08/27/15) [DELETE] 

4. Energy, Natural Resources & Sustainability Committee (ENRS). (08/20/15) 

5. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (08/27/15) 

6. Housing Services Committee. (08/27/15) 

(a) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to dispose of Unbuildable Surplus real property 

to abutting residential property owner(s) for nominal consideration with the purchaser 

paying all closing costs; and approving and adopting Policies and Procedures to 

provide for said disposition and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.  

(b) Resolution superceding resolutions No. 2012-515 and No. 2013-498 and approving 

the policies and procedures set forth herein (“Policies and Procedures”) establishing a 

Special Assessment Lien Modification Program that authorizes the Mayor or his 

designee to take the actions set forth therein on requests for relief from Special 

Assessment Liens pursuant to the Policies and Procedures; and authorizing the Mayor 

or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this resolution and the 

Policies and Procedures. 

I. Legal 

J. Open Forum 

K. First Public Hearing -- Fiscal Year 2016 Budget - 6:30 P.M. 

1. Fiscal Year 2016 Tentative Budget and Proposed Millage Rate 

(a) Resolution adopting a proposed millage rate for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 

2016.  

(b) Ordinance (number to come) making appropriations for the fiscal year ending 

September 30, 2016; making appropriations for the payment of the operating expenses 

of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, including its utilities, and for the payment of 

principal and interest of revenue bonds, and other obligations of the City of St. 

Petersburg, Florida; making appropriations for the Capital Improvement Program of 
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the City of St. Petersburg, Florida; making appropriations for the dependent special 

districts of the City; adopting this appropriation ordinance as the budget for the City 

for fiscal year ending September 30, 2016; and providing for related matters.  

(c) Resolution adopting the tentative budget for the Fiscal Year ending September 30, 

2016. 

L. Adjournment 

A 
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St. Petersburg 

Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) 

September 3, 2015 

 

 

1. City Council convenes as Community Redevelopment Agency. 

2. Resolution of the St. Petersburg Community Redevelopment Agency recommending City 

Council approve amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan.  

3. Adjourn Community Redevelopment Agency.                                 ~RECONVENE CITY 

COUNCIL MEETING~   (City Council takes action on Ordinance 192-H adopting 

amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan (IRP).  
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Consent Agenda A 

September 3, 2015 

 

NOTE: Business items listed on the yellow Consent Agenda cost more than one-half million dollars while 

the blue Consent Agenda includes routine business items costing less than that amount. 

(Procurement) 

1. Approving the purchase of fuel from Indigo Energy Partners, LLC and J.H. Williams Oil 

Company, Inc. for the Fleet Management Department at an estimated annual cost of 

$4,943,497. 

(Public Works) 

2. Gandy Boulevard Limited Access Road Improvements Project: 

(a) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Utility Work Agreement (“UWA”) 

Amendment No. 2 between the City of St. Petersburg and Condotte/De Moya JV, LLC 

who is under contract with the Florida Department of Transportation (“FDOT”) to 

design and build the Gandy Boulevard Limited Access Road Improvements (the 

“Project”), in the estimated sum of $933,217 for a total revised Utility Work cost of 

$3,525,434, to relocate identified City utilities in conflict with the FDOT’s Limited 

Access roadway, bridge and drainage improvements at Gandy Boulevard (SR 694) 

within the Segment 4 Tinney Creek and 4th Street area (FPID # 256931-2-52-01); and 

reducing the storm drainage improvements work to be performed under the UWA in the 

amount of $300,000. (Engineering Project No. 14069-111; Oracle Nos. 13853, 13854 

and Engineering Project 15054-110; Oracle No. 14923)  

(b) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. 

12-04-LWES/GC to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Land & 

Water Engineering Science, Inc. (LWES) in the amount of $160,531 for engineering 

design services pertaining to the Oak Street Stormwater Drainage Improvements for a 

total amount not to exceed $192,119. (Engineering Project No. 15046-110; Oracle No. 

14640) 
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Consent Agenda B 

September 3, 2015 

 

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 five year blanket purchase agreement for office supplies to Staples Contract 

and Commercial, Inc., at an estimated annual cost of $480,000. 

2. Awarding a contract to Cathey Construction & Development, LLC in the amount of 

$289,615 for the construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility. (Engineering 

Project No. 15063-115; Oracle No. 14604). 

3. Accepting a proposal from the Florida Department of Management Services, a sole source 

supplier, for communications services through the State’s CentraNet (CNET) SUNCOM 

program for the Department of Technology Services at an estimated annual cost of 

$130,000. 

(City Development) 

4. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a one (1) year agreement with the 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority in an amount not to exceed $75,000 to operate a daily 

fixed route trolley service program from St. Pete Beach to the eastern terminus of 2nd 

Avenue NE in downtown St. Petersburg including service to the Dolphin and Pelican 

Parking Lots. 

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell the surplus, unimproved City-owned parcel 

located at approximately 747 – 4th Avenue North, St. Petersburg, to Marcal Investments, 

LLC for $32,000, with net proceeds of $2,800 to the City. 

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

Petersburg Warehouse Arts District, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for use of three 

(3) unimproved parcels located on the westerly side of 22nd Street South between 6th 

Avenue South and Fairfield Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida, for a period of twenty-

four (24) hours at a nominal fee, to provide overflow parking for the public while hosting 

a community art event.  

( 

  

(Appointments) 
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7. Confirming the appointment of Ashley C. Burke as a regular member to the Arts Advisory 

Committee to serve an unexpired three-year term ending September 30, 2015. 

(Miscellaneous) 

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a grant from WorkNet Pinellas, Inc. d/b/a 

CareerSource Pinellas in the amount of $30,000 for the specific purpose of continuing 

education and training of current Fire & Rescue Department employees as paramedics; 

and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and approving a 

supplemental appropriation in the amount of $30,000 from the increase in the 

unappropriated balance of the Emergency Medical Services fund (1009) resulting from 

these additional revenues, to the CareerSource Pinellas 2015 project (14996).  

9. Approving the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg (“City”), Pinellas County 

Property Appraiser (“Property Appraiser”), and Pinellas County Tax Collector (“Tax 

Collector”) for Tax Management Associates, Inc. (“TMA”) to receive thirty percent (30%) 

of any tax, penalties, and interest collected from back taxes assessed or tax liens filed by 

the Property Appraiser on parcels in the City, which undeserved personal exemptions 

were discovered through a TMA audit pursuant to the agreement between TMA, the 

Property Appraiser, and the Tax Collector; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to 

execute all documents necessary to effectuate the transaction. 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings. Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, August 27, 2015, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, August 27, 2015, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

Housing Services Committee 

Thursday, August 27, 2015, 10:30 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/ Agenda Review and Administrative Update (for 9/3) 

Thursday, August 27, 2015, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Civil Service Board 

1 Alternate Member 

(Term expires 6/30/17) 
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 PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS: 
 
 
1. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a yellow card and present the card to the Clerk.  All speakers must be 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
IV1(EtiIg Of Sept z1lJ:I 3, 2015

TO The Honorable CI iarlie Gerdes, Chaii and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT Second Reading and Public Hearing of Ordinance
amending the Intown Redevelopment Plan to increase its
program budget by $20 million in tax increment financing
to fund Downtown Waterfront Master Plan
improvements; update descriptions to reflect current
development conditions; update maps and graphics;
amending Appendix A to provide a summary of all IRP legal
documents; provide for severability; and correct
scrivener’s errors.

RECOMMENDATION Administration recommends City Council approve the
attached Ordinance and adopt the Amendments to the
lntown Redevelopment Plan.

BACKGROUND

City Administration is proposing a series of amendments to the Intown Redevelopment
Plan (IRP) highlighted by increased budgetary authority in the IRP redevelopment
program for $20 million in improvements to the Pier Approach that will be funded
through tax increment financing. These improvements were identified in the Downtown
Waterfront Master Plan that was adopted by City Council on June 4, 2015. On
September 3, 2015, City Council will be asked to approve a “Fourth Amendment to the
April 21, 2005, lntown Redevelopment Plan lnterlocal Agreement” in advance of second
reading and public hearing on this subject ordinance in order to authorize the
amendments to the IRP discussed herein.

The proposed IRP amendments are necessary to effectuate the terms of an agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County to establish a tax increment
financing (TIF) district for the entire 7,400-acre South St. Petersburg Community
Redevelopment Area (CRA). To garner County support for the South St. Petersburg TIF
district, the City agreed, among other items, to reduce Pinellas County’s annual
percentage contribution to the CRA redevelopment trust funds for both Intown and
Bayboro Harbor from 95 percent to 85 percent of the annual tax increment. Pinellas
County, while approving the South St. Petersburg TIF district also agreed to the $20
million increase in the IRP redevelopment program budget that can be funded with tax
increment financing. The major components of this deal are memorialized in the “South
St. Petersburg CRA Interlocal Agreement (June 3, 2014)”, which was approved by City
Council on May 21, 2015.
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Amendments to community redevelopment plans (CRPs) require adoption by ordinance

and must comply with procedures established by Florida’s Community Recievelopment

Act. Each CRP amendment must be found in conformance with the City’s

comprehensive plan by the Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC),

reviewed by the Community Redevelopment Agency, and approved by City Council and

the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners (BCC). The CPPC found the

amendments consistent with the comprehensive plan. If the amendments are

approved, Pinellas County will be taking action on the amendments by October 20,

2015.

SUMMARY OF AMENDMENTS

The proposed amendments include

• Increasing the redevelopment program budget identified in Table 2 by $20 million

in tax increment financing to fund improvements to the Pier District identified in

the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan. Briefly describe the same in other

sections throughout the document.

• Creating a new consistent graphic and map format throughout the document.

• Changing references from “Progress Energy” to “Duke Energy”.

• Changing references from “BayWalk” to “Sundial” and adding information on the

current condition of the development.

• Amending Figure 1 to include aerial view of Duke Energy Center for the Arts and

environs.

• Adding current development information to description of Webb’s City area and

Map 6.

• Adding section entitled “Downtown Waterfront Master Plan” to describe in detail

the project to be funded with tax increment financing.

• Amending Figure 1 to add boundaries for the “Character Districts” described in the

Downtown Waterfront Master Plan.

• Updating data on number of residential units constructed since 1982 in lntown

and the rest of downtown.
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• In Llle 2

— Extend the completion date of the “Municipal Pier Project” from 2016 to 2018
— Add “$“ to total cost of “Duke Energy Center for the Arts”

Extend the completion date of the “Mixed Use Transportation Facility” from
2016 to 2018.
Increase the amount of “Maximum TIF Funds Required” from $97.354 million to
$117354 million.

• Replacing select legal instruments related to the IRP from Appendix A with a
summary of all pertinent legal documents.

RECOM MEN DATION

Administration recommends City Council approve the attached Ordinance and adopt
the amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan.

Attachments: Ordinance
Amended Chapters of Intown Redevelopment Plan



NO. 2015 -

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENTS TO THE INTOWN
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN (IRP) OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,
PURSUANT TO PART Ill OF CHAPTER 163 OF THE FLORIDA
STATUTES; EXPANDING THE REDEVELOPMENT PROGRAM BUDGET
BY $20 MILLION IN TAX INCREMENT FINANCING TO FUND
IMPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THE DOWNTOWN WATERFRONT
MASTER PLAN FOR THE PIER DISTRICT; UPDATING DESCRIPTIONS TO
REFLECT CURRENT DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS; UPDATING MAPS
AND GRAPHICS; CORRECTING SCRIVENER’S ERRORS; AMENDING
APPENDIX A TO PROVIDE A SUMMARY OF ALL IRP LEGAL
DOCUMENTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg approved the Intown Redevelopment Plan
(IRP) to revitalize the City’s original downtown core area and waterfront for urban entertainment,
sports, residential, commercial, institutional and office uses; and

WHEREAS, the Waterfront Plan section of the IRP calls for the continued renovation
of the waterfront parks and Pier area and the development of specialty retail and cultural and
recreational facilities; and

WHEREAS, on June 4, 2015, City Council approved the Downtown Waterfront
Master Plan, which was mandated by an amendment to the City Charter approved by referendum
on November 8, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan identified potential future public
improvements throughout the waterfront planning area, including the Pier District; and

WHEREAS, the Pier District provides a vital link between the new Municipal Pier
and the Downtown Core and public improvements are necessary to energize and connect activity
between both to ensure the long-term success of the Municipal Pier; and

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council and the Pinellas County Board of County
Commissioners approved the “Interlocal Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and
Pinellas County, Florida for Governance of the South St. Petersburg Community Redevelopment
Area (June 2, 2015)” (lnterlocal Agreement); and

WHEREAS, the Interlocal Agreement calls for the reduction in Pinellas County’s
annual tax increment contribution to the IRP Redevelopment Trust Fund in exchange for - among
other items - an increase in the IRP redevelopment budget from $97.4 million to $117.4 million to
fund improvements identified in the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan; and



WHEREAS, th RI’ has ui lergone sigriilicant (hVVIOI)lfleflt Since its adoption in

1082, and the IRP should refli’rt the r urrent drvelopment condition of key blocks in downtown; and

WHEREAS, the IRP maps and graphics will occasionally need updating; and

WHEREAS, revisions to grammar, Usage and scrivener’s errors are necessary to
ensure the IRP’s clarity; and

WHEREAS, Appendix A of the IRP contains select legal documents relating to
adoption of the IRP as well as recent major amendments, and replacing them with a short summary
of all IRP legal documents will be more useful for readers.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES HEREBY ORDAIN:

Section 1. Exhibit A of Ordinance 557-F, as amended, is hereby amended to read as
provided in the Attachment to this ordinance, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein.

Section 2. Words that are struck through shall be deleted from the existing Intown
Redevelopment Plan (IRP) and language that is underlined shall be added to the existing IRP.
Provisions not specifically amended shall continue in full force and effect.

Section 3. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be
severable. If any portion of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional, it shall not affect the
constitutionality of any other portion of this ordinance.

Section 4. Effective Date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor
in accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective when the Board of County
Commissioners approves it as an amendment to the Intown Redevelopment Plan. In the event this
ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective
unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which
case it shall become effective as described above.

thFirst Reading conducted on 20 day of August, 2015.

Passed by St. Petersburg City Council on second and final reading held on the 3ij

day of September, 2015.

___________

City Attorney Date Director, Planning & Economic Development Date

Approved as to Form and Substance
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T
he

C
ity

C
harter

\‘ill
require

a
public

referendum
for

any
disposition

of
or

long-term
lease

on
C

ity
property

in
the

D
o

w
n

t
o

.
v

n
W

a
t
e
r
f
r
o
n
t

A
r
e
a

e
a
s
t

o
f

B
e
a
c
h

D
r
i
v
e

t
o

t
h
e

M
u
n
i
c
i
p
a
l

P
i
e
r

s
t
r
u
c
t
u
r
e
.

R
ESID

EN
TIA

L
D

E
V

E
L

O
PM

E
N

T
PR

O
G

R
A

M

T
he

developm
ent

of
an

expanded
residential

base
in

the
In

to
’n

is
essential

to
achieve

a
successful

dow
ntow

n
redevelopm

ent
program

.
P

eople
living

and
w

orking
dow

ntow
n

w
ill

g
en

erate
the

24-hour
activity

and
com

m
unity

spirit
necessary

to
continue

the
expansion

of
the

dow
ntow

n
econom

ic
end

cultural
base.

O
ne

im
portant

aspect
of

residential
developm

ent
is

the
utilization

of
the

existing
housing

stock.

To
ensure

housing
opportunities

for
all

citizens
of

St.
P

etersburg,
the

residential
developm

ent
program

focuses
on

tw
o

aspects
of

the
housing

m
arket:

1.
aid

Io.v
end

m
iddle-incom

e
persons

in
the

rehabilitation
of

their
property

or
investor

ow
ners

w
ho

provide
housing

for
low

and
m

iddle-incom
e

groups;
and

2.
aid

in
defining

and
assisting

new
m

iddle-incom
e

residential
developm

ent
and

infill
housing,

and
ensuring

its
com

patibility
w

ith
the

surrounding
n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d
.

N
ew

o
w

-
i
n
c
o
m

e
h
o
u
s
i
n
g

w
ill

continue
to

be
provided

through
the

C
itys

e
x

i
s
t
i
n

g
p
r
o
g
r
a
m

s
i
n

the
iam

estov.n
and

G
as

P
lant

a
r
e
a

a
n
d

t
h
r
o
u
g
h

o
t
h
e
r

f
e
d
e
r
a
l

o
r
o

g
r
a
r
n

s
.

T
he

residential
developm

ent
program

utilizes
a

variety
of

federal,
state

and
local

program
s

to
encourage

new
housing

and
rehabilitation

of
the

existing
housing

stock.
T

his
plan

incorporates
spot

clearance
and

rehabilitation
on

a
m

ajority
of

the
blocks

in
th

e
redevelopm

ent
area

and
in

other
selected

blocks
utilizes

rehabilitation
and

block
consolidation

for
new

infill
housing

(see
M

ap
7).

T
he

program
w

ill
consist

of
voluntary

and
com

pulsory
participation

by
ow

ners
in

th
e

rehabilitation
of

their
buildings

in
accordance

w
ith

design
criteria

set
forth

in
this

plan.

T
he

available
funding

alternatives
include,

but
are

not
lim

ited
to,

the
follow

ing:

F
ederal

•
312

R
ehabilitation

L
oan

P
rogram

offers
direct

loans
and

w
orks

on
a

revolving
loan

fund
basis;

•
S

ection
8

rent
supplem

ent
for

low
-incom

e
persons.

•
M

ortgage
insurance

program
s

designed
to

encourage
lending

institutions
investm

ent
in

housing
by

reducing
the

risk
related.

•
T

he
H

istoric
P

reservation
T

ax
C

redit
program

provides
a

20
p
ercen

t
tax

credit
for

developers
of

w
ho

renovate
rental

housing
th

at
are

listed
on

th
e

N
ational

R
egister

of
H

istoric
Places.

S
tate

•
T

he
C

om
m

unity
C

ontribution
T

ax
C

redit
(S

ection
220.183,

Into.’n
R

edevelopm
ent
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p.S.)
offers

a
50%

credit
against

state
corporate

incom
e

taxes
for

contributions
of

up
to

5200,000,
for

com
m

unity
developm

ent,
w

hich
could

be
used

as
direct

grant
or

to
start

a
‘-evolving

loan
fund;

•
T

he
S

tare
of

Florida,
th

ro
u
g
h

its
en

terp
rise

zone
egiU

arion,
provides

tax
incentives

and
loans

to
qualified

com
m

unity
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

co
rp

o
ratio

n
s

to
carry

o
u
t

such
proiects

in
declared

or
distress

areas;

•
T

he
Florida

H
ousing

D
evelopm

ent
F

inance
A

gency
rrlay

m
ake

available
financing

o
p
p
o
rtu

n
ities

for
residential

“ehabiL
tation,

speciticaily
th

ro
u
g
h

tax
-ex

em
p
t

bonding.

•
D

rornour’g
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
residential

services:

•
jse

of
:ax

in
crem

en
t

financing
for

residential
related

p
u
b
c

im
provem

ents,
such

as
recreatio

n
areas

(use
of

a!ley
:ay

s),
n
frastrectu

re,
landscaping,

lighting,
etc:

•
C

ity
m

ay
iniL

ate
vacation

of
alleys

and
streets

for
d

eve
loom

ent:
•

use
a

loan
principal

or
interest

subsidy
program

on
conven

U
O

fld
i

O
d
fls.

•
jse

of
tax

in
crem

en
t

financing
for

land
acquisition;

•
usC

of
the

A
d

V
alorem

T
ax

E
xem

ption
for

H
istoric

°ro
p
eries

enabled
by

C
ity

ordinance;

•
C

ity
m

ay
issue

housing
m

ortgage
revcnue

bonds;

•
local

banks
establishing

a
special

loan
pool

for
all

types
of

residential
developm

ent.

T
he

key
to

encouraging
the

housing
m

arket
to

respond
to

the
needs

of
housing

consum
ers

and
stim

ulating
new

residential
grow

th
in

the
dow

ntow
n,

lies
in

creative
financing

techniques.
W

hen
th

e
IRP

w
as

ad
o
p
ted

,
it

w
as

estim
ated

th
at

th
e

p
an

could
g
en

erate
1500

or
m

ore
additional

housing
units

in
the

area.
T

he
IRP

has
exceeded

th
at

estim
ate.

Since
the

RP
w

as
adopted

in
1982,

m
ore

than
1
,7

0
0
2
,1

0
0

residential
units

have
been

added
w

ithin
th

e
com

m
unity

redevelopm
ent

area.
in

th
e

rest
of

d
o
w

n
to

w
n
,

m
o
re

th
an

G
8
2
G

dw
eflng

units
have

been
co

n
stru

cted
during

th
e

sam
e

period.
A

ll
but

approxim
ately

four
h
u
n
d
red

units
have

been
co

n
stru

cted
since

1998
th

ro
u
g
h
o
u
t

dow
ntow

n.

B
lock

C
onsolidation

T
he

C
om

m
unity

R
ed

ev
elo

p
m

en
t

A
gency.

to
r

th
e

potenL
al

p
u
rp

o
se

of
consolidating

parcels,
m

ay
u
n
d
ertak

e
selected

land
acquisition

for
th

e
residential

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

program
.

B
locks

identified
for

consolidation
are

show
n

on
M

ap
7.

T
he

residential
program

involves
th

e
V

inoy
p
ro

ject
and

th
e

U
niversity

P
ark

R
esidential

D
istrct.

T
he

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

co
n
cep

t
for

th
ese

areas
is

described
below

:

rtc
r

R
edevelopm

ent
Plan
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT A Resolution by City Council approving the Fourth Amendment to
the April 21, 2005, lntown Redevelopment Plan (IRP) Interlocal
Agreement.

RECOMMENDATION Administration recommends City Council approve the attached
Resolution.

OVERVIEW

The proposed amendments to the IRP lnterlocal agreement will 1) reduce Pinellas
County’s contribution to the IRP Redevelopment Trust Fund from 95 percent to 85
percent of the annual tax increment; 2) increase the IRP redevelopment program
budget by $20 million in Table 2 of the IRP for Downtown Waterfront Master Plan
Improvements; and 3) alter Table 2 of the IRP to reflect revised completion dates for
two projects and update references to Duke Energy Center for the Arts.

The amendments to the IRP lnterlocal agreement are necessary to effectuate the terms
of an agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County to establish a
tax increment financing (TIE) district for the entire 7,400-acre South St. Petersburg
Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). To garner County support for the South St.
Petersburg TIE district, the City agreed, among other items, to reduce Pinellas County’s
annual percentage contribution to the CRA redevelopment trust funds for both lntown
and Bayboro Harbor from 95 percent to 85 percent of the annual tax increment.
Pinellas County, while agreeing to the South St. Petersburg TIE district also approved the
$20 million increase in the IRP redevelopment program budget that can be funded with
tax increment financing. The major components of this deal are memorialized in
amendments to the “South St. Petersburg CRA Interlocal Agreement (June 3, 2014)”,
which were approved by City Council on May 21, 2015.

RECO MM EN DATI ON

Administration recommends City Council approve the attached Resolution.

Attachment: Resolution with Interlocal Agreement



NO. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ST.
PETERSBURG APPROVING THE FOURTH AMENDMENT TO THE
APRIL 21, 2005, INTOWN REDEVELOPMENT PLAN INTERLOCAL
AGREEMENT ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT A; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on June 2, 2015, the St. Petersburg City Council and Pinellas County
Board of County Commissioners executed an “Interlocal Agreement between the City of St.
Petersburg and Pinellas County for Governance of the South St. Petersburg Community
Redevelopment Area”, which inter a/ia specified amendments to the Intown Redevelopment
Plan and related Interlocal Agreement in order to effectuate establishment of the South St.
Petersburg CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund; and

WHEREAS, St. Petersburg City Council approved Resolution 2015-230 on May 21,
2015, requesting City Administration to undertake said amendments to the Intown
Redevelopment Plan and related Interlocal Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the St. Petersburg City Council does
hereby approve the attached “Fourth Amendment to the Interlocal Agreement between the
City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County for the Commitment of Tax Increment Revenues in
the Intown Community Redevelopment Area dated April 21, 2005”.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Passed by St. Petersburg City Council in regular session on the 3td day of
September, 2015.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Dhignee) Dave Goodwin, Director
Planning and Economic Development
Department



ExhibitA

Fourth Amendment to the Intown Interlocal Agreement (April 21, 2005)
Intown Community Redevelopment Area

7



F’( )(J R’l’l I iN’IEN D1’IEN’I’ ‘I’( ) ‘Fl I E 1 I’I’ERL( )(‘AL A( ; REEI\’l ENT
B E’I’WEIiN

TIlE ( piTY OF ST. PKTERSBLJk(, FIA)R1I)A
A NI)

IiNEIiiS (‘()LJN1Y, FlORIDA
I’OR

rr E C( )MN’1ITI’IENT OF
rIx INCREMENT REVENUES IN THE INTOWN (OMM(1NITY

REDEVELOPMENT AREA DATEI) APRIL 21, 2005

WHEREAS, in 2005, the City of St. Petershurg (City) amended its Intown

Redevelopment Plan and requested Pi nd las County (County) to extend its commitment of Tax

Increment Revenues in downtown St. Petersburg (known commonly as the Intown Community

Redevelopment Area); and

WHEREAS, the County reviewed the pljects which the City proposed to construct or

redevelop in the Intown Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) using Tax Increment Revenues

and approved the City’s request; and

WHEREAS, the City and County entered into an Interlocal Agreement dated April 21

2005. authorizing the City to use Tax Increment Revenues to pay for approved projects identified

in the Intown Redevelopment Plan through the issuance of bonds or other indebtedness therefore,

and subsequently entered into the First Amendment dated March 21, 2006, a Second

Amendment dated December 2, 2010, and a Third Amendment dated July 12, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the original Interlocal Agreement as amended by the First, Second, and

Third Amendments is hereinafter referred to as the “Intown CRA Interlocal Agreement”; and

WHEREAS, the City and County have agreed in the “South St. Petersburg Community

Redevelopment Area Interlocal Agreement” dated June 2, 2015, to further amend the Intown

CRA Interlocal Agreement by reducing the percentage of the County’s annual contribution to the

Intown CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund and adding $20 million in projects to the Intown

Redevelopment Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (City) and Pinellas County

(County) enter into this Fourth Amendment to the Intown CRA Interlocal Agreement, as follows:

1. Beginning in 2016, Pinellas County’s contribution to the Intown CRA

Redevelopment Trust Fund will be reduced from 95 percent to 85 percent of the

annual tax increment created each year in the Intown CRA.



2. I’ahlc 2 (‘III I ‘und ing Required for New Public Improvement Projects, 2005—2035) of

the Intown Redevelopment Plan is hereby amended in the lol lowing manner and

attached as Exhibit I:

a. Add “I)owntown Wateriront Master Plan Improvements—Pier I)istrict’’ to he

located on the Pier Approach with $20 mill ion in TIF Funds Required, $5 1 .7

nh I lion in total Costs, and expected completion year of 2020.

h. Increase the “Maximum TIF Funds Required” from $97.354 million to $11 7.354

million.

c. Extend the end date of the ‘‘M unicipal Pier Project” Ironi “2() 16” to “201 s”.
d. Extend the end date of the “Mixed Use Transportation Facility” project from

“2() 16” to” 201

3. Except as specifically amended, supplemented or modified by this Fourth

Amendment, all of the terms, covenants and conditions of the Intown CRA Interlocal

Agreement remain in full force and effect.

(Signature Page Follows)

2



IN WITNESS ‘vVIIEREOF, the Parties have executed this Fourth Amendment effective
as of__________________ 2015.

PINEIJAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, cinry OF srr PETERSBURG
hy and through its Board of County
Commissioners

By: By:
Chairnan N4ayor

ATTEST: ATTEST:
KEN BURKE, Clerk CHANDRAHASA SRINIVASA, City Clerk

By: By:
Deputy Clerk Deputy City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM APPROVED AS TO FORM

By: By:
Office of the County Attorney Office of the City Attorney

3



Exhibit 1

Table 2 of the Intown Redevelopment Plan
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City

Council

SUBJECT A Resolution by City Council approving the Bayboro Harbor CRA

Interlocal Agreement.

RECOMMENDATION Administration recommends City Council approve the attached

Resolution.

OVERVIEW

The proposed Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal agreement will 1) reduce Pinellas County’s

contribution to the Bayboro Harbor Redevelopment Trust Fund from 95 percent to 85

percent of the annual tax increment; 2) terminate the Bayboro Harbor Redevelopment

Trust Fund on March 17, 2018; and require expenditure by September 30, 2021, of all

tax increment funds remaining in the Bayboro Harbor Redevelopment Trust Fund after

its expiration.

The Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal Agreement is necessary to effectuate the terms of

an agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County to establish a tax

increment financing (TIF) district for the entire 7,400-acre South St. Petersburg

Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). To garner County support for the South St.

Petersburg TIE district, the City agreed, among other items, to reduce Pinellas County’s

annual percentage contribution to the Bayboro Harbor CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund.

The major components of this agreement are memorialized in amendments to the

“South St. Petersburg CRA lnterlocal Agreement (June 3, 2014)”, which were approved

by City Council on May 21, 2015.

RECOMMENDATION

Administration recommends City Council approve the attached Resolution.

Attachment: Resolution with Interlocal Agreement



NO. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ST.
PETERSBURG APPROVING THE INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR THE
BAYBORO HARBOR COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREA (CRA)
ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT A; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on June 2, 2015, the St. Petersburg City Council and Pinellas County
Board of County Commissioners executed an “lnterlocal Agreement between the City of St.
Petersburg and Pinellas County for Governance of the South St. Petersburg Community
Redevelopment Area”, which inter alia specified certain changes to the Bayboro Harbor CRA
Redevelopment Trust Fund in order to effectuate establishment of the South St. Petersburg
CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund; and

WHEREAS, St. Petersburg City Council approved Resolution 2015-230 on May 21,
2015, requesting City Administration to undertake said changes related to the Bayboro Harbor
CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the St. Petersburg City Council does
hereby approve the attached “Interlocal Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
Pinellas County for the Commitment of Tax Increment Revenues in the Bayboro Harbor
Community Redevelopment Area”.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Passed by St. Petersburg City Council in regular session on the 3 day of
September, 2015.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (E1’esignee) e Goodwin, Director
Planning and Economic Development
Department



Exhibit A

Bayboro Harbor Community Redevelopment Area Interlocal Agreement
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IN’I’EIIA )UAI A( REI1lVIEN’[
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ill E C I r[\ o ST. IiiiRSB (I R(. Ii A )R I I)A
ANI)

IINEI I AS ( ‘( )L INTY, Fl A )RII)A
FoR

TI-IE CoMMITMENT OF
[\ INCREMENT REVENLIES IN [iiF BAYB()R() HARBOR COMMUNITY

REDEVEIA)PMENT AREA

Wi-I EREAS, the Board ol Con nty Corn missioners ol Pi nd las Con nty. Florida. by

Resolution No. 85—284. dated May 1 6. I 985. delegated to the City Council of the City of St.

Petershur. Florida. certain authority and powers to conduct redevelopment activities as defined

in Chapter 163. Part III. Florida Statutes (Act) and delineated by Community Redevelopment

Area hon ndaries: and

Wi-IEREAS, the Si. Petersburg City Council. pursuant to Florida Statute 163.357 and

Board of County Commissioners Resolution 85—284. approved Resolution No. 85—434 on June 6.

1985. to

1) Accepted delegation of certain redevelopment authority from the Pinellas County

Bowcl of County Commissioners:

2) Declared the area known as Bayhoro Harbor to he a slum or blighted area; and

3) Established the City Council as [lie Community Redevelopment Agency responsible

for undertaking and carrying out redevelopment planning and related activities for the

Bayhoro Harbor Community Redevelopment Area (CRA);

WHEREAS, by Ordinance No. 855-F. the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,

Florida. has adopted the Bayhoro Harbor Community Redevelopment Plan pursuant to the

requirements of the Act: and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Pinellas County, Florida approved

the Bayhoro Harbor Community Redevelopment Plan pursuant to a resolution adopted on

December 3, 1985; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg. Florida, on March 17,1988,

enacted Ordinance No. 1027-F cl-eating a redevelopment trust fund pursuant to the Act; and



V II I:I{F:As. (lie Board 01 County Coniniissioneis oI Pine! las County. Florida. by

)rd nance No. —45. daed ( )etober 25. I 08$. approved the creation of a redevelopment trust

lund br the Bayhoio I larbor CRA: and

W II IREAS, br()Ii1 time to ti me. the Comm ii ii ty RedeVek)pmerlt Plan has been amended

to reflect cx isti im eoiiditio is. by replacing outdated graphics and maps. providing text revisions

and reor.!an i zat ion, and updating redevelopment progmms and projects: and

WI-I KREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council and Pinel las County Board of County

Commissioners have approved the .lune 2. 2015. “South St. Petersburg CRA lnterloeal

Agreement”. which includes conditions regarding the County’s tax increment revenue

contributions to the Bayboro 1—larbor CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund.

NOW. THEREFORE. the City of St. Petersburg. Florida (City) and Pinellas County

(County) enter into this Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal Agreement. as follows:

Beginning in 2016. Pinellas County’s contribution to the I3ayboro Harbor CRA

Redevelopment Trust Fund will be reduced from 95 percent to 85 percent of the

annual tax increment created each year in the CRA.

2. The Bayhoro Harbor CRA Redevelopment Trust Fund will he terminated on March

17. 2018.

3. All tax increment funds remaining in the Bayhoro Harbor CRA Redevelopment Trust

Fund upon its expiration must he expended by September 30, 2021.

(Signature Page Follows)
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IN Vs1 I’FNFSS WhEREOF, the Parties have executed this Iiiierloeal J\gieelncnt
elective as ol 201 5.

IINELLAS (‘OUNTY, FLORIDA, (YTY OF ST. PETERSB(JRG
hy and through its Board ol County
Corn iii issioners

By: By:
Chairman Mayor

ATTEST: ATTEST:
KEN BURKE, Clerk CHANDRAHASA SRINIVASA, City Clerk

By: By:
Deputy Clerk Deputy City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM APPROVED AS TO FORM

By: By:
Office of the County Attorney Office of the City Attorney





ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution recommending that Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. (“Project”) be
approved as a Qualified Target Industry (“QTI”) Business pursuant to Section 288.106, Florida
Statutes with an average private sector wage commitment calculation based on 1 15% of the
average State of Florida wage; finding that the commitments of local financial support necessary
for the Project exist; committing $15,000 as the City’s share of the local financial support for the
Project beginning in State FY 2016, subject to appropriation and conditioned on the Project
meeting statutory requirements; authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this resolution; and providing an effective date.

EXPLANATION: Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. (“Project”) has filed a State of Florida
Qualified Target Industry Tax Refund Program (“Program”) application with the State of
Florida, Pinellas County, and the City of St. Petersburg. The Project is proposing to establish its
national headquarters in St. Petersburg, Florida. Additional locations the Project is considering
are: Indiana; Kansas; Austin, Texas; and Atlanta, Georgia.

The Project has not requested confidentiality under Florida Statute 288.075. The QTI Program is
an incentive program, administered through the State that provides tax refunds for each new job
created by new or expanding businesses in target industries. The amount of tax refund is $3,000
per new job created at 115% of the average wage of the State of Florida.

Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. provides enterprise technology firms with sales consulting, sales
training, recruitment, and lead generation services. Currently headquartered in New York City,
the company plans to relocate its headquarters to St. Petersburg and hire additional staff.

An estimated 50 new jobs are projected to be created by the Project with annual remuneration at
or above 115% of the average wage of the State of Florida ($49,340) and an annual benefit
package of $5,659. These earnings will result in an economic impact of $3,662,267 and 68 new
direct and indirect jobs. The Project also will make an investment of $9,000 in
constructionlrenovations and $19,500 in equipment. The economic impact of this capital
investment is $14,825. The economic impacts were calculated using the U.S. Bureau of
Economic Analysis I-RIMS Model for Pinellas County.

Initially, the company had intended to locate in Ilillshorough County, but now has selected St.
Petersburg. The tax refund requested by the Project is based on a Program award of $3,000 per
job created at 115% of the average State of Florida wage of $49,340 fur the 50 new jobs, totaling
$150,000. The Program requires a local match of 20% of the total award, or $30,000. The City
would be responsible for providing 50% of the local match or a maximum of $15,000. Pinellas
County is willing to accept financial responsibility for the other 50% of the required local match
($15,000) and is expected to pass its Resolution of support on September 10, 2015. The QTI tax
refund amount is reimbursed to the business by the State of Florida, only after the company has
documented the required job creation and state tax payments made. If the Project does not
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generate sufficient tax revenue or falls short of its employment creation requirements, the refund
will be reduced and the City’s share will also be reduced on a pro rata basis.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution recommending that Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. (“Project”) be approved as a
Qualified Target Industry (“QTI”) Business pursuant to Section 288.106, Florida Statutes with an
average private sector wage commitment calculation based on 115% of the average State of
Florida wage; finding that the commitments of local financial support necessary for the Project
exist; committing $15,000 as the City’s share of the local financial support for the Project
beginning in State FY 2016, subject to appropriation and conditioned on the Project meeting
statutory requirements; authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate this resolution; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: Funding for this item will be required
beginning in State FY 2016. Funding will be provided subject to annual appropriation and
conditioned on the Project meeting statutory requirements.

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution

Legal: 002413 l6.doc V. I
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Res 1 ut loll No. 2() I 5 —

_________

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENI)ING TI-IAT INSII)E SALES
SOLUTIONS FL, INC. (“PROJECT”) BE APPROVEI) AS A
QUALIFIEI) TARGET INI)USTRY (“QTI”) BUSINESS
P(JRSUANT To SECTION 288.106. FLORIDA STATUTES
WITH AN AVERAGE PRIVATE SECTOR WAGE
COMMITMENT CALCULATION I3ASED ON I 15% OF TI-IE
AVERAGE STATE OF FLORIDA WAGE: FIN[)ING THAT
TI-IE (‘0MM ITMENTS OF LOCAL FINANCIAL SUPPORT
NECESSARY FOR THE PROJECT EXIST; COMMITTING
$I5,00() AS TI-IE CITY’S SHARE OF THE LOCAL FINANCIAL
SUPPORT FOR TI-IE PROJECT BEGINNING IN STATE FY
2016, SUBJECT TO APPROPRIATION AND CONDITIONEI)
ON THE PROJECT MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS RESOLUTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTiVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Inside Sales Solutions, FL, Inc. (“Project”) has applied to the State
ol’ Florida’s Qualified Target Industry Tax Refund Program (‘‘Program”) pursuant to Section
288. 106, Florida Statutes, for a tax refund of $150,000 to complete this Project; and

WHEREAS, the basis of the Project’s average private sector wage commitment
calculation shall he 115% of the average State of Florida wage; and

WHEREAS, the Project will benefit the City of St. Petersburg by creating 50 new
jobs that Iay an average wage of at least $49,340, which is at least 115% of the average annual
wage for the State of Florida, and cause an estimated capital investment of $28,500; and

WHEREAS, under the Program the local community must provide 20% of the
funding for the tax refund; and

WHEREAS, Pinellas County is willing to accept financial responsibility for 50%
of the local funds required; and

WHEREAS, the Administration has recommended the Project’s approval.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida, that this Council hereby recommends that Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc.
(“Project”) he approved as a Qualified Target Industry (“QTI”) Business pursuant to Section
288.106, Florida Statutes; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this City Council has determined the basis of
the Project’s average private sector wage commitment calculation shall be 115% of the average
State of Florida wage; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this City Council finds that the commitments
of local financial support necessary for the Project exist and commits $15,000 as the City share
of the Local Financial Support for the Project beginning in State FY 2016 subject to annual
appropriations, and conditioned on the Project meeting all statutory requirements; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the obligations of the City as to any funding
required pursuant to this Resolution, shall be limited to an obligation in any given year to budget,
appropriate and pay from legally available funds, after monies for essential City services have
been budgeted and appropriated; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notwithstanding the foregoing, the City shall
not be prohibited from pledging any legally available non-ad valorem revenues for any
obligations heretofore or hereafter incurred, which pledge shall be prior and superior to any
obligation of the City pursuant to this Resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor, or his designee, is authorized to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approvals:

Legal:

______________________________

Administration:____________________________

Budget

____________________

Legal: 002413 17.doc V. I
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CITYOF ST. PETERSBURG 
MEMORANDUM 

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council 

FROM: Chan Srinivasa, City Clerk 

DATE: September 3, 2015 

SUBJECT: Declaring the Results of the Primary Election held on August 25, 2015 

Attached, for your approval, is a resolution declaring the results of the Primary Election. Also 
attached is a copy of the Certificate of County Canvassing Board who canvassed our Primary 
Election per the City Charter. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 



A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE RESULTS 
OF THE SPECIAL PRIMARY ELECTION HELD 
ON AUGUST 25, 2015; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, A Primary Election was held on the 25th  day of August 2015; and 

WHEREAS, The Pinellas County Canvassing Board per the Charter of the City 
of St. Petersburg, Florida has exclusive responsibility for canvassing election results for the City 
of St. Petersburg; and 

WHEREAS, The Pinellas County Canvassing Board met on the 28th  day of 
August, 2015 and proceeded publicly to canvass the election results and certify same; and 

WHEREAS, The City Council has received the certification of the results of the 
election from the Pinellas County Canvassing Board and, pursuant to the City Charter, must 
declare the results of the election. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. 
Petersburg, Florida, that said Council, based on the certification of the Pinellas County 
Canvassing Board, hereby declares the results of said elections as set forth below and the two 
candidates who received the highest number of votes, cast by the electors of said district(s) are 
declared the primary nominees and shall be entitled to have their names printed on the ballot to 
be used in the general municipal election: 

Registered Voters 19,114 
Total Votes Cast 2,750 
Total Voter Turnout 14.46% 

Councilmember, District 7 
Sheila Scott Griffin 487 
Winthrop "Will" Newton 948 
Aaron Sharpe 181 
Lewis Stephens Jr 102 
Lisa Wheeler-Brown 1027 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

City Attorney or Designee 



John Carassas, County Judge 

**Official ** 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNTY CANVASSING BOARD 
STATE OF FLORIDA 

Pinellas County 

We, the undersigned, John Carassas, County Judge; Dave Eggers, Member, 

Board of County Commissioners; and Deborah Clark, Supervisor of Elections, 

constituting the Board of County Canvassers in and for said County, do hereby 
certify that we met on the 28' h  of August, A.D., 2015, and proceeded publicly to 
canvass the votes given for the St. Petersburg Primary Election held on the 25' h  
day of August, A.D., 2015, as shown by the returns on file in the office of the 

Supervisor of Elections. We do hereby certify from said returns as follows: 

For City of St. Petersburg, Council Member, District 7 (Vote for One), the whole number of votes 
cast was 2 750 of which number 

Sheila Scott Griffin received 4_8z votes 

Winthrop "Will" Newton received tjit votes 

Aaron Sharpe received 186 votes 

Lewis Stephens Jr received 102 votes 

Lisa Wheeler-Brown received L9 27  votes 

Total ballots cast in Pinellas County were 2,764 for a 14.46 percent turnout. 

We certify that pursuant to Section 102.112, Florida Statutes, the Canvassing Board has 
compared the number of persons who voted with the number of ballots counted and that the 
certification includes all valid votes cast in the election. 

e4Dave Eggers, M erfard of County Commissioners 

/64Z/0 0e4e   
Deborah Clark Supervisor of Elections 

ave., 
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FINAL OFFICIAL RESULTS NONPARTISAN PRIMARY ELECTION FINAL OFFICIAL RESULTS 
PINELLAS COUNTY. FL 
AUGUST 25, 2015 

RUN DATE:08/28/15 10:15 AM REPORT-EL45A PAGE 001 

TOTAL VOTES 

PRECINCTS COUNTED (OF 15) 15 
REGISTERED VOTERS - TOTAL 19.114 

X 

100.00 

ED AB PROV 

BALLOTS CAST - TOTAL. . 2.764 556 2.206 2 
VOTER TURNOUT - TOTAL . 14.46 

ST. PETERSBURG COUNCIL MEMBER - DISTRICT 7 
(VOTE FOR) 1 

Sheila Scott Griffin. 487 17.71 81 406 0 
Winthrop Will Newton 948 34.47 204 744 0 
Aaron Sharpe . . 186 6.76 32 153 1 
Lewis Stephens Jr. 102 3.71 32 70 0 
Lisa Wheeler-Brown 1,027 37.35 205 822 0 

Total 2.750 554 2.195 1 
Over Votes 13 2 10 1 

Under Votes 1 0 0 











—____
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charles Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of a 20-foot east/west alley in the
block bounded by Central Avenue and 1st Avenue South between
60th Street South and 61st Street South (City File No.: 15-
33000013)

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 17, 2015.

The Request: The request is to vacate a 20-foot east/west alley in the block bounded by
Central Avenue and 1st Avenue South between 60th Street South and 61st Street South. The
area of the right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached maps (Attachments
“A” and “B”) and Sketch and Legal Description (Attachment “C”). The applicant’s goal is to
consolidate the properties for redevelopment.

Discussion: As set forth in the attached report provided to the Development Review
Commission (DRC), Staff finds that vacating the subject right-of-way would be consistent with
the criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan, and the applicable special area plan.

Agency Review: The application was routed to other City departments and non-City utility
agencies. Departments and agencies indicated that they objected to the vacation of the alley.
These included the City of St. Petersburg’s Water Resources and Sanitation Departments and
Duke Energy Florida, Inc. Other City Departments and private utilities requested that the alley
be retained as a public utility easement or that their facilities be relocated at the applicant’s
expense.

Public Comments: Several phone calls were received from neighbors located at
Westwood Villas which is just south of 1st Avenue South. None of them voiced specific
concerns regarding the alley vacation. The applicant will provide an additional public notice
prior to the public hearing before the City Council.



DRC ActionlPublic Comments: On August 5, 2015, 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 7-0 to recommend approval of the proposed

vacation. In advance of this report, no additional comments or concerns were expressed to the

author.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the alley right-of-way vacation, subject to the

following conditions:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall address the location of

public utilities and services by either providing a public utility easement covering the

entire area to be vacated or relocating City and private utilities at the owner’s expense.

In either case a written letter of no objection from the utility providers is required stating

that the easement is sufficient for their interest or that the facilities have been relocated.

2. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall provide an alternative

approved by the City of St Petersburg’s Sanitation Department for sanitation pickup

locations. Future sanitation locations shall be located behind proposed structures and

shall not be visible from Central Avenue or 1st Avenue South, and shall not be located in

the City right-of-way.

3. Comply with the Conditions of Approval in the Engineering Memorandum dated June 30,
2015.

4. For any future development or redevelopment on the subject block, there shall be no

additional curb cuts on 1st Avenue South and no more than three (3) total curb cuts

along Central Avenue. Existing curb cuts may remain until redevelopment of the sites.

5. Prior to the recording of the vacation ordinance, the alley along with the abutting

properties shall be replatted.

6. All lots created through the platting process which abuts Central Avenue or 1st Avenue

South shall have frontage on either 60th Street South or 61st Street South, or a cross

access easement shall be provided.

7. As required by City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1 G, approval of right-of-way vacations

requiring replat shall lapse unless a final plat based thereon is recorded in the public

records within 24 months from the date of such approval or unless an extension of time

is granted by the Development Review Commission or, if appealed, City Council prior to

the expiration thereof. Each extension shall be for a period of time not to exceed one (1)

year.

Attachments: Attachments: A — Parcel Map, B — Aerial Map, C — Sketch and Legal Description,

D — Engineering memorandum dated June 30, 2015.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF A
20-FOOT EAST/WEST ALLEY IN THE BLOCK
BOUNDED BY CENTRAL AVENUE AND 1ST
AVENUE SOUTH BETWEEN 60TH STREET
SOUTH AND 61ST STREET SOUTH; SETTING
FORTH CONDITIONS FOR THE VACATION TO
BECOME EFFECTIVE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following right-of-way is hereby vacated as recommended by

the Administration and the Development Review Commission on August 5, 2015. (City File No.:

15-33000013):

THAT 20-FOOT WIDE ALLEY LYING BETWEEN CENTRAL AVENUE AND 1ST AVENUE SOUTH AND

BETWEEN 60TH STREET SOUTH AND 61ST STREET SOUTH BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:.

FROM THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT “A”, MOORE’S REPLAT, AS RECORDED IN PLAT

BOOK 44, PAGE 17, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA AS A POINT OF

REFERENCE; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID TRACT “A”, EAST, 7.00 FEET TO THE

POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY ALSO BEING THE

SOUTH LINE OF SAID TRACT “A” AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOTS 4 THROUGH 7, CENTRAL

AVENUE GROVES, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 71, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS

COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOTS 13 THROUGH 18, J.C. SCHUG’S CENTRAL

AVENUE SUBDIVISION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 3, PAGE 46, PUBLIC RECORDS OF

PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, EAST, 592.07 FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY

OF 60TH STREET SOUTH; THENCE ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT OF WAY, S00°23’41”E, 20.00 FEET

TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 24 OF SAID PLAT OF JC. SCHUG’S CENTRAL AVENUE

SUBDIVISION SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY; THENCE ALONG

THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY ALSO BEING THE NORTH LINE OF LOTS 19 THROUGH 24 OF

SAID PLAT OF J.C. SCHUG’S CENTRAL AVENUE SUBDIVISION AND THE NORTH LINE OF LOTS 8

THROUGH 14 OF SAID PLAT OF CENTRAL AVENUE GROVES, WEST, 592.10 FEET MORE OR

LESS TO A POINT BEING 7.00’ EAST OF THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 14, CENTRAL

AVENUE GROVES; SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF THE LANDS DESCRIBED IN

OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2751, PAGE 670, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA;

THENCE ALONG SAID EAST LINE, N00°19’OO”W, 20.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

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 address the

location of public utilities and services by either providing a public utility

easement covering the entire area to be vacated or relocating City and

private utilities at the owner’s expense. In either case a written letter of no



objection from the utility providers is required stating that the easement is
sufficient [or their interest or that the facilities have been relocated.

2. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall provide an
alternative approved by the City of St Petersburg’s Sanitation Department for
sanitation pickup locations. Future sanitation locations shall be located
behind proposed structures and shall not be visible from Central Avenue or
1st Avenue South, and shall not be located in the City right-of-way.

3. Comply with the Conditions of Approval in the Engineering Memorandum
dated June 30, 2015.

4. For any future development or redevelopment on the subject block, there
shall be no additional curb cuts on 1st Avenue South and no more than three
(3) total curb cuts along Central Avenue. Existing curb cuts may remain until
redevelopment of the sites.

5. Prior to the recording of the vacation ordinance, the alley along with the
abutting properties shall be replatted.

6. All lots created through the platting process which abuts Central Avenue or
1st Avenue South shall have frontage on either 60th Street South or 61st
Street South, or a cross access easement shall be provided.

7. As required by City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1 G, approval of right-of-way
vacations requiring replat shall lapse unless a final plat based thereon is
recorded in the public records within 24 months from the date of such
approval or unless an extension of time is granted by the Development
Review Commission or, if appealed, City Council prior to the expiration
thereof. Each extension shall be for a period of time not to exceed one (1)
year.

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

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

r
I - — -

Planning & Economic Development’Dept. Date

City Attorney (Designee) Date
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ATTACHMENT “C-i”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT 20—FOOT WIDE ALLEY LYING BETWEEN CENTRAL AVENUE AND 1ST AVENUE SOUTH AND BETWEEN
60TH STREET SOUTH AND 61ST STREET SOUTH BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:.

FROM THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT “A”, MOORE’S REPLAT, AS RECORDED IN PLPJ BOOK 44, PAGE
17. PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA AS A POINT OF REFERENCE; THENCE ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID TRACT “A”, EAST, 7.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE ALONG THE

NORTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY ALSO BEING THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID TRACT “A” AND THE SOUTH LINE OF
LOTS 4 THROUGH 7, CENTRAL AVENUE GROVES, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 71, PUBLIC

RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOTS 13 THROUGH 18, J.C. SCHUG’S
CENTRAL AVENUE SUBDIVISION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 3, PAGE 46, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS

COUNTY, FLORIDA, EAST, 592.07 FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY OF 60TH STREET
SOUTH; THENCE ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT OF WAY, SOO23’41”E, 20.00 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER

OF LOT 24 OF SAID PLAT OF J.C. SCHUGS CENTRAL AVENUE SUBDIVISION SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON
THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID ALLEY ALSO BEING THE NORTH

LINE OF LOTS 19 THROUGH 24 OF SAID PLAT OF J.C. SCHUGS CENTRAL AVENUE SUBDIVISION AND THE
NORTH LINE OF LOTS 8 THROUGH 14 OF SAID PLAT OF CENTRAL AVENUE GROVES, WEST, 592.10 FEET
MORE OR LESS TO A POINT BEING 7.00’ EAST OF THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 14, CENTRAL

AVENUE GROVES; SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF THE LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL
RECORDS BOOK 2751, PAGE 670, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE ALONG SAID

EAST LINE, NOOfl9’OO”W, 20.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA
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NOTES
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2. NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY.
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ATTACHMENT “D”

MEM( )RANI)tJM
CITY oF ST. PETERSBURG

ENGINEERING I)EPARTMENT

‘I’(): Pamela Crook. I )evelopmeni Services

FROM: Nancy I )avis. Engineering Plan Review Supervisor

DATE June 30, 2015

SUB JECrI. Alley vacation

flIE: I 5—33000() 13

LOCATION: Central Avenue and 15L Avenue South. between 60h1 Street South and 6 IS’ Street South

PIN: 20/3 I/I 6/758896/000/0010; 20/3 1/16/79128/000/0160;
20/3 I / I 6/79 I 28/000/0 1 30; 20/3 1 / 1 6/1 4400/000/0080;
20/3 1 / I 6/79 1 28/000/0220

ATLAS: 0-2
PROJECT: Alley Vacation

REQUEST: Approval of vacation of a 20 Coot east-west alley in the block bounded by Central
Avenue and I Avenue South between 60 Street South and 61 ‘ Street South.

COM1’IENTS: The Engineering Department has no objection to the vacation request with the following
conditions of approval:

The alley proposed for vacation contains an 8” public sanitary sewer main with insituform liner. The
applicant must either relocate the sanitary sewer main to the south within l Avenue South right of way or must
retain the entire vacated alley as a public utility easement.

2. If the applicant opts to relocate the public sanitary sewer main the design. permitting, and construction shall
he by and at the sole expense of the applicant. All construction shall he in conformance with current City
Engineering Standards and Specifications. A City Engineering right of way permit is required for sanitary
sewer relocation.

3. If the applicant opts to retain the entire vacated alley as public utility easement. public access to the public
sanitary sewer main shall be maintained at all times and no structures shall be constructed within or above the
public easement area.

4. EngineeHng would recommend that the property be replatted as condition of this full right of way vacation
request.

NUI) /jw

pc: Kelly Donnelly
Reading I ile
Coirespondence lilt’
2015 Right ol Way Vacation File — 15—33000013
Subdivision I iii: (1 :NrRAL Avi ( ROVI .S

Sd IU( ‘S (1 NIRAI. AVI SUB
MOORI ‘S RI 1 ‘1 .AT
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10: ihe I lonorable Chad ie (leides, Chair and Meiiihers of City Council

FROM: Mayor Rick lKriseman

SI B.J ECT: Uti I itv Rates for FY() I 6 (First Readin)

/\ttached are three memos recoiniuendi ng rates associated with waler. wastewater, reclai ned
waler. sanitation services and slorinwaler. These reports were ie\ iewed at B I &l’ on August 27’
and toda’., the first readini is scheduled. The I inal adoption of utilit’ rates will lake placL in a
Public I learing held on September 7°. 21)15.

ihe attached reports pi-o’ ide detailed miormation for the proposed rates in each of the enterprise
operations. The water, wastewater, and reclaimed water increases are proposed at 3.75% for all
three services. [here are no increases proposed for stormwater or sanitation service in either
residential or commercial services.

Last year at this time, we anticipated a 4.75% overall increase in FY 16 for water, wastewater and
reclaimed waler. However, based on a revenue sufficienc’ analysis. the rate study recommends
an overall increase of 3.759k for FY 16.

The primary factors allowing for a zero percent (0%) increase in the sanitation fees include
operational efficiencies and reduced tonnage being taken to the County waste disposal site. The
storrnwater rate will remain the same as last year for several reasons including operational
efficiencies. Fund balances in both the Sanitation Operating and Storrnwater Utility Funds will
remain above the target fund balance levels.

In the case of each of the utility fees, our effort has been to minimize the cost increases due to
the impacts already felt by our residents of the difficult national economy. The impact to the
typical customer is that they will see their utility bill increase by 52.85 per monthly bill, or a
2.71% overall increase. For customers with reclaimed water they will see an additional 5.74
increase.
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MEMORANDUM

i’O: r\1 ayor l ick Krisenan

FROM: 1V1 ichael i Ce’nnors, P.E. 44
Public Works Administration

I)ATE: August 27. 2015

St 13JE(1: iY2() I 6 Water Resources Rate Study

Executive Summary
City stall and the inancial rate team ol McKi in & (‘reed. PA. and Burton & /\ssociales have
conducted a revenue sufficiency analysis and cost of service rate study ioi our water, wastewater
and reclaimed v ater systems in conlunction with the FY 16 budget development process. The rate
study included an analysis of FY I 5 and FY I 6 projected costs of maintaining the ut ii ity syste in.
revenues and expenses. customer waler consumption, wastew ater flo s,capital and debt service
requirements, and the cost of purchasing raw water through Tampa Bay Water.

Last year at this time, we anticipated a 4.75% overall increase in FY 16 to help meet projected costs
and service demands. Based on the revenue sufflciency analysis, the rate study recommends an
overall increase of 3.75% for retail water, wastewater and reclaimed water customers in FYI 6.
For a typical single—family retail customer using 4,000 gallons, the overall monthly bill will go up

$2. 11; of that $0.97 is for water and $1 . 14 is for wastewater.

State Statute 1 80. 1 36 establishes certain notification requirements when municipal utilities
propose rate increases. The City has met those requirements through inserts in the utility billing
process (see Attachment 1). Letters have also been sent to wholesale waler and wastewater
customers notifying them of proposed adjustments. Following review by the Budget, Finance, and
Taxation Committee on August 27, 2015, itis anticipated that the proposed rates will be considered
at a First Reading on September 3, 2015 and a Public Hearing on September 17, 2015. If the
proposed rates are approved on September 17th, they would go into effect October l and would
appear on customer bills beginning November 2015.

We are currently working on a program that provides an alternate sewer rate for commercial
customers. Customers whose operation utilizes potable water and either consumes most or all of
the water as part of their process, may install sub-meters to determine the net amount of water
going into the wastewater collection system. An ordinance with the proposed rates and program
details will be brought to City Council in the near future for consideration.

Brief Methodology Overview

The methodology utilized in this study began by allocating the Water Resources FY16 budget
costs between the water, wastewater, and reclaimed water systems. In addition, the costs of
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providing customer services such as meter reading, hilling, collect ion, etc., were isolated and
placed into a separate lLinct ional component (Customer Costs).

Once all of the costs (including reclaimed waler residual costs) were allocated to the waler and
wastewater systems, they were then allocated to relai 1—speci lie, wholesale—speci lie, and joint cost
categories. These allocations were perlormed separately for the Utility’s operating costs and
capital costs (debt service and annual transfer to the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund).
The annual capital costs were allocated to these cost categories based upon the Utility’s capital
investment in these categories.

These allocated costs were then assigned to customers in proportion to their use of that system
function. Thus, all retail—speciFic costs were allocated to retail users, and wholesale speci lie
costs were allocated entirely to wholesale users. Joint costs were allocated to both wholesale and
retail customers in proportion to their share of total system water consumption or sewer flows, as
appropriate.

The wholesale water and wastewater rates arc calculated based on a cost of service analysis
established using the FY16 budget. Unlike with the retail rates, which are established using a
multi—year blending of rates between the water and wastewater utilities, wholesale rates are
established on an annual basis looking at those allocable costs attributed to the wholesale costs of
each respective utility, as described above.

Summary of Current and Proposed Wholesale Rates

Wholesale Customer Current Rate Proposed Rate Variance % Change
Water (per MG) $4,705 $4,824 $119 2.5%

Wastewater (per MG) (Tnasun Island, South $2,865 $2,956 $91 3.21/c
Pasadena, Tierra Verde. Gutfport, Pinellas Count3
Pinellas I’ark

St. Pete Beach
Capital Charge (Monthly) $49,65 I $52,082 $2,43 I 4.9%
O&M Rate (per MG) $2,058 $2,052 ($6) -0.3%
Average Monthly Bill (using 89.82 MG) $234,503 $236,395 $1,892 0.8%

Reclaimed Water
We are also proposing an increase in the flat rate for reclaimed water service. If approved, the
monthly reclaimed water rate would be increased by 3.75% to $20.42 from the current monthly
rate of $19.68.

Since the costs incurred to provide reclaimed water service cannot be fully recovered through the
charges to reclaimed water customers, the residual costs in excess of total reclaimed water
revenues were split evenly between the water and wastewater systems, given the benefits the
reclaimed water provides to both the water and wastewater systems. Those benefits to the water
system are primarily associated with the conservation of water use that translates to cost
avoidance in developing new raw water supplies. In addition to the use of this alternative water
source to irrigate grass and landscape, reclaimed water is used to support air conditioning
cooling towers and provide increased fire protection with the addition of 310 fire hydrants.
Benefits to the wastewater system is based on the treated wastewater disposal option provided, in
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lieu of total discharge to the deep wells or advanced water treatment required kr surface water
disc h a ige.

With the proposed increases, revenue generated From the reclaimed water lees is $3,36 I ,340 and
the cost to operate is $4,733,700. As mentioned earlier, the anticipated revenue does not Fully
cover the cost to operate the reclaimed water system. However the residual amount has been
decreasing steadily since 201 I We will continue to evaluate this rate on an annual basis.
Additionally, these costs are allocaed solely to the retail customers of (hose systems.

Projected FY 1 6 System Requirements
During this year’s rate analysis, we looked at projected FY 16 expense requirements and
anticipaed revenue. The operating budget for the Water Resources Department is projected at
$117,985,717 in FY16, an increase, of 3.4% over the FY15 approved operating budget.
Continuing in FY 16, we are increasing the transfer to the Capital Improvement Fund by
$ I ,000,000. Last year, we transferred $3,000,000; however, the bond rating agencies expressed
concern that this amount had remained unchanged while we continued to issue new debt. In
FY 15, we are transferring $4,000,000 to the Capital Improvement Fund and will transfer
$5,000,000 in FY 16. Debt Service is programmed into the rate analysis based on debt issuance
in FY16 ($79.0 million), FY17 ($25.4 million), FY18 ($17.6 million), FY19 ($17.3 million) and
FY20 ($18.8 million). The larger than normal borrowing in FY16 is mostly attributable to the
Biosolids to Energy project, which is expected to yield annual operating savings of $5.0 million
beginning in FY19. Of the FY 16 borrowing, $50 million is likely to come from State Revolving
Funds (SRF), which will allow US to enjoy lower interest rates and deferred repayment to
coincide with proposed operational savings. Additionally, with the decommissioning of the
Albert Whitted Water Reclamation Facility, we have seen annual operating savings of $1.5
million since mid-fiscal year 2015. Full year operating savings have been reflected in the FY16
budget. Lastly, there was an increase in TBW costs due to a slight increase of 1% in
consumption projected for FY16.

On June 15, 2015, the Tampa Bay Water Board (TBW) approved its FY16 budget at a public
hearing. The cost of purchasing raw water from TBW is anticipated to increase slightly for
FY16 (2.1%), due to estimated increased consumption. We have budgeted $26,471,772 in
anticipation of the final FY16 TBW budget, which is put in place in October following the
completion of the current fiscal year. The Master Agreement with TBW members allows the
approved budget to be re-allocated based on the prior year’s actual water usage by each member
government, rather than the estimated usage on which the June budget is based. The amount
assigned by TBW in October can be higher or lower than the amount budgeted by the City
through its normal budget process. The rate consultant has provided their projection of
consumption by member governments and has recommended a slightly higher budget than
projected by Tampa Bay Water. As of June of this year, TBW projects a potential true-up that
would cost the City an additional $143,776. This amount is subject to change based on actual

water usage by member governments by the end of September 2015. This amount is influenced.
in large part, by the amount of water the City of Tampa needs to purchase from TBW.

Interest earnings from the Rate Stabilization Fund continue to he used to help offset the cost of
water. The anticipated earnings in FY16 are budgeted at $1,292,000, which is slightly more than
last year. The TBW pass-thru rate, shown on customer bills for FY16, is projected to remain at
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$2.44 per thousand gallons. Although costs increased slightly, the increased interest revenue
oflset along with the higher anticipated culisumptioll will keep the rate the same as in F I 5.

The proposed rate increase kw FY I 6 is mitigated hy the use ol the Water Cost Stahi I ization Fund
to meet the Target Fund Balance br three (3) months ol operating expenses associated with
water. wastewater and reclaimed water. Two (2) months ot the Target Fund Balance are
proposed to be met by a portion of the Water Cost Stabilization Fund reserve while one (I)
month will be met by the Operating Fund reserve. The target Fund balance excludes the transfer
to capital share of expenses.

Consumption

In FY2006. we began seeing a decline in water consumption clue to housing and commercial

development declines. However, consumption by our retail customers has been level since
FY 10. Consumption so Far this year is trending higher than last year by 0.7% compared to last
year’s levels and is projected to he I % higher next year. Figure 1 shows the consumption history
trend line between 2000 and estimated 2016.

Figure 1 Water Consumption History
Retail Volume

FYOO-FY16
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FY15 Year-end Projection
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Fiscal Years

Capital Improvement Program
Over the past several years, the Water Resources Department has experienced increased debt
service related to the Capital Improvement Program. Figure 2 shows a history of actual capital
improvement dollars between FY06 and FY14 as well as the projected capital investment
through FY20. The proposed CIP plan between FY16 and FY20 totals S197,247,000 (not
including inflation).
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Figure 2
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This CIP will continue the program of proactive replacing of aging pipes and infrastructure.
Additionally, we have included a Biosolids to Energy project, whose construction will begin in
FY16. This significant effort to consolidate biosolids from all water reclamation facilities and
convert the biosolids to energy will result in a savings to rate payers in the future. As mentioned
earlier, Water Resources is in the process o applying for a State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan to
pay for the Biosolids to Energy project in FY16. The lower interest rate and associated debt
service resulting from this loan is incorporated in the 5-year operating budget. Repayment of the
SRF loan does not begin until substantial construction completion. The following project
categories are included in the 5-year CIP.

Capital Improvement Plan Projects and Programs (in thousands)
FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 TOTAL

Water Treatment &
$7,727 $12,492 $7,339 $6,460 $6.845 $40,863

DistrihutionlRW
Wastewater

$8,361 $5,475 $5,745 $5,950 $7.550 $33,081
Collection
Water Reclamation

$5,623 $10,970 $8,350 $10,400 $9,450 $44,793
Facilities

Biosolids to Energy $63,360 $0 $0 $0 So $63,360

Lift Stations $4,250 $2,610 $3,085 $1,800 $2450 $14,195

Other $185 $350 $100 $150 $170 $955

TOTAL $89,506 $31,897 $24,619 $24,760 $26,465 $197,247

CIP Actuals thru 2014

Budget thru 2020
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Assuming that the recomiucnded rates are implemented, the City’s water and waslewater rates
are shown in Figures 3, 4 and 5 in comparison to other local governments. Please note that the
rates oF the other overnmenial entities have been adjusted to reflect pioposed rate increases br

FY I 6 as advised by each entity. No increase is shown For those communities whose rate
analysis is not complete as o this writing or do not intend to increase their rates at this time.

Figure 3
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Typical Water Bill Comparison
Using 4,000 Gallons/Month
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On an annual basis, it is recommended that the Base Meter charges for retail water and
wastewater customers be compared to the American Water Works Association (AWWA)
recommendation for the incremental meter cost based on meter flow capacities. It is
recommended that the meter base charges be adjusted to more closely follow the AWWA
factors. The net impact on revenue has already been factored into the 3.75% rate increase.

Recommended Action
Attached is the rate ordinance, which reflects the proposed base, variable and wholesale rate
changes for water and wastewater. It also includes the changes to the reclaimed water rates,
charges and services. Deposits, Connection Fees, and Fire Service Fees are proposed to remain
the same in FY16 with the potential to update during next year’s rate study.

It is recommended that City Council conduct a first reading of the proposed rate ordinance on
September 3, 2015 and consider the proposed rate for final adoption following a public hearing
on September 17, 2015. This will allow the rates to be effective as of October 1, 2015, as
included within the FY16 revenue projections.

MJCIER

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Attachment 4:
Attachment 5:
Rate Ordinance

Customer Notification
Variable Rates including TRW pass-thru
Recommended Base Rates
Wholesale Rates
History of Rate Increases

MLI1IO (0 Mayor kriseiwiii
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Typical Water and Wastewater Bill Comparison
Using 4,000 Gallons/Month
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Base and Meter Charges



Attachment I

NOTICE TO CUSTOMERS

Notice is hereby given that at the
date and time shown below, the
St. Petersburg Council will consider
increases to water, wastewater,
and reclaimed water utility rates
and charges.

•Thursday, September 3, 2015
8:30 a.m. (First Reading)

•Thursday, September 17, 2015
6 p.m. (Public Hearing)

Meetings will be held in:

City Council Chamber
St. Petersburg City Hall
175 Fifth Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida

The proposed rate adjustments will
be published at First Reading and made
available on the City’s website
www.stpete.org

For additional information, contact
the Water Resources Department
at 893-7297.

—,—
Water Resources Department

st.petersburq
www.sIpeIe org wwwstpeteorg/water/watcr conservation
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RECOMMENDED
VARIABLE RATES

WATER BLOCK RATES

(Single-Family Residential and Multifamily Residential: Per Dwelling Unit)
Per 1,000 Gallons

FY15 FY16
FY15 TBW Total FY16 r1Bw Total

First 5,600 Gallons/month $1.40 $2.44 $3.84 $1.54 $2.44 $3.98

Next 2,400 Gallons/month $2.38 $2.44 $4.82 $2.56 $2.44 $5.00

Next 7,000 Gallons/month $4.10 $2.44 $6.54 $4.35 $2.44 $6.79

Next 5,000 Gallons/month $6.21 $2.44 $8.65 $6.53 $2.44 $8.97

Over2O,000GaIIons/month* $14.86 $2.44 $17.30 $15.51 $2.44 $17.95

* Applies to Single-Family Residential Customers 0111)

(Commercial)
Per 1 ,000 Gal ons

FY15 FY16
FY15 TBW Total FY16 TBW Total

Up to the Average $1.40 $2.44 $3.84 $1.54 $2.44 $3.98

Average to 1.4 Times Average $2.80 $2.44 $5.24 $3.00 $2.44 $5.44

1.4 to 1.8 Times Average $4.10 $2.44 $6.54 $4.35 $2.44 $6.79

Over 1.8 Times Average $5.27 $2.44 $7.71 $5.56 $2.44 $8.00

WASTEWATER VARIABLE RATE
(Per 1,000 Gallons)

FY15 FY16

WASTEWATER $4.60 $4.77
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RECOMMENDED

BASE RATES
WA TER BASE RATES

Equivalent Percent
Meter Size FY15 FY16 Difkrcnce Ratios DilTerence*

5/8” $10.61 $11.01 $0.40 1 3.75%

1” $26.53 $27.52 $0.99 2.5 3.73%

1½” $53.06 $55.04 $1.98 5 3.73%

2” $84.89 $88.06 $3.17 8 3.74%

3” $169.78 $176.13 $6.35 16 3.74%

4” $265.28 $275.20 $9.92 25 3.74%

6” $530.56 $550.39 $19.83 50 3.74%

8” $848.89 $880.63 $31.74 80 3.74%

10” $1,220.29 $1,265.91 $45.62 115 3.74%

12” $2,281.40 $2,366.69 $85.29 215 3.74%

WASTEWATER BASE RATES
Equivalent Percent

Meter Size FY15 FY16 Difference Ratios Difference*

5/8” $12.00 $12.45 $0.45 1 3.75%

1” $30.01 $31.13 $1.12 2.5 3.73%

1½” $60.02 $62.25 $2.23 5 3.72%

2” $96.03 $99.60 $3.57 8 3.72%

3” $192.07 $199.20 $7.13 16 3.71%

4” $300.11 $311.25 $11.14 25 3.71%

6” $600.22 $622.50 $22.28 50 3.71%

8” $960.35 $996.00 $35.65 80 3.71%

10” $1,380.50 $1,431.75 $51.25 115 3.71%

12” $2,580.94 $2,676.75 $95.81 215 3.71%

*f’(JI(jv(11(,,t RatiocJictor iS (J,f)1iCd to adjusted icite
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WHOLESALE RATES

/HOLESALE WATER: 2.5% increase

ustomer: City of Gulfport

Y15: $4,705/million gallons
Y16: $4,824/million gallons

IHOLESALE WASTEWATER:

ustomers: City of Gulfport; City of South Pasadena; Bear Creek
Sanitary Sewer District, Pinellas County; Ft. Desoto,
Pinellas County; City of Treasure Island; and Tierra Verde
Utilities, Inc.

2% increase

15: $2,865/million gallons
Y16: $2,956/million gallons

ustomer: City of St. Pete Beach

81% increase

15: $2,058/million gallons, $49,651/month for capital projects
16: $2,052/million gallons, $52,082/month for capital projects
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HISTORY OF RATE INCREASES
CONSUMPTION OF WATER AND SEWER

AT 4,000 GALLONS PER MONTH
(FY94— 15)

Fiscal Years Amount Bill Amount Percent
Prior to Alter Change Change
Increase Increase

95-96 $21.34 $22.52 $1.18 5.5%

96-97 $22.52 $24.01 $1.49 6.6%

97-98 $24.01 $24.01 $0.00 0.0%

98-99 $24.01 $25.35 $1.34 5.6%

99-00 $25.35 $27.01 $1.66 6.5%

00-01 $27.01 $28.42 $1.41 5.2%

01-02 $28.42 $30.75 $2.33 8.2%

02-03 $30.75 $34.37 $3.62 11.8%

03-04 $34.37 $37.58 $3.21 9.3%

04-05 $37.58 $39.25 $1.67 4.4%

05-06 $39.25 $40.19 $0.94 2.4%

06-07 $40.19 $41.27 $1.08 2.7%

07-08 $41.27 $42.72 $1.45 3.5%

08-09 $42.72 $44.03 $1.31 3.1%

09-10 $44.03 $44.90 $0.87 2.0%

10-11 $44.90 $48.25 $3.35 7.5%

11-12 $48.25 $50.53 $2.28 4.7%

12-13 $50.53 $51.89 $1.36 2.7%

13-14 $51.89 $53.83 $1.94 3.74%

14-15 $53.83 $56.37 $2.56 4.75%

15-16 $56.37 $58.48 $2.11 3.75%

Total Increase/Average Percentage $37.16 5.0%



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO UTILITY
RATES AND CHARGES; AMENDING
CHAPTER 27, SUBSECTIONS 27-141 (a), 27-
142 (a), 27-144 (c), 27-177 (a), 27-283 (a), AND
SUBSECTIONS 27-284 (a) AND 27-284 (d) OF
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE;
AMENDING BASE CHARGES AND VOLUME
CHARGES FOR WATER SERVICE;
AMENDING WHOLESALE WATER SERVICE
CHARGES FOR THE CITY OF GULFPORT;
AMENDING BASE AND VOLUME CHARGES
FOR IRRIGATION ONLY ACCOUNTS;
AMENDING RECLAIMED WATER RATES AND
CHARGES; AMENDING BASE AND VOLUME
CHARGES FOR WASTEWATER SERVICE;
AMENDING WASTEWATER SERVICE
CHARGES FOR WHOLESALE CUSTOMERS;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY OF
PROVISIONS; PROVIDING AN EXPLANATION
OF WORDS STRUCK THROUGH AND
UNDERLINED; ESTABLISHING A DATE TO
BEGIN CALCULATING NEW RATES FOR
BILLING PURPOSES; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Subsection 27-141 (a) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended as follows:

Sec. 27-1 41. Established; amount; service categories defined; surcharge.

(a) Monthly use rate. City water customers will be charged monthly base and volume
charges as set forth in the following subsections:

(1) Base charges. The base charges, determined by meter size, are listed in the
following table:

Meter Size (in inches) Base Charge

%or3/4 $ 10.61 11.01

1 26.53 27.52

11/2 53.06 55.04

2 84.89 88.06



Meter Size un inchesj__________________ Base Charge

3 4-69--7-8 176.13

4 6,--28 275.20

6 530.56 550.39

8 848T8Q 880.63

10 1,220.29 1,265.91

12 2,281.40 2,366.69

(2) Volume charges. Volume charges, determined by gallons used, are listed in
the following tables:

a. For single-family dwelling customers, $2.44 for each 1,000 gallons
consumed as cost of water from Tampa Bay Water and an inverted rate as
follows:

Volume Charges
Single-Family Dwelling Customer

Rates Per 1,000 Gallons
by Gallonage Increments

First 5,600 $1.40 1.54

Next 2,400 2.38 2.56

Next 7,000 4.10 4.35

Next 5,000 6.21 6.53

Over2O,000 14.86 15.51

b. For multifamily dwelling customers, $2.44 for each 1,000 gallons
consumed as cost of water from Tampa Bay Water and an inverted rate as
follows:

2



Volume Charges
Multifamily Dwelling Customer

Rates Per 1,000 Gallons
Total Volume Divided by Number of Dwelling Units Served by Meter

First 5,600 per unit $1-;-40 1 .54

Next 2,400 per unit 2T38 2.56

Next 7,000 per unit 440 4.35

Over 15,000 per unit 624 6.53

c. For commercial customers, $2.44 for each 1,000 gallons consumed
as cost of water from Tampa Bay Water and an inverted rate as follows:

Volume Charges
Commercial Customer

Rates Per 1,000 Gallons
Gallonage Based on Monthly Average per Commercial Customer

Up to average $1.40 1.54

Average to 1.4 times average 2.80 3.00

1.4 to 1.8 times average 440 4.35

Over 1.8 times average 5.27 5.56

A monthly average of a 12-month period will be calculated per
commercial customer for each fiscal year beginning October 1. The 12-
month period utilized will be October through September of the preceding
fiscal year and will be updated annually. For new commercial customers
without consumption history, the lowest block rate will be utilized until a
12-month period between October and September is completed.

A commercial customer who experiences changed business conditions
which would necessitate a revised calculation of the monthly average,
may request a water use evaluation by the City. The City may calculate a
new average based on that evaluation. After receiving notice of the
results of the evaluation, the customer may appeal these results to the
Utility Billing Review Committee within 14 days by filing notice of appeal
with the City Clerk.

3



SECTION 2. Subsection 27-142 (a) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 27-142. - Wholesale water customers.

(a) Wholesale water service shall be provided to the City of Gulfport at a uniform
volume rate of $4,705GO 4,824.00 per million gallons effective October 1, 2014 2015.
Additional charges and surcharges shall be added to the uniform volume rate in
accordance with the City of Gulfport’s water service agreement with the City of St.
Petersburg.

SECTION 3. Subsection 27-144 (c) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 27-144. Irrigation only accounts.

(c) Monthly irrigation only account charges.

Customers with an irrigation only account shall not be charged fees for wastewater
services for that account but shall pay a base charge based on the meter connection
size, and also shall pay the Tampa Bay Water volume charge and the a tiered volume
rate based on water consumption as follows:

Irrigation Only Base and Volume Charges

Volume Rates
(per 1,000 Gallons) Consumption Ranges (in Gallons)

Meter -

Size Base
(inches) Fee1 Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3

¾ $4364 $407 $640 $4484
$14.01 $4? 4 $15.40

0-15,000 15,001-20,000 >20,000

1
$29.53 $407 $640 $11.81
$30.52 $42,. $4 $15.40

0-37,000 37,001-50,000 >50,000

1 V2
$56-06 $447 $ $-1-4-84
$58.04 $4 $4 $15.40

0-75,000 75,001-100,000 >100,000

7 $640 M -

2
$91.06 $4,2, $4? $15.40

0-120,000 120,001-160,000 >160,000

$172.78 $447 $649 $1-484
3

$179.13 $4g $4g $15.40
0-240,000 240,001-320,000 >320,000

$268.28 7 $ $4
4

$278.20 $4 4. $15.40
0-375,000 375,001-500,000 >500,000

$533.56 $447 $649 $1484
6 $553.39 $4 $4 $15.40

0-750,000 750,001-1,000,000 >1,000,000

$851-89 $447 $949 $1 ‘1 .8’l
8

$883.63 $4?? $6.42 $15.40
0-1,200,000 1,200,001-1,600,000 >1.600,000

$422329 $407 $649 $11.81
10

$1,268.91 $4?? $4g $15.40
0-1,750,000 1,750,001-2,300,000 >2,300,000

$2,28’l .10 $447 $6-4-9 $-4-4-8412
$2,369.69 $4 $15.40

0-3,225,000 3,225,001-4,300,000 >4,300,000

Tampa Bay Water: $2.44 per 1,000 Gallons

4



SECTION 4. Subsection 27-177 (a) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 27-1 77. - Rates

(a) A rate shall be charged to the customers of the reclaimed water system in
accordance with the following schedule:

(1) For nonmetered service for tracts of one acre in size or smaller, the
monthly charge shall be $1-96 20.42.

(2) For nonmetered service for larger tracts an additional monthly
charge of $1 1.28 11.70 per each additional acre, or portion thereof in
excess of one acre, shall be added to the fee of $1 9.68 20.42 per month.

(3) For customers on metered service, the charge shall be $O--56 0.58 per
1,000 gallons per month, but in no case shall the charge be less than
$1-968 20.42 per month.

(4) A surcharge of 25 percent will be added for service outside the City.

(5) The customer shall be required to obtain a reclaimed water permit,
the charge shall be $25.00 per permit issued. All reclaimed water
permits shall be issued by the Reclaimed Water section of the Water
Resources Department.

SECTION 5. Subsection 27-283 (a) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 27-283. - Wastewater service charge.

(a) Established, amount. There is hereby established and imposed upon the owners
and/or occupants of all premises which are connected to the sewer system a charge, to
be designated “wastewater service charge,” which charge shall be based upon the
amount of water used on the premises except for that amount of water used for
irrigation only accounts as established pursuant to Section 27-144, as shown by the
following schedule:

(1) A base charge per month based upon meter size in accordance with the
following table:

Meter Size (inches) Base Charge

%or3% $ 12.00 12.45

5



Meter Size_(inch) Base Charge

1 30.01 31.13

1½ 6002 62.25

2 9603 99.60

3 — 192.07 199.20

4 300.11 311.25

6 60U22 622.50

8 96Q3 996 X0

10 1,380.50 1,431.75

12 2,580.94 2,676.75

(2) In addition to the base charge, there shall be a charge of $4€Q 4.77 for each
1,000 gallons of potable water registered on the water meter.

(3) Rates charged to customers outside the City in accordance with subsections
(1) and (2) of this section shall have added to the rate a surcharge of 25 percent of
the total wastewater charge.

(4) The base charge and any volume charge will apply on all active services; the
base charge will apply to all service in standby status; only when a service has
been removed will the base charge not be in effect.

SECTION 6. Subsections 27-284 (a) and 27-284 (d) of the St. Petersburg City
Code are hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 27-284. - Wholesale wastewater customers.

(a) Wholesale wastewater service shall be provided to the City of Gulfport; the City of
South Pasadena; Bear Creek Sanitary Sewer District, Pinellas County; Ft. Desoto,
Pinellas County; the City of Treasure Island; and Tierra Verde Utilities, Inc. at a uniform
volume rate of $2,865.00 2,956.00 per million gallons for wholesale wastewater service
effective October 1,20142015, based upon metered wastewater flows.

(d) Wholesale wastewater service shall be provided to the City of St. Pete Beach at an
estimated rate including a uniform operation and maintenance volume rate of $2,058.00
2,052.00 per million gallons and a monthly capital charge of $49,651.00 $52,082 for
wholesale wastewater service effective October 1, 2014 2015. At the end of each fiscal
year, actual rates for the fiscal year will be determined in accordance with the terms of
the agreement for wholesale wastewater service between the City of St. Petersburg and
the City of St. Pete Beach.

6



SECTION 7. That the unconstitutionality or invalidity of any word, sentence, or
portion of this ordinance shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions.

SECTION 8. That words in struck-thr-ough type are deletions from the existing
St. Petersburg City Code and words that are underlined are additions.

SECTION 9. That the rates and charges established by this ordinance shall be
utilized in calculating customers’ bills beginning on November 1, 2015 for water
consumed during the preceding month.

SECTION 10. In the event that this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective after the fifth business day
after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with
the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance
shall take effect immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In the
event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall
not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance
with the City Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a
successful vote to override the veto.

LEGAL: ADMINISTRATION:

Attorney (designee)

7
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor Rick Kriscman

TIIRU: Michael Connors, Public

FROM: Ben Shirley, Sanitation Directo

\ueiisi 17. 0 15

SUi-.iii FY20 lb Saau:

I ntioduciioui

I am pleased to coon the no-ate creast is home p’”oposeci in [he 20! 6 ( )perad ng hud I This
wili h cu- sevenh eonsocuti year with no rcue increase for solid waste collection and disoosal

uc c mtinun effor have ielped match revenues with expenses ifl our :urien operalmn, cal

mucreases in demnnt:on costs have been partlall offset by reduced fuel expenses due to the
rolacemeiit o1 1 7 diesci trucks with t NI.

In 7008 City Council approved a sanitation rate increase for FY2009 of 26% tbr residential and
commercial customers. This ‘was only the fourth rate increase in sanItation rates since 1988. For
the period FY1988 through FY2005 rates remained stable as the City intentionally drew down
the Sanitation Operating and Rate Stabilization Fund balances. With the increase approved by
City Council for FY2009 the residential rate increased to 522.33 per month and will remain there
through FY20 16.

Without a proposed increase the recommended rates will continue to be very competitive with
other cities in the greater St. Petersburg area. In addition, it should be noted that the Sanitation
Department provides a number of support functions such as graffiti and snipe sign removal, lot
clearing, funding for the N—Team and Building Demolition, alley trimming, and other costs
controlled by Parks and Codes Administration. These programs all play a major role in the
cleanliness and appearance of our community and may exceed the service level of other
providers.

Projected FY20 16 Requirements

The Sanitation Department currently operates 17 CNG Collection trucks. The 2016 budget
includes the purchase of an additional 8 CNG trucks The gradual conversion of the diesel
fueled fleet to CNG is in arm effort to lower Sanitation’s operating costs, increase efficiency and
lower air emissions.

Sanitation costs have generally mirrored inflationary trends and reflect staffs effort to control
costs when possible



2

In Noveinher oF 2() 4 ( ‘ity ( ouncil approved an or(IIIla[IL’e pro\ iding br the cication.
administration and ii maecnient ob a miversal residential crni,side recVclin! service. Ihis
service was mstiiuted in .July ob 2()l 5. ‘[he rate [or the service of $2.)5 per iiontli will not
change in FY 2() I (. It is in addition to the current 22.33 that is charged for regular garbage
service.

Rate Data on C)t her Local lint i ties
Ihe residential late will he competitive with other large cities in the local area. as shown helow:

‘ii V Moni/il’ Rudeiiiuil Rule
St. Petersburg i i’ii Ii 22.33
lainpa I’ l( l’id RHILi $34.) I

(‘learwater I l( Iipd k S27.4(

II1LIIIh. s I isis. ‘. 52 (so o( IL,iI\\ILl I ii\I\ lisi CiiIIiisIS is__\UIiiiI’ 55i liHIIIsls_. 5O( liii LL’iiii,sli/Lsl isL\L!iii’ s5,iS

Proposed Changes to City Code
None prirsuant to no increase in rates proposed.

Recommended Action
No action is necessary prIisiLInt to no increase in rates proposed.
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st.petershurq
w ww. sip ete. or u

lvi ayor l’ ick K ii seman

IROIVl : Michael .J Connors, P.E.
Public Works Administration

DATE: August I 7, 2() I 5

S U BJ ECT: FY2() I 6 Stormwater Rate Recommendation

Introduction
11w Siorin aler Lii lii Ice \\Hs implemenled by the (I1\ oF Si. Peiershur in November I 050.
Ihe ut ii liv lee remained eonsiani until 2005 when (lty Council amended the ordinance providin

an aruotnat ic annual rate ad ustmen( pursuant to the prior year s Consumer Price Index. The
ordinance was amended by City (‘ouncil in FY 13 to eliminate the automatic adjustment provision
and allow br a specific rate to be adopted in accordance with the annual rate analysis.

An anal\ sis for NY I 6 has been conducted. Based on (I) revenues estimated as constant. (2)
expenses projected to be approximately 2.65 more than the FY IS budget, and (3) the pmiected
lund balance to exceed the target, no rate increase is proposed br FY 16. The City’s siormwater
rates would he held at $6.54 for the typical single family account.

The Stormwater Utility Department oversees the operation, maintenance, reconstruction, and
capital improvements of stormwaler facilities in the City of St. Petersburg. Stormwater capital
Improvement projects are supplemented by Penny for Pinellas funds as well as grant funds.
Revenues for the utility have continued to come in as budgeted and expenses have been controlled.
The fund balance for the utility remains above target and is projected to cover ongoing needs.
Additionally, the economic conditions in our community warrant keeping rates stable.

The department over the last several years has continued to improve operating efficiencies to
include among others initiatives, staff and fleet reductions resulting in modest, if any, increases in
expenses. A FY20 15 operating expense increase in the amount of $310,111 results from an
increase in the transfer to the C.I.P. ($200,000), vehicle replacement charges ($153,949) and
salaries/benefits ($229,226) as offset by reductions in General Administrative charges ($194,516)
and ($78,548) in a multitude of different line items.

Recommended Action
No action is necessary pursuant to no increase in rates proposed.



MEMORANDUM 

mum= wars.= sim.kami vorraquis st.petersburg 
water resources 

August 31, 2015 

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair and Members of City Council 

FROM: Steven K. Leavitt, PE, Water Resources Director'- 

SUBJECT: FY16 Utility Rates Additional Backup 

As requested at the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee on August 27, 2015, attached and 
below, please find additional backup. The attached pie chart shows Water Resources' Operating 
Expenses by functional categories. As you can see from the chart, a significant portion of the 
department's operating expenses are required to provide service, meet regulatory requirements or 
are fixed due to debt or transfer requirements and therefore are not discretionary. 

As discussed by Andy Burnham with Burton & Associates, in our BFT presentation, they perform 
a 5-year rate plan. Below is that plan based on the 3.75% increase to water, wastewater and 
reclaimed water rates recommended in FY16. We understand that the rates for FY16 could change 
based on recommendations made by City Council members to increase wastewater maintenance 
capital efforts going forward. As is customary, we perform a rate study annually and bring 
recommended rate adjustments to City Council on a yearly basis. 

FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 
Water 3.75% 3.75% 1.50% 3.25% 3.25% 

Wastewater 3.75% 3.75% 1.50% 3.25% 3.25% 
Reclaimed 3.75% 3.75% 1.50% 3.25% 3.25% 

If you have additional questions, we will have our rate consultant available at the First Reading on 
September PI  and then again at the Public Hearing on September 17th. 



FY 2016 EXPENDITURE DISTRI 
FY 2016 Budget = $118M ($ in Millions) 

Transfers 
$17 
14% 

Operating 
$22 
19% 

Debt Service & Capital 
$29 
25% 

1) Inter-fund transfers, debt service and capital transfers, and Tampa Bay 
Water expenses are essentially fixed. 

2) Significant portion of operating expenses (electricity and chemicals) 
are required to provide service and are not discretionary. 

3) Similarly, a significant portion of personnel expenses are associated 
with regulatory staffing requirements. 

Personnel 
$24 
20% 

  

 

Tampa Bay 
Water 

$26 
22% 
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CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charles W. Gerdes, Esq., Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File LDR-2015-04: Amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land
Development Regulations (“LDRs”),

REQUEST: First reading of the attached ordinance amending the LDRs providing for the
amendment of the Nonconforming lot and Definitions sections of the St. Petersburg
City Code.

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS: Council Member Steve Kornell submitted, and the City Council
subsequently referred to the Public Service and Infrastructure Committee (“PS&l”), a request to
review possible ordinance changes and process adjustments concerning nonconforming lots. Staff
initially presented a general overview of the existing regulations and potential amendment
discussions to the PS&I Committee on March 12, 2015 and later presented draft language to the
PS&l Committee on May 28, 2015.

The proposal is to modify code so that substandard nonconforming lots of record under common
ownership cannot be developed without approval of a variance and to add a definition of “Buildable
Lot”.

Many subdivisions were platted prior to adoption of the City’s first zoning ordinance in 1933. Many
neighborhoods were subsequently developed with one house on two or more platted lots. When
zoning was established, minimum lot sizes were based on the development pattern, rather than the
underlying subdivision plat. Therefore, many platted lots of record do not conform to the current
zoning district standards, and are considered to be substandard lots.

LDR 201 5-04: Text Amendments to Sections 16.60.030.2 and 16.90.020.3.
Nonconforming lot and definitions

Page 1



Under today’s code, single-family homes may be built on these platted lots of record, even if the lot
does not meet the minimum standards for the zoning district. Such development is not always
consistent with the development pattern of the neighborhood.

Restrictions were in place from 1973 through 2003 which limited development of nonconforming
lots if the lots were in common ownership in 1977. Code was changed in 2003 to allow
development on any platted lot of record.

Why was code changed in 2003?

• Issues with enforcement

• Property owners assume there are development rights for each platted lot
• Selling lot creates illegal lot, which cannot be developed
• Undue hardship for persons holding lots for investment purposes
• Not afforded same rights as others on their block
• Property Appraiser does not provide information
• No practical method for City to inform owners of the limitations, as the City does not

regulate buying and selling of property

Issues and Concerns with changing code back to pre-2003 language:
• Landowner’s reasonable expectations
• Character of the neighborhood
• Encouragement of inf ill development, when consistent with neighborhood development

pattern

Prior to the Development Review Commission meeting, staff received four emails opposing the
amendment. During the Development Review Commission public hearing on August 5th ten
citizens spoke in favor of the ordinance, including a representative of the Historic Old Northeast
Neighborhood Association and one spoke in opposition. Commissioner Scherer expressed
concerns that the previous change in 2003 was found consistent with the Comprehensive Plan,
and therefore the change back would not be consistent. Commissioner Cravey recommended that
there be some type of grandfathering provision to protect the rights of property owners who
currently own undeveloped lots which would be subject to this change, and requested that the
effective date be moved out one year to allow such property owners to convey their properties or
deve’op the properties without having to comply with the new regulations. There have been no
proposed changes to the ordinance in response to the DRC meeting. A letter in support of the
changes from the Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood Association and a package of materials
was submitted by the citizen opposing the amendment.
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RECOMMENDATION:
Administration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission:

On August 5, 2015, the DRC reviewed the attached ordinance by a vote of 5 to 2 voted to
recommend APPROVAL, based on consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

Citizen Input:

Since DRC and as of the date of this report, there have been no further letters, emails or calls
received. The previous correspondence is attached.

Recommended City Council Action:

1. CONDUCT the first reading and public hearing of the proposed ordinance; and

2. SET the second reading and adoption public hearing for September 17, 2015.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance
2. DRC Staff Report
3. Letter from Old Northeast Neighborhood Association, citizen package submitted to DRC,

and citizen emails.
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AN ORDINANCE OF ‘Ii IL CITY (JI SI’.
PETERSI3 U R(I AM EN DING TI I U (‘FFY OF ST.
PETERS BURG LAND I)EVELOPM ENT
REGULATIONS; AMENI)ING TI IL
REQU IREMENTS FOR DIV IS ION OF
NONCONFORMING LOTS 1-IELD IN COMMON
OWNERS[IIP; AI)DING A DEFINITION FOR
BUILDABLE LOT; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section One. Section I 6.60.030.2. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

16.60.030.2. — Nonconforming lots.

A. Single-/thnilv disiricts. In any district in which single—family dwellings are permitted,
notwithstanding limitations imposed by other provisions of’ these regulations, a single-family
dwelling and customary accessory structures may be erected on any lot of record, except as
provided herein, so long as it complies with the other regulations for the district in which
such lot is located. This provision applies even though such lot fails to meet the requirements
I’or area or width, or both, that generally apply to the district.

B. Nonconfrr,ning lots in conmon ownership. When the City’s property card, property deeds
or the county’s tax parcel identification number indicates that a parcel of property that has
defined boundaries, and is under common ownership or was under common ownership as
of the date of’ adoption this ordinance (September 17, 2015), and consists of more than one
one or more undeveloped lots of record, the parcel is not divisible into separate buildable
subparcels lois unless:

I. Each existing structure meets the current requirements for setbacks from the boundary
lines of the lot of record upon which the structure is located and from the boundary
lines of the subparcels buildable lot to be created, or a variance from such requirements
has been approved prior to the division of the parcel into subparcels; and

2. No lots of record shall be divided, nor shall a portion of a lot of record be combined
with other lots or portions of lots, unless MLof the resulting parcels of’ property meet
the current minimum lot area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district or
obtain a variance from such requirements has been approved.

The division of combined lots of record which creates a substandard lot or setback causes
each lot of record formerly under common ownership to be a violation of this chapter. No
development permits shall be issued for any of the affected lots of record until the



violation is corrected. A variance to lot area and/or dimensional rc.ulations must be
obtained lor each noncon lbrmin lot of record formerly under common ownership subject
to this section hekre an affirmative huildable lot determination can he made by the POD.

C. LOIS nil/iou! subdn’ision ilnprol’elnenls. For any nonconforming or con lorming lot,
whether platted or unpiatted, no development permit shall be issued unless public
improvements have been provided to service the lot in accordance with the subdivision
section.

Section rFw() Section 16.90.020.3. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
add a definition for ‘huildable lot,’ which should he placed in the appropriate alphabetical
location, to read as follows:

Buildable lot means a parcel of land which meets the requirements of this chapter and for
which a development permit may be granted.

Section Three. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck through
type is language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language is language to be
added to the City Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated. Language
in the City 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 add
new sections or subsections are generally not underlined.

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

Section Five. 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 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 A 0 FORM AND CONTENT:

CITY ATTORNEY (desiiiee)
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department

For Public Hearing on August 5, 2015
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 201 5-04

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
175 5th Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REQUEST: A text amendment related to Sections 16.60.030.2 and 16.90.020.3. More

particularly, an ordinance providing for the amendment of the Nonconforming

lot and definitions sections of the St. Petersburg City Code;

The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”)

review and recommend approval, confirming consistency with the City of St.

Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”).

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC,

acting as the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), is

responsible for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on

all proposed amendments to the LDRs.

Recommendation
The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request is consistent

with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

LDR 201 5-04: Text Amendments to Sections 16.60.030.2 and 16.90.020.3
Nonconforming Lots & Definitions

Page 1



Background
Council Member Steve Kornell submitted, and the City Council subsequently referred to the Public

Service and Infrastructure Committee (“PS&l”), a request to review possible ordinance changes

and process adjustments concerning nonconforming lots. Staff initially presented a general

overview of the existing regulations and potential amendment discussions to the PS&l Committee

on March 12, 2015 and later presented a draft language to the PS&l Committee on May 28, 2015.

The proposal is to modify code so that substandard nonconforming lots of record under common

ownership cannot be developed without approval of a variance and to add a definition of “Buildable

Lot”.

B. Nonconforming lots in common ownership. When the City’s property card, property
deeds or the county’s tax parcel identification number indicates that a parcel of property
that has defined boundaries, and is under common ownership or was under common
ownership as of the date of adoption this ordinance (September 17, 2015), and consists
of more than one one or more undeveloped lots of record, the parcel is not divisible into
separate buildable subparcels unless:

1. Each existing structure meets the current requirements for setbacks from the
boundary lines of the lot of record upon which the structure is located and from the
boundary lines of the subparcels to be created, or a variance from such requirements
has been approved prior to the division of the parcel into subparcels; and

2. No Combined lots of record shall not be divided, nor shall a portion of a lot of record
be combined with other lots or portions of lots, unless all of the resulting parcels of
property meet the current minimum lot area and dimensional requirements of the
zoning district or obtain a variance from such requirements.

3. The division of combined lots of record which creates a substandard lot or setback
causes each lot of record formerly under common ownership to be a violation of this
chapter, and no permits shall be issued for any of the affected lots of record until the
violation is corrected.

4. A variance to lot area and/or dimensional regulations must be obtained for each
nonconforming lot of record formerly under common ownership subject to this section
before an affirmative buildable lot determination can be made by the POD.

Buildable lot means a parcel of land which meets the requirements of this chapter and for which a
development permit may be granted.
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Discussion

Many subdivisions were platted prior to adoption of the City’s first zoning ordinance in 1933. Many

neighborhoods were subsequently developed with one house on two or more platted lots. When

zoning was established, minimum lot sizes were based on the development pattern, rather than the

underlying subdivision plat. Therefore, many platted lots of record do not conform to the current

zoning district standards, and are considered to be substandard lots.

Under today’s code, single-family homes may be built on these platted lots of record, even if the lot

does not meet the minimum standards for the zoning district. Such development is not always

consistent with the development pattern of the neighborhood.

Restrictions were in place from 1973 through 2003 which limited development of nonconforming

lots if the lots were in common ownership in 1977. Code was changed in 2003 to allow

development on any platted lot of record.

Why was code changed?

• Issues with enforcement

• Property owners assume there are development rights for each platted lot

• Selling lot creates illegal lot, which cannot be developed

• Undue hardship for persons holding lots for investment purposes; Not afforded same rights

as others on their block

• Property Appraiser does not provide information

• No practical method for City to inform owners of the limitations, as the City does not

regulate buying and selling of property

Issues and Concerns with changing code back to pre-2003 language:

• Landowner’s reasonable expectations

• Character of the neighborhood

• Encouragement of infill development, when consistent with neighborhood development
pattern

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan
The following objectives and policies from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the proposed
amendment:

OBJECTIVE LU1:
The City shall take into account the citizen based themes noted in the Vision Element when
considering development decisions.

LDR 2015-04: Text Amendments to Sections 16.60.030.2 and 16.90.020.3
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Policy LULl 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 LU1.2 The City will continue to recognize the City Administration’s policy responses,
incorporated into the Implementations but not made a part of the Vision Element to the
Comprehensive Plan, with the objective of supporting and improving the neighborhoods,
community appearance, the environment, education, economic development, parks and recreation,
transportation, personal security, and public safety, to the extent that the resources of the City will
allow.

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

Policy LU3.2 Development shall not exceed the densities and intensities established within this
Future Land Use Element except where allowed by the land development regulations.

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

Policy LU8.i: Pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J-5 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.

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:

• First Reading — September 3, 2015
• Second Reading and Public Hearing- September 17, 2015

Exhibits and Attachments
1. Ordinance
2. Housing Affordability Impact Statement
3. Public Services and Infrastructure Committee Minutes May 28, 2015
4. Staff Report to Planning Commission, August 20, 2002
5. Staff Report to City Council, March 20, 2003
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE OF TIlE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
AMENDING THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS; AMENDING TI-IE
REQUIREMENTS FOR DIVISION OF
NONCONFORMING LOTS FIELD IN COMMON
OWNERSFIIP; ADDING A DEFINITION FOR
BUILDABLE LOT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

TI-IE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section One. Section 16.60.030.2. oF the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as
Follows:

16.60.030.2. — Nonconforming lots.

A. Single-ftunily districts. In any district in which single-family dwellings are permitted,
notwithstanding limitations imposed by other provisions of these regulations, a single-family
dwelling and customary accessory structures may be erected on any lot of record, except as provided
herein, so long as it complies with the other regulations for the district in which such lot is located.
This provision applies even though such lot fails to meet the requirements for area or width, or both,
that generally apply to the district.

B. Nonconft.r,ning lots in common owners/zip. When the City’s property card, property deeds or the
county’s tax parcel identification number indicates that a parcel of property that has defined
boundaries, and is under common ownership or was under common ownership as of the date of
adoption this ordinance (September 17, 2015), and consists of more than one one or more
undeveloped lots of record, the parcel is not divisible into separate buildable subparcels unless:

1. Each existing structure meets the current requirements for setbacks from the boundary lines of
the lot of record upon which the structure is located and from the boundary lines of the
subparcels to be created, or a variance from such requirements has been approved prior to the
division of the parcel into subparcels; and

2. Ne Combined lots of record shall not be divided, nor shall a portion of a lot of record be
combined with other lots or portions of lots, unless all of the resulting parcels of property meet
the current minimum lot area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district or obtain a
variance from such requirements.

3. The division of combined lots of record which creates a substandard lot or setback causes each
lot of record formerly under common ownership to be a violation of this chapter, and no
permits shall be issued for any of the affected lots of record until the violation is corrected.
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4. A variance to lot area and/or dimensional regulations must be obtained for each
nonconforming lot ol record formerly under common ownership subject to this section before
an affirmative huildahie lot determination can he macic by the POD.

C. Lois o’iihoul SIIINIO’lsioll imJ)mienlen!s. For any nonconforming or conforming lot, whether
platted or unplatted, no development permit shall he issued Linless public improvements have been
provided to service the lot in accordance with the subdivision section.

Section r[W0 Section 16.90.020.3. of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to add a
definition for huildable lot,’ which should be placed in the appropriate alphabetical location, to read as
follows:

I3iiilclable lot means a parcel of lancE which meets the requirements of this chapter and for which a
development permit may be granted.

Section Three. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck through type is
language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language is language to be added to the City
Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated. Language in the City 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 add new sections or subsections are
generally not underlined.

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

Section Five. 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 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 (designee)
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ATTACHMENT #2
City of St. Petersburg

Housing Affordability Impact Statement

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million in State Housing
Initiative Partnership (SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these
funds, the City is required to maintain an ongoing process for review of local policies,
ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions that increase the cost of housing construction, or
of housing redevelopment, and to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative cost
per housing unit from these actions for the period July 1— June 30 annually. This form should
be attached to all policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing
costs, and a copy of the completed form should be provided to the City’s Housing and
Community Development Department.

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Economic Development

II. Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under
Consideration for adoption by Ordinance or Resolution:

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File
LDR 2015-04).

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:
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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:

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

Department Director (signature) Date

OR

Li 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
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ATTACHMENT #3

Public Services and Infrastructure Committee Minutes
May28, 2015



(‘IFY oF SF. PETERSBURG
Public Services and Infrastructure Committee Meeting
May 28, 2015 fii 9:15 am.

PRESENT: Committee Chair Bill Dudley; James R. Kennedy, Jr., Darden Rice, and Steve
Kornell

ALSO PRESENT: Councilmembers Wengay Newton, Karl Nurse, arid Charlie Gercies; John
Wolfe, City Attorney; 1-leather Judd, Assistant City Attorney; Michael Dema,
Assistant City Attorney; Dave Goodwin, Planning and Economic Development
Director; Elizabeth Abernethy, Zoning Official; Support Staff: Blaise Mazzola,
Claims Supervisor and primary support staff; Mike Vineyard Manager Park
Operations, and backup support staff; and Patricia Beneby, Deputy City Clerk

Committee Chair Dudley opened the meeting with roll call. Councilmember Kennedy moved with
the second of Councilmember Rice for approval of the Agenda. All were iii favor of the motion.

In connection with new business, City Code 16.60.030.2 Non Conforming Lots and Grandfathered
Situations, Ms. Elizabeth Abernethy provided background regarding non—conforming lots and
grandfatherecl situations. She discussed that restrictions were in place from 1973 through 2003 which
limited development of non—conforming lots if the lots were in common ownership in 1977. The Code
was changed in 2003 to allow development on any platted lot of record. The action proposed is to limit
ability to develop lots of’ record under common ownership if they do not meet underlying zoning district
minimum lot standards; allow variance process for reduction of minimum standards; and support if
consistent with development pattern of the neighborhood. Michael Dema provided a draft ordinance
change. Councilmember Kennedy questioned the City’s exposure of a potential legal action by a property
owner affected by the proposed changes. Mr. Dema responded that fiom a legal position he is comfortable
with the changes. Ms. Abemethy stated that from a development standpoint this adds an additional step,
but does not adversely affect them. Councilmember Nurse suggested a policy change to allow the City to
give the land to the adjacent property owner so that the City does not have to maintain and the land goes
back on the tax rolls. Ms. Abernethy believes that the definition of buildable lot will be helpful in assisting
with future issues. Councilmember Kennedy made a motion for staff to draft a letter to the Pinellas
County Property Appraiser to request that they do not split lots that do not conform to City Zoning
Standards, and present the draft letter to full Council for discussion. All were in favor of the motion.
Councilmember Kennedy made a motion for the Community Development Agency (CDA) to incorporate
language to address how substandard lots can be placed with the property owners of adjoining lots and to
send this to full Council for discussion. All were in favor of the motion. Councilmember Kennedy made a
motion to recommend that a policy be created that will allow Non-CDA Lots that are substandard to be
placed with the owners of adjoining lots and to send to full Council for discussion. All were in favor of the
motion. Councilmember Komell made a motion to approve the draft ordinance and send to the
Development Review Commission for their approval. All were in favor of the motion.

In connection with the new business, Door-to Door Solicitation Ordinance, Heather Judd, Assistant
City Attorney, provided a draft ordinance with potential changes to the current ordinance. She stated
that the goal is to have objective criteria and have balance between deterring aggressive solicitation
and the First Amendment. Councilmember Kornell questioned if a process that allowed a citizen to
fill out an affidavit is possible. City Attorney JoIm Wolfe stated that we must be cautious of the First
Amendment. Councilmember Rice believes that much of the ordinance changes are reasonable and
that she supports of the background check section of the draft. Councilmember Kennedy discussed
17.160 Paragraph 3 and whether or not signage indicating no solicitation must be on the individual
home or the neighborhood sign to be enforceable. Councilmember Kennedy made a motion for staff
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&

Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Planning Commission
Prepared by the Development Services Department, Development Review Services Division

For Public Hearing mid E\ecutive Action on August 20. 2002,

at 4:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers. City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File #LDR/ZO-02-O1
Agenda Item #2

Applicant: City of St. Petersburg

Request: At the direction of the Administration, Development Ser ices PdOPOSCS to amend

sections of’the Zoning Ordinance related to the definition oflots. the administration ofgrandfathered

and noncon lbrming uses, and the duties of the Board of Adjustment.

Purpose: The primary purpose of these amendments is to further redevelopment and

revitalization opportunities for existing buildings and sites within the City. Presently, many

properties cannot be re-used or rehabilitated even if they are done so in a manner that is compatible

with surrounding development. In many cases, these buildings must be converted to another type

of use which the market or site location cannot support, or remain boarded and blighted. Other

aspects of the proposed changes are intended to delete regulations that cannot be enforced or can

only be enforced on a selective basis. The proposed regulations preclude the ability of the Board of

Adjustment to reinstate any dwelling unit smaller than 375 square feet, which is the minimum size

allowed by City Code for an efficiency unit. The amendments also limit the time for compliance

if a dwelling unit that is reinstated remains occupied.

Analysis: Many of the changes in the attached (proposed) ordinance are housekeeping matters

requested by the City’s legal staff to make the ordinance easier to understand. The other changes.

which are more substantive in nature, are outlined below. (It should be noted that the following

referencedpage numbers refer to the page numbers in the attached ordinance.)

Lot/Page 2
Under the proposed change, the definition of “Lot” is amended to make it more clear

that a lot cannot be created on an alley. In some cases, land speculators have

proposed to subdivide lots and create new lots fronting on alleys. For the most part,



tlo_’se iie\\’ lots eaii Icinic se nid—class lots which caii roillaill forever. Ilie
iiroopoosd niieiidninit rcprfI1ts a clarification ol pvu City iIlterj-welation. [or
creative dcvefopiiieiils, however, variances to allow or uiiitie subdivision of
property caii still be secured.

I ‘oIs of Rec ni/Page 3
‘I ‘ho_ dehiiitioii oh ‘Lois o/ I?o’eoid is amended to mean lots which were legally
phil ted

Section (g) Relatiiig to the Issuance of Building Permits/Page 5
Ihese requirenleills are now addressed Ivy the newly adopted I3ui Iding Code, and arc
redundant in this part of the Zoning Ordinance.

Nonconforming LoIs/Pages 7—9
‘[his amendment hilts under the category of’ eliminating an “unenforceable
regulation.’’

Beginning in I <)73. the City ceased to recognize all platted lots as lots of’ record.
Lnder certain conditions of development and ownership (e.g. two or more
undeveloped lots in common ownership three or more underdeveloped lots in
common ownership), the lots would be treated as one lot for purposes ol’zoning. For
example, i ía person owned three lots and one lot was developed, he/she would not
be able to sell oft’ either of the two lots even though they were legally platted and
other lots of similar size in the neighborhood were developed with three homes.
Furthermore, even though the property was treated as one lot by City Code, the
original plat containing two or three platted lots still existed. Consequently, most
citizens, unaware oh this obscure regulation, believe that they own a platted lot(s)
that they can sell.

Imposition of the current regulation is difficult, if not impossible, to enforce. The
regulation is not common knowledge, it will not show up in a title search, and no one
at the County Property Appraiser’s Office will advise a potential purchaser of the
regulation. There is no method for the City to advise the potential purchaser ofa lot
and oh this requirement, and no electronic means to track or keep records of
properties affected by the regulation. To set up an electronic tracking system, City
staff would need to identi’ all properties in common ownership as of August 25,
1977. From that list, each set of properties would have to be evaluated based upon
the number of lots and the extent to which lots are developed. The list would then
have to be sorted to delete all cases that have slipped through the system over the
past 25 years or were granted a lot line adjLlstment. Such a process represents
government at its most cumbersome and least effective. Rather than enforcing a
regulation that can be applied fairly and evenly, the City currently maintains a
regulation that can only be selectively applied to whomever is caught. For the
general public, the common thought is that if a person owns two platted lots, they
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have two lots to sell. l’here is no reason or the average Pon to suspect that selling
a platted lot would constitute an illegal action.

I he current regulation also creates an undue hardship br persons who may have held
m to property k)r investment purposes. ‘Ihese persons are not aI’lbrded the same

development rights as others on their block. II the property is under a separate
property identi lication number (PIN) horn the property appraiser’s olflce, the
problem is compounded by the property tax cap. ‘l’he tax cap applies to the
homeowner’s lot, but not to the lots that he/she may own on either side. For many,
the property tax on these lots has become so burdensome that they must be sold ‘or
development or legally combined with the homesteaded lot.

Since adoption of the ordinance, hundreds of lots have been separated and sold in
violation o I’ this regulation. The property appraiser’s ol’flce does not require that lot
separation be consistent with local regulations, so there is no ability for the City to
intervene in the sale. In the hIw times over the past ièw years that the illegal sale has
been caught by the City, the unsuspecting buyers are lelt with the problem. In all
cases, the Environmental Development Commission has approved the required
lot line adj ustment to allow for the lots to be developed as they were originally
platted. Amending the regulation would allow for lots to be developed as they were
originally and legally platted.

Nonconforming StrllctLlres/Page 9
The current regulation is so complicated that it cannot be administered or
understood. The proposed change is to simply state that ifthe structure is destroyed
by more than 75 percent of its current replacement value, the replacement structure
shall comply with current codes.

Nonconforming Uses of Structures and Premises/Page 10
This Falls under the “revitalization” classification.

This section will allow for the conversion of a nonconforming use to a grandfathered
use. Since nonconforming uses can remain in perpetuity, the public interest is served
in allowing the conversion to a less intense use that, by its nature, has been deemed
to have some level of compatibility with the zoning district. Abandoned
nonconforming uses cannot be converted to a grandfathered use under this proposal.
Only legal existing uses can be converted.

Nonconforming Uses of Sites and Sites without Site Plans/Page 11

This section does not exist presently. It provides some clear status for sites which
do not meet current development requirements, and under what circumstances a site
plan change or alteration will trigger improvements, such as landscaping. Ofspecial
note in this section is the provision that no variances are required to bring a site into
greater compliance with code requirements. For example, if a project which is
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presently paved Iroin corner to corner requil.es a 20 loot green yard and the aI)plicant
reilioves asphalt to provide 10 eel, he/she does not need a variance br 10 leet. II’
the variance is granted, the project is vested tbr ID hiei in perpetuity and the site
never has to be brought into coiiipliancc with 20 lbet. By not granting a variance, the

ity still maintains the ability to bring the site into greater compliance at some point
in the liitnre when it is redeveloped or renovated.

( rand lithered Uses of’ Stritcin res and Premises (g)2(a)/Pages 12—13
I his section provides tbr objective standards to allow br the conversion ol one
grand lithered use to another grand hlithered use. Ihese standards do not exist

ill

C rand fathered Uses of’ Structures and Premises (g)3—4/Page 13
[his section clan lies the City’s policy on grand kithered status as it relates to multi—
tenant properties. Simply stated, the entire building must become abandoned to lose
legal grand kithered status.

Status of Noiicon lorinities/Pages 14—15
[his section is stricken in its entirety, It is no longer oh any use.

Nonconforming all(l C P’II1dlathei’C(l Use Chart/Pages 16—22
Changes to the chart IhIl under the “revitalization” heading. They are intended to get
unused and boarded buildings reoccupied, re—used, and contributing in a positive
manner to the vitality of St. Petersburg.

The Board of Adjustment, in its consideration of reinstatement applications, has
suggested that this chart should be revisited. The position of the Board is that the
public interest is better served by having boarded up buildings reopened for
use, activity, and tax generation. Regulations that force buildings to remain
abandoned and/or boarded because the CHART states that a viable use cannot
be reinstated in a certain zoning district are undesirable. All uses which do not
have an adverse impact or have impacts that can be mitigated should be
reinstated for use. For many grandfathered uses, a literal application of the chart
is not working. Some changes are needed to allow for expanded community
revitalization opportunities.

Fui’thermore, the current chart is unclear for some uses and requires substantial
interpretation. The proposed revisions generally:

1. Do not make any changes to the status of grandfathered uses in the single-
family (RS) zoning districts. All applications for reinstatement must still be
heard by the Board of Adjustment.
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2. Allow the Zoning Official to reinstate other uses outside of the RS zones
when the applicants can demonstrate compliance with parking requirements
and bring the site into compliance with current landscaping requirements.
‘l’hcse uses are typical iy limited to the reinstatement of multifamily uses in
multifamily zones, and non—residential uses in non—residential zones.

3. Allow lbrthe reinstatementofnew grandfathered uses in certain zones which
could not he reinstated previously.

The current City Code does not allow rot the reinstatement of many uses in
zoning districts where they would be appropriate and desirable. For
example, a triplex cannot be reinstated in an office or commercial district, so
it remains unoccupied or boarded in some neighborhoods. Other examples
include: business and professional schools in office zones; office uses in
multifamily zones; retirement homes in commercial and office zones; and
commercial uses in industrial zones. Most of these uses, if reoccupied and
re—used would be an economic asset to the City. With appropriate mitigation,

all of these uses can be re—established in a manner that contributes positively
to the City’s revitalization.

4. Adds the granclftithered and nonconforming use provisions of the UV—l
zoning district into the chart, Presently, they are set forth only in the UV—l
district regulations, which enhances the iotemial for mistakes by City staff.

5. Addresses the unclear standing of filling stations and motor vehicle repair
uses. These types of uses are presently not included in the chart. With these
amendments, their standing as a nonconforming use in certain zoning
districts will be made easier to understand and defend.

Reinstatement Criteria (e)/Page 30
The Board will no longer have the ability to reinstate any dwelling unit less than 375
square feet in size. Three hundred seventy-five (375) square feet is the minimum
floor area for an efficiency unit under code.

Reinstatement (g)/Page 32
Many applicants for reinstatement make application even though their buildings are
technically illegally occupied. They maintain tenants in the buildings while they are
making application and during the period in which they are implementing the
improvements required by the Board of Adjustment. Under the proposed
amendment, ifthe applicant insists on maintaining occupancy of the building during
the period in which improvements are implemented, the maximum
approval/compliance period will be six (6) months. Presently, many applicants take
an extended period to implement required building and fire code improvements while
the buildings are occupied. This causes the City and Board great concern because

5



both want hr these buildings to be deemed sale hw occupancY as soon as possible.
1 mis nneialrncimt will expedite the comnpletiomi of required improvenmellts so that
occupied buildings are improved and made saiC in a more timely maimer.

Additwual (‘liaiiges Made as a Result ol Iwo WorkslIo1)s
In (late, Iwo workshops have been held in front oFthe Maiming Commission: March

511 and June IhI, 2002 lhe Planning Commission recommended that the changes be
lorwmded to the neighborhoods and the community Ibr input. On April 2311, City
staff maci \vith neighborhood representatives to discuss certain issues of concern.
Amendments to the draFt ordinance addressing those concerns, along with revisions
coming out oF the .1 une 4111 workshop, are included in the ordinance attached to this
memorandum. ‘IThese changes are highlighted below:

/\ (IC I inition for vile mlp!cree/iicnI.v ‘ has been inchuded on page 3.

2. Measurable criteria have been added to site improvements which do not
require a variance. These are noted on page 12.

3. Special Conditions For Granting Variances (6) and (7)/Page 26—27

‘Fwo new criteria arc added to substantiate the existence ofspecial conditions
that warrant granting oF a variance. One is “neighborhood character” to
accommodate new (re)development consistent with an existing or historic
development pattern. The second is “public Facilities,” which supports the
granting oF variances For necessary public Facilities and uses. The entire
section regarding public interest as a criterion for granting ofa variance has
been eliminated pursuant to discussion at the June 411 workshop.

1-lousin
Affordability
Impact
Statement: The proposed amendment will not have a significant impact on housing

affordability or accessibility. It is anticipated that the proposed amendments
may increase housing availability, by allowing the Zoning Official, on a case
by case basis, to reinstate residential uses in both residential and non
residential zoning districts, e.g., multifamily uses in a single family district,
and multifamily uses in a general office district.

Compliance
With the
Comprehensive

The following objectives and policies from the City’s Comprehensive Plan
are applicable to the attached proposed amendments:
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Land Use Objective 8: The City shall continue to define and regulate

noncon fbrming and grand fithered uses consistent with the requirements of

Chapter 163. F’.S. kr the purpose of’ reducing or eliminating land uses that

are inconsistent with the character ol’thc community including repetitive loss

and other properties that do not comply with minimum FEMA flood

elevation standards as targeted in Policies CM II .11 and CM 11.12. The

regulations may include provisions For eliminating or reducing uses that are

inconsistent with interagency hazard mitigation reports.

Land Use Policy 8.1 NonconForming and grand ththered uses shall

be defined and regulated in a manner consistent with the requirements oFthe

Zoning Ordinance and Chapter 163, F.S.

Land Use Policy 8.2 NonconForming uses determined to be severely

incompatible may be phased out through an appropriate amortization

schedule as defined in the land development regulations.

Land Use Policy 8.3 The City will amend the Nonconformities and

GrandFathered Uses and Structures section of’ the Zoning Ordinance to

implement provisions that encourage the elimination or reduction of uses

inconsistent with interagency hazard mitigation report recommendations that

the City deems appropriate.

Land Use Objective 20: 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.

Land Use Policy 20.1 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.

In addition, the proposed ordinance is consistent with the Pinellas Planning

Council ‘s Countywide Plan Rules.

Recommendation: The Development Services Department finds that the proposed amendment

is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

Attachment: Proposed Ordinance
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of March 20, 2003

TO: The Honorable Earnest Williams, Chair, and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT: Ordinance

_______

amending sections 29-2, 29-50, and 29-111
through 29-115 related to grandfathered and nonconforming uses and
powers of the Board of Adjustment (City File LDRJZO-2002-01).

RECOMMENDATiON: The Administration and the Planning Commission recommend
APPROVAL.

( The attached ordinance amendment was recommended for approval by the City Council at first
reading and first public hearing on Febnrniy 6, 2003. Since that time, Staffhas been in contact with
Steve Puce, representing himself and Cathy Wilson. Mr. Puce, who has expressed concerns about
parts ofthe amendment, has suggested two amendments, both ofwhich are included in the attached
ordinance. The first amendment requires public notice when the POD intends to approve a change
of one grandfathered use to another grandfathered use. The second amendment is a point of
clarification for the section related to sites without approved site plans. It is not substantive. The
Administration can support both of these requested amendments.

INTRODUCTION:
At the direction of the Administration and at the request of the Board of Adjustment, the
Development Services Department proposes to amend sections of the Zoning Ordinance related to
the definition of lots, the administration of grandfathered and nonconforming uses, and the duties
of the Board of Adjustment.

PUBLIC INPUT:
To date, two workshops have been held in front of the Planning Commission, one on March 5th and
and a second on June 4th, 2002. At the first workshop, the Planning Commission recommended that
the changes be forwarded to the neighborhoods and the community for input. On April 23w, City
staff met with neighborhood representatives to discuss certain issues of concern. Amendments to
the draft ordinance addressing those concerns, along with revisions coming out of the June 4th

workshop, were made by the City. On August 20, 2002, the Planning Commission held a public
hearing on the proposed changes. No members ofthe public were in attendance even though notices

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
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were sent to each neighborhood association and the proposed amendment was posted on the City’s
website. After considerable discussion, the Planning Commission voted, by a vote of 7-2, to
recommend that the ordinance be adopted. Those in dissent did not comment on any specific issues
related to the ordinance, rather suggesting that it might be more appropriate to consider such
amendments after adoption of the City’s new zoning ordinance in the next two years.

in addition to the workshops and public hearing, the proposed amendment was also presented to the
Policy and Planning Committee of the City Councii on two occasions: September 26, 2002 and
December 10, 2002. At the first meeting, recommendations were made for changes which have been
incorporated into the current version of the ordinance. Furthermore, Councilmember Littrell asked
that the item be deferred to a later meeting so that policy issues contained in the proposed ordinance
could be evaluated. At the December 10 meeting, the item was reconsidered and recommended for
scheduling before the entire City Council.

PURPOSE:
The primary purpose of these amendments is to further redevelopment and revitalization
opportunities for existing buildings and sites within the City. This is particularly timely given the
current economic climate for redevelopment and investment.

Presently, many properties cannot be re-used or rehabilitated even if they are done so in a manner (that is compatible with surrounding development. In many cases, these buildings must be converted
to another type of use which the market or site location cannot support, or remain boarded and
blighted. Other aspects of the proposed changes are intended to delete regulations that cannot be
enforced or can only be enforced on a selective basis. The proposed regulations preclude the ability
of the Board ofAdjustment to reinstate any dwelling unit smaller than 375 square feet, which is the
minimum size allowed by City Code for an efficiency unit. The amendments also limit the time for
compliance if a dwelling unit that is reinstated remains occupied.

DISCUSSION:
Many of the changes in the attached (proposed) ordinance are housekeeping matters requested by
the City’s legal staff to make the ordinance easier to understand. The other changes, which are more
substantive in nature, are outlined below. (It should be noted that the following referenced page
numbers refer to the page numbers in the attached ordinance.)

To assist the City Council in its consideration of the proposed amendment, the aftached chart
is provided along with the ordinance. The chart highlights the substantial changes and the
intent behind the proposed amendments.

Lot/Page 2
Under the proposed change, the definition of“Lot” is amended to make it more clear
that a lot cannot be created on an alley. In some cases, land speculators have
proposed to subdivide lots and create new lots fronting on alleys. For the most part,
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Page 3

these new lots can become second-class lots which can remain forever. The
proposed amendment represents a clarification of previous City interpretation.

Lots of Record/Page 3
The definition of “Lots of Record” is amended to mean lots which were legally
platted.

Section (g) Relating to the Issuance of Building Permits/Page 3
These requirements are now addressed by the newly adopted Building Code, and are
redundant in this part of the Zoning Ordinance.

Nonconforming Lots/Pages 7-9
This amendment falls under the category of eliminating an “unenforceable
regulation.”

Beginning in 1973, the City ceased to recognize all platted lots as lots of record.
Under certain conditions of development and ownership (e.g. two or more
undeveloped lots in common ownership QE three or more underdeveloped lots in
common ownership), the lots would be treated as one lot for purposes of zoning. For
example, if a person owned three lots and one lot was developed, he/she would not
be able to sell off either of the two lots even though they were legally platted and
other lots of similar size in the neighborhood were developed with three homes.
Furthermore, even though the property was treated as one lot by City Code, the
original plat containing two or three platted lots still existed. Consequently, most
citizens, unaware ofthis obscure regulation, believe that they own a platted lot(s) that
they can sell.

Imposition of the current regulation is difficult, if not impossible, to enforce. The
regulation is not common knowledge, it will not show up in a title search, and no one
at the County Property Appraiser’s Office will advise a potential purchaser of the
regulation. There is no method for the City to advise the potential purchaser of a lot
and of this requirement, and no electronic means to track or keep records of
properties affected by the regulation. To set up an electronic tracking system, City
staff would need to identifr all properties in common ownership as of August 25,
1977. From that list, each set ofproperties would have to be evaluated based upon
the number of lots and the extent to which lots are developed. The list would then
have to be sorted to delete all cases that have slipped through the system over the past
25 years or were granted a lot line adjustment. Such a process represents government
at its most cumbersome and least effective. Rather than enforcing a regulation that
can be applied fairly and evenly, the City currently maintains a regulation that can
only be selectively applied to whomever is caught For the general public, the

( common thought is that if a person owns two platted lots, they have two lots to sell.
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There is no reason for the average person to suspect that selling a platted lot would
constitute an illegal action.

The current regulation also creates an undue hardship for persons who may have held
on to property for investment purposes. These persons are not afforded the same
development rights as others on their block. If the property is under a separate
property identification number (PIN) from the property appraiser’s office, the
problem is compounded by the property tax cap. The tax cap applies to the
homeowner’s lot, but not to the lots that he/she may own on either side. For many,
the property tax on these lots has become so burdensome that they must be sold for
development or legally combined with the homesteaded lot.

Since adoption of the ordinance, hundreds of lots have been separated and sold in
violation of this regulation. The property appraiser’s office does not require that lot
separation be consistent with local regulations, so there is no ability for the City to
intervene in the sale. In the few times over the past few years that the illegal sale has
been caught by the City, the unsuspecting buyers are left with the problem. In the
majority of cases, the Environmental Development Commission has approved the
required lot line adjustment to allow for the lots to be developed as they were
originally platted. Amending the regulation would allow for lots to be developed as
they were originally and legally platted.

Nonconforming StructureslPage 9
The current regulation is so complicated that it cannot be administered or understood.
The proposed change is to simply state that if the structure is destroyed by more than
75 percent of its current replacement value, the replacement structure shall comply
with current codes.

Nonconforming Uses of Structures and PremisesfPage 11
This falls under the “revitalization” classification.

This section will allow for the conversion ofa nonconforming use to a grandfathered
use. Since nonconforming uses can remain in perpetuity, the public interest is served
in allowing the conversion to a less intense use that, by its nature, has been deemed
to have some level of compatibility with the zoning district. Abandoned
nonconforming uses cannot be converted to a grandfathered use under this proposal.
Only legal existing uses can be converted.

Nonconforming Uses of Sites and Sites without Site Plans/Page 11
This section does not exist presently. It provides some clear status for sites which do
not meet current development requirements, and under what circumstances a site plan
change or alteration will trigger improvements, such as landscaping. Of special note
in this section is the provision that no variances are required to bring a site into
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greater compliance with code requirements. For example, if a project which is
presently paved from corner to corner requires a 20 foot green yard and the applicant
removes asphalt to provide 10 feet, he/she does not need a variance for 10 feet. If the
variance is granted, the project is vested for 10 feet in perpetuity and the site may
never have to be brought into compliance with 20 feet. By not granting a variance,
the City still maintains the ability to bring the site into greater compliance at some
point in the future when it is redeveloped or renovated.

Grandfathered Uses of Structures and Premises (g)2(a)fPage 13
This section provides for objective standards to allow for the conversion of one
grandfathered use to another grandfathered use. These standards do not exist
presently.

Grandfathered Uses of Structures and Premises (g)3-4/Page 13
This section clarifies the City’s policy on grandfathered status as it relates to multi-
tenant properties. Simply stated, the entire building must become abandoned to lose
legal grandfathered status.

Status of Nonconformities/Pages 14-15

( This section is stricken in its entirety. It is no longer of any use.

Nonconforming and Grandfathered Use ChartfPages 16-21
Changes to the chart fall under the “revitalization” heading. They are intended to get
unused and boarded buildings reoccupied, re-used, and contributing in a positive
manner to the vitality of St. Petersburg.

The Board of Adjustment, in its consideration of reinstatement applications, has
suggested that this chart should be revisited. The position of the Board is that the
public interest is better served by having boarded up buildings reopened for
use, activity, and tax generation. Regulations that force buildings to remain
abandoned andlor boarded because the CH4RT states that a viable use cannot
be reinstated in a certain zoning district are undesirable. All uses which do not
have an adverse impact or have impacts that can be mitigated should be
reinstated for use. For many grandfathered uses, a literal application ofthe chart is
not working. Some changes are needed to allow for expanded community
revitalization opportunities.

Furthermore, the current chart is unclear for some uses and requires substantial
interpretation. The proposed revisions generally:

1. Do not make any changes to the status of grandfathered uses in the single-
family (RS) zoning districts. All applications for reinstatement must still be
heard by the Board of Adjustment.
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2. Allow the Zoning Official to reinstate other uses outside of the RS zones
when the applicants can demonstrate compliance with parking requirements
and bring the site into compliance with current landscaping requirements.
These uses are typically limited to the reinstatement of multifamily uses in
multifamily zones, and non-residential uses in non-residential zones.

3. Allow for the reinstatement of new grandfathered uses in certain zones which
could not be reinstated previously.

The current City Code does not allow for the reinstatement of many uses in
zoning districts where they would be appropriate and desirable. For example,
a triplex cannot be reinstated in an office or commercial district, so it remains
unoccupied or boarded in some neighborhoods. Other examples include:
business and professional schools in office zones; office uses in multifamily
zones; retirement homes in commercial and office zones; and commercial
uses in industrial zones. Most of these uses, ifreoccupied and re-used would
be an economic asset to the City. With appropriate mitigation, all of these
uses can be re-established in a manner that contributes positively to the City’s
revitalization.

4. Adds the grandfathered and nonconforming use provisions of the UV-1 (,
zoning district into the chart. Presently, they are set forth only in the UV- 1
district regulations, which enhances the potential for mistakes by City staff.

5. Addresses the unclear standing of filling stations and motor vehicle repair
uses. These types of uses are presently not included in the chart. With these
amendments, their standing as anonconforming use in certain zoning districts
will be made easier to understand and defend.

Reinstatement Criteria (e)fPage 30
The Board will no longer have the ability to reinstate any dwelling unit less than 375
square feet in size. Three hundred seventy-five (375) square feet is the minimum
floor area for an efficiency unit under code.

Reinstatement (g)/Page 32
Many applicants for reinstatement make application even though their buildings are
technically illegally occupied. They maintain tenants in the buildings while they are
making application and during the period in which they are implementing the
improvements required by the Board of Adjustment. Under the proposed
amendment, if the applicant insists on maintaining occupancy ofthe building during
the period in which improvements are implemented, the maximum
approval/compliance period will be six (6) months. Presently, many applicants take
an extended period to implement required building and code improvements while the
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buildings are occupied. This causes the City and Board great concern because both
bodies want for these buildings to be deemed safe for occupancy as soon as possible.
This amendment will expedite the completion of required improvements so that
occupied buildings are improved and made safe in a more timely manner.
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C’on3nli ssi on M embers,

The Association has long considered this section of the code
cleti-imental to the historic character and diversity of our neighborhood.
I-tomes on multiple lots arc subject to particular risk of demolition
because multiple houses can be built on the individual substandard lots
without variances if the original house is razed. This has become an
even bigger concern since the upturn in the economy. Our
neighborhood was better protected under the earlier 1973-2003 code.
1-Laying a variance requirement will help to lessen the risks of
demolition under the current code.

These substandard lots can be developed even though they do not
meet the minimum requirements of the NT-2 and NT-3 zoning
districts like ours. This can result in houses that are not in keeping
with a neighborhood’s character.

If this revision is adopted, more of our housing stock is likely to be
preserved. For instance, a house on two non-conforming lots would
no longer necessarily be threatened by demolition if an individual had
to seek approval of variances for lot width and/or area before
demolition in order to construct two new houses.

This change will also assist in preserving diversity in our
neighborhood. St. Petersburg’s traditional neighborhoods like the Old
Northeast are considered desirable places to live, due in large part to
their wide spectrum of economic and architectural diversity. When
the Old Northeast was being developed, property owners often
purchased two lots or one lot and a portion of another, which created
much of the housing diversity that we so appreciate today. If all of
our multiple lot properties continue to be redeveloped regardless of
whether they meet width and area requirements, without having to get
variances, we will soon lose this diversity of lot and house size that
some of our larger properties affbrd the neighborhood.



\\‘c support appruvul o this rcqucst.I7urthermoic, we urge that deniolition permits not he

issued helore variances arc considered to lurther pi-otect our historic housing stock.

S cerel y.

Peter Motzcnbecker
President, Historic Old Northeast Neiuhborhood Association



Development Board Hearing
(August 5, 2015)

Introduction

a) Why I am here
b) appraiser Q & E
c) planning Q & E

2. Impact of Amendment

a) land use environment being regulated thouse with extra lot(s)1
b) concepts - Excess vs. Surplus Lands
c) hardship — grandfathering and changing the rules

3. Florida is a Full Compensation State

a) Government eminent domain condemnation of property rights
b) Government regulatory condemnation of property rights
c) Legal counsel & expert cost recoverable directly or indirectly

4. Statute and Case Law

a) regulatory confiscation of compensible property rights
b) Dimunition of property value caused by regulatory — Bert J. Harris Act
c) Jirik case — preeminence of platted lots of record and grandfathering

5. Requested Action

a) restore ordinance language that recognizes the grandfathered development rights of
platted lots of record.

b) Remove the temporal tax parcel number language as it has nothing to do with a platted lot.
c) Restore the side yard setback requirement for legally nonconforming lots to 10% of width.
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April 1, 2003

Dan Richai-dson
111 26(11 Avenue Northeast
St. Petersburg, Florida 33704

RE: Property generally located at 2172 Coffee Pot Blvd. Northeast and legally described as
Revised Replat of Such & hamlet’s Northshorc Addition, Block 37, Lots 7-8

Dear Mr. Richardson:

The above-referenced property is located in the RS-100 (Residential Single-Family) zoning
district. You have proposed to demolish the residence on site and build two single-family
residences on each of the original two platted lots. While each of the lots does not meet the
current lot size requirements of the St. Petersburg Zoning Ordinance, each lot did meet the lot
size requirements at the time it was subdivided and is considered to be a buildable
nonconforming lot of record. If the residence on site is demohishqd, the two lots of record may
each have a single-family residence constructed in accordance with the RS-100 zoning district
regulations.

If you have further questions, fuel free to contact me at (727) 893-7881.

Sincerely,

Ted Petersen, Planner I
Development Review Services
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A land survey of Lets 7 and 8, Block 37 and Water Lots 15, 16 and 17, Block “0”,

/ REVISED REPLAT OF C. PERRY SNELL’S NORTH SHORE ADDITION, according to the elat
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POST OFFICE Box 2842, ST. PLTExSBuxG, FLoluxo 33731-2842

WEB SITE: ww stpile.org CHANNU 35 VVSPL -IV

TELEPHoNE: 727 8937171
May 8,200 1

Dan K. Richardson
111 26° Avenue Northeast
St. Petersburg, Florida 33704

RE: Property generally located at 2196 Coffee Pot Boulevard Northeast, St. Petersburg, Florida, and
legally described as Lot 10, Block 37, SnelI’s C. Perry North Shore Addition

Dear Mr. Richardson:

The above-referenced property is zoned RS-100, Residential Single-Family, and has a corresponding
land use of Residential Urban. While this lot does not meet the current lot size requirements of the St.
Petersburg Zoning Ordinance, it did meet the lot size requirements at the time it was subdivided and is
considered to be a buildable nonconforming lot of record. A single family home could be constructed
on-site provided that the current setbacks, parking, and height requirements ofthe RS-100 zoning district
are met, or the applicable variances are received from the appropriate City I3oard.

I have enclosed a copy of the RS-100 zoning district regulations which indicate the required setbacks
for this property. If you have further questions or need additional information, please contact me at
(727) 893-7871.

Sincerely,

J/w

Terrill L. Brown, City Planner I
Development Review Services Division

1

pc: John R. Flixenbaugh, AICP, Zoning Official, Development Review Services Division
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Se’ect Year: 2004

The 2004 Florida Statutes
Title VI Chapter 70 View Entire

CIVIL PRACTICE AND RELIEF FROM BURDENS ON REAL Chapter
PROCEDURE PROPERTY RIGHTS

70.001 Private property rights protection.--

(1) This act may be cited as the Bert J. Harris, Jr., Private Property Rights Protection Act. The
Legislature recognizes that some laws, regulations, and ordinances of the state and political
entities in the state, as applied, may inordinately burden, restrict, or limit private property rights
without amounting to a taking under the State Constitution or the United States Constitution. The
Legislature determines that there is an important state interest in protecting the interests of
private property owners from such inordinate burdens. Therefore, it is the intent of the Legislature
that, as a separate and distinct cause of action from the law of takings, the Legislature herein
provides for relief, or payment of compensation, when a new law, rule, regulation, or ordinance of
the state or a political entity in the state, as applied, unfairly affects real property.

(2) When a specific action of a governmental entity has inordinately burdened an existing use of
real property or a vested right to a specific use of real property, the property owner of that real
property is entitLed to reLief, which may include compensation for the actual loss to the fair market
value of the reaL property caused by the action of government, as provided in this section.

(3) For purposes of this section:

(a) The existence of a vested right” is to be determined by applying the principles of equitable
estoppeL or substantive due process under the common law or by appLying the statutory Law of this
state.

(b) The term “existing use’ means an actual, present use or activity on the real property, including
periods of inactivity which are normalLy associated with, or are incidental to, the nature or type of
use or activity or such reasonabLy foreseeable, nonspeculative land uses which are suitable for the
subject real property and compatible with adjacent land uses and which have created an existing
fair market value in the property greater than the fair market value of the actual, present use or
activity on the real property.

(c) The term “governmental entity” includes an agency of the state, a regional or a local
government created by the State Constitution or by general or special act, any county or
municipaLity, or any other entity that independentLy exercises governmental authority. The term
does not include the United States or any of its agencies, or an agency of the state, a regionaL or a
local government created by the State Constitution or by general or special act, any county or
municipality, or any other entity that independently exercises governmental authority, when
exercising the powers of the United States or any of its agencies through a formal delegation of
federal authority.

(d) The term “action of a governmental entity’ means a specific action of a governmental entity
which affects real property, including action on an appLication or permit.

(e) The terms ‘inordinate burden” or ‘inordinately burdened’ mean that an action of one or more
governmental entities has directLy restricted or limited the use of reaL property such that the
property owner is permanently unable to attain the reasonable, investment-backed expectation for
the existing use of the real property or a vested right to a specific use of the real property with
respect to the real property as a whole, or that the property owner is left with existing or vested
uses that are unreasonable such that the property owner bears permanently a disproportionate
share of a burden imposed for the good of the public, which in fairness should be borne by the
public at large. The terms “inordinate burden’ or ‘inordinateLy burdened” do not include temporary
impacts to real property; impacts to real property occasioned by governmental abatement,
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prohibition, prevention, or remediation of a public nuisance at common law or a noxious use of
private property; or impacts to real property caused by an action of a governmental entity taken to
grant relief to a property owner under this section.

(f) The term property owner’ means the person who holds legal title to the real property at issue.
The term does not include a governmentaL entity.

(g) The term ‘real property’ means land and includes any appurtenances and improvements to the
land, including any other relevant real property in which the property owner had a reLevant
interest.

(4)(a) Not Less than 180 days prior to filing an action under this section against a governmental
entity, a property owner who seeks compensation under this section must present the claim in
writing to the head of the governmental entity. The property owner must submit, along with the
claim, a bona fide, vaLid appraisal that supports the claim and demonstrates the loss in fair market
value to the real property. If the action of government is the culmination of a process that involves
more than one governmental entity, or if a complete resolution of all relevant issues, in the view
of the property owner or in the view of a governmental entity to whom a claim is presented,
requires the active participation of more than one governmentaL entity, the property owner shall
present the claim as provided in this section to each of the governmentaL entities.

(b) The governmentaL entity shall provide written notice of the claim to all parties to any
administrative action that gave rise to the claim, and to owners of reaL property contiguous to the
owners property at the addresses listed on the most recent county tax rolls. Within 15 days after
the claim being presented, the governmental entity shall report the claim in writing to the
Department of Legal Affairs, and shall provide the department with the name, address, and
telephone number of the employee of the governmental entity from whom additional information
may be obtained about the claim during the pendency of the claim and any subsequent judicial
action.

(c) During the 180-daynotice period, unLess extended by agreement of the parties, the
governmental entity shalL make a written settlement offer to effectuate:

1. An adjustment of Land deveLopment or permit standards or other provisions controlling the
development or use of land.

2. Increases or modifications in the density, intensity, or use of areas of development.

3. The transfer of developmental rights.

4. Land swaps or exchanges.

5. Mitigation, incLuding payments in lieu of onsite mitigation.

6. Location on the Least sensitive portion of the property.

7. Conditioning the amount of deveLopment or use permitted.

8. A requirement that issues be addressed on a more comprehensive basis than a single proposed
use or development.

9. Issuance of the deveLopment order, a variance, special exception, or other extraordinary relief.

10. Purchase of the real property, or an interest therein, by an appropriate governmental entity.

11. No changes to the action of the governmentaL entity.

If the property owner accepts the settLement offer, the governmental entity may implement the
settlement offer by appropriate development agreement; by issuing a variance, special exception,
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or other extraordinary relief; or by other appropriate method, subject to paragraph (d).

(d)1. Whenever a governmental entity enters into a settlement agreement under this section
which would have the effect of a modification, variance, or a special exception to the application
of a rule, regulation, or ordinance as it would otherwise apply to the subject real property, the
reLief granted shall protect the public interest served by the regulations at issue and be the
appropriate relief necessary to prevent the governmental regulatory effort from inordinately
burdening the real property.

2. Whenever a governmental entity enters into a settlement agreement under this section which
would have the effect of contravening the application of a statute as it would otherwise apply to
the subject real property, the governmental entity and the property owner shall jointly file an
action in the circuit court where the real property is Located for approval of the settlement
agreement by the court to ensure that the relief granted protects the public interest served by the
statute at issue and is the appropriate relief necessary to prevent the governmental regulatory
effort from inordinately burdening the real property.

(5)(a) During the 180-day-notice period, unless a settlement offer is accepted by the property
owner, each of the governmental entities provided notice pursuant to paragraph (4)(a) shall issue a
written ripeness decision identifying the alLowable uses to which the subject property may be put.
The failure of the governmental entity to issue a written ripeness decision during the 180-day-
notice period shall be deemed to ripen the prior action of the governmental entity, and shall
operate as a ripeness decision that has been rejected by the property owner. The ripeness
decision, as a matter of law, constitutes the last prerequisite to judicial review, and the matter
shall be deemed ripe or final for the purposes of the judicial proceeding created by this section,
notwithstanding the availability of other administrative remedies.

(b) If the property owner rejects the settlement offer and the ripeness decision of the
governmental entity or entities, the property owner may file a claim for compensation in the
circuit court, a copy of which shall be served contemporaneously on the head of each of the
governmental entities that made a settlement offer and a ripeness decision that was rejected by
the property owner. Actions under this section shall be brought only in the county where the real
property is located.

(6)(a) The circuit court shall determine whether an existing use of the real property or a vested
right to a specific use of the real property existed and, if so, whether, considering the settlement
offer and ripeness decision, the governmental entity or entities have inordinately burdened the
real property. If the actions of more than one governmental entity, considering any settlement
offers and ripeness decisions, are responsible for the action that imposed the inordinate burden on
the real property of the property owner, the court shall determine the percentage of responsibility
each such governmental entity bears with respect to the inordinate burden. A governmental entity
may take an interlocutory appeal of the courts determination that the action of the governmental
entity has resulted in an inordinate burden. An interlocutory appeal does not automatically stay
the proceedings; however, the court may stay the proceedings during the pendency of the
interlocutory appeal. If the governmental entity does not prevail in the interlocutory appeal, the
court shall award to the prevailing property owner the costs and a reasonable attorney fee incurred
by the property owner in the interlocutory appeal.

(b) Following its determination of the percentage of responsibility of each governmental entity,
and following the resolution of any interlocutory appeal, the court shall impanel a jury to
determine the total amount of compensation to the property owner for the loss in value due to the
inordinate burden to the real property. The award of compensation shall be determined by
caLculating the difference in the fair market value of the real property, as it existed at the time of
the governmental action at issue, as though the owner had the abiLity to attain the reasonable
investment-backed expectation or was not left with uses that are unreasonable, whichever the
case may be, and the fair market value of the real property, as it existed at the time of the
governmental action at issue, as inordinately burdened, considering the settlement offer together
with the ripeness decision, of the governmental entity or entities. In determining the award of
compensation, consideration may not be given to business damages relative to any development,
activity, or use that the action of the governmental entity or entities, considering the settlement
offer together with the ripeness decision has restricted, limited, or prohibited. The award of
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compensation shall include a reasonable award of prejudgment interest from the date the claim
was presented to the governmental entity or entities as provided in subsection (4).

(c)1. In any action filed pursuant to this section, the property owner is entitled to recover
reasonabLe costs and attorney fees incurred by the property owner, from the governmental entity
or entities, according to their proportionate share as determined by the court, from the date of the
filing of the circuit court action, if the property owner prevails in the action and the court
determines that the settlement offer, including the ripeness decision, of the governmental entity
or entities did not constitute a bona fide offer to the property owner which reasonably would have
resolved the claim, based upon the knowledge available to the governmental entity or entities and
the property owner during the 180-day-notice period.

2. In any action filed pursuant to this section, the governmental entity or entities are entitled to
recover reasonable costs and attorney fees incurred by the governmental entity or entities from
the date of the filing of the circuit court action, if the governmental entity or entities prevail in
the action and the court determines that the property owner did not accept a bona fide settlement
offer, including the ripeness decision, which reasonably would have resolved the claim fairly to the
property owner if the settlement offer had been accepted by the property owner, based upon the
knowledge available to the governmental entity or entities and the property owner during the 180-
day- notice period.

3. The determination of total reasonable costs and attorney fees pursuant to this paragraph shall
be made by the court and not by the jury. Any proposed settlement offer or any proposed ripeness
decision, except for the final written settlement offer or the final written ripeness decision, and
any negotiations or rejections in regard to the formuLation either of the settlement offer or the
ripeness decision, are inadmissible in the subsequent proceeding established by this section except
for the purposes of the determination pursuant to this paragraph.

(d) Within 1 5 days after the execution of any settlement pursuant to this section, or the issuance
of any judgment pursuant to this section, the governmental entity shall provide a copy of the
settlement or judgment to the Department of Legal Affairs.

(7)(a) The circuit court may enter any orders necessary to effectuate the purposes of this section
and to make final determinations to effectuate relief available under this section.

(b) An award or payment of compensation pursuant to this section shall operate to grant to and
vest in any governmental entity by whom compensation is paid the right, title, and interest in
rights of use for which the compensation has been paid, which rights may become transferable
development rights to be held, sold, or otherwise disposed of by the governmental entity. When
there is an award of compensation, the court shall determine the form and the recipient of the
right, title, and interest, as well as the terms of their acquisition.

(8) This section does not supplant methods agreed to by the parties and lawfully available for
arbitration, mediation, or other forms of alternative dispute resolution, and governmental entities
are encouraged to utilize such methods to augment or facilitate the processes and actions
contemplated by this section.

(9) This section provides a cause of action for governmental actions that may not rise to the level
of a taking under the State Constitution or the United States Constitution. This section may not
necessarily be construed under the case law regarding takings if the governmental action does not
rise to the level of a taking. The provisions of this section are cumulative, and do not abrogate any
other remedy lawfully available, including any remedy lawfully available for governmental actions
that rise to the level of a taking. However, a governmental entity shall not be liable for
compensation for an action of a governmental entity applicable to, or for the loss in value to, a
subject real property more than once.

(10) This section does not apply to any actions taken by a governmental entity which relate to the
operation, maintenance, or expansion of transportation facilities, and this section does not affect
existing Law regarding eminent domain relating to transportation.
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(11) A cause of action may not be commenced under this section if the claim is presented more
than 1 year after a law or regulation is first applied by the governmental entity to the property at
issue. If an owner seeks relief from the governmental action through lawfully available
administrative or judicial proceedings, the time for bringing an action under this section is tolled
until the conclusion of such proceedings.

(12) No cause of action exists under this section as to the application of any law enacted on or
before May 11, 1995, or as to the application of any rule, regulation, or ordinance adopted, or
formally noticed for adoption, on or before that date. A subsequent amendment to any such law,
rule, regulation, or ordinance gives rise to a cause of action under this section only to the extent
that the application of the amendatory language imposes an inordinate burden apart from the law,
rule, reguLation, or ordinance being amended.

(13) This section does not affect the sovereign immunity of government.

History.--s. 1, ch. 95-181.

Disclaimer: The information on this system is unverified. The journals or printed bills of the respective chambers should be
consulted for official purposes. Copyright © 2000-2015 State of Florida.
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148k250
148k262
1 48k262(4)

findings

*1253 498 So.2d 1253

11 Ha. L. Weekly 636

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,

DIVISION OP ADMINISTRATION,

Petitioner,

Clara E. JIRIK, Respondent.

No. 67362.

Supreme Court of Florida.

Dcc. 11, 1986.

Owner of thice conuuous lots brought thvere

condemnation Oction after Department of

Transportation built a retaining wall which cut off

access to one of the lots. The Circuit Court,

Monroe County, M. Ignawas Lester, .1., determined

that a taking had occurred, and department

appealed. The District Court of Appeei, 471 So.2d

549, affirmed. On review for direct conIict of

decisions, the Supreme Court, Bnt-kett, .J., held that:

(1) vacant city property constitutes presumptively

separate units for purpose of determining

condemnation damages if platted into lots, and (2)

substantial, competent evidence, supported

conclusion that the three lots did not enjoy unity of

use, and thus were separate and independent for

purpose of determining inverse condemnation

damages.

District Court of Appeal decision approved.

McDonald, Cf., dissented with opinion in which

Ehrlich, 3., concurred.

1, EMINENT DO1AIN 137

14S
14811 Compensation

14811(C) Measure and Amount

14Sk135 Takiny, Part of Tract or Property

148k137 Land constinsting single tract.

Fla- 1986.
Factors to be considered in determinino whether

property is a .ing1e tract for purpose of determining

condemnation damages am physical contiguhy, unity

of ownership, and unit of use,

2, EMINENT IJOMAI1€Z’ 137

148
14811 Compensation

l4 11(C Measure ,j’d Asoun

14Sk135 Taking Pars of Tract or Property

148k 137 Land cons:: nuing sin’Je traCt.

Ha. 1986.
If land is actually occupie4 or in usc, unsty of use

is the chici crice: ion ii’, determining whether

contiguous parcels arc ‘ne umt or separate and

Lnnepeudem for purpose of determining

condemnation dsmages.

3. Em\’ENT DOMA 200

148
118111 Proceedings to Take Property and Assess

Compens at inn

148k199 Evidence as to Compensation

l$8k200 Prerumptiom: asid burden of proof.

Fin, 1986.
Vacant city psoperty constitutes presumptively

separate units fin conderma’ ation purposes if platted

into lots; presumption os separateness is rebuttable;

disapprovirg Di Virglio v, State Road Department,

205 So.26 317 Fla.App. 4 D:sLi.

4. ELNENT DOMAfl’ 21

148
148111 Proceedings to Take Property and Assess

Corupensatiun

14$k213 Assessment in fury

148k221 Questions for jury.

[See Leadnote text binow3

4. EMLN’F,NT DOMMN< 262(4)

148
148111 Proceedings to Take Poperty and Assess

Comupenstion
Appeal

Re view
Questions of fact, verdicts, and

Fbi. 19$6
Question whether certain pieces or parcels of land

are to be considered separate and independent for

purpose of detcrmiijiii ce:imlement to condemnation

damages is a question of fact, and thus, onless fact

finders determination as to unity or separateness is

not supported by competee: evidence or is clearly

erroneous, determination should not be overturned

Copymight (c) West Group 1999 Nc caim to onicinal U.S. Govt, works
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on appeal.

5. EMThTNT DOMALN 205

148
148W Proceedings to Take Property and Assess

Compensation

148k199 Evidence as to Compensation

I 48k205 Weight and sufficiency.

Fla. 1986.
Substantial, competent evidence supported flnding

of trial court that three contiguous parcels held by

single owner did not enjoy unity of use, and thus

should be considered sepat ate and independent for

purpose of determining inverse condemnation

damages; property was divided into separate parcels

as part of established subdivision plan, and of five

parcels originally owned by owner, two were sold

separately; parcels did not depend on one another

for reasonable use, and each was of a workable size

to accommodate home or small business.

‘‘1254 Robert I. Seanlan and Franz F. Dora,

Appellate Attys., Ella Jane P. Davis, Trial Any.,

and Ad. Spalla, General Counsel, Tallahassee, for

petitioner.

Karl Beclaneyer, Tavrrnier, for respondent.

BARKETT, Justice.

We have for review Division of Administration,

Stare Department of Transportation v. Jirik, 471

So.2d 549 (?la. 3d DCA 1965), which expressly and

directly conflicts with Di Virgilio v. State Road

Department, 205 50.21 317 (Fin. 4th OCA 1967),

cere dismissed, 211 So.2d 556 (Fla.1968). We

have jurisdiction Art. \‘, § 3(b)(3), Fin. Const.

This matter arises front an inverse condemnation

action in which respondent alleges that the state’s

construction of a wall along the border of her

property constitutes a taking for which she is entitled

to just compensation. The central issue before us is

whether the trial court correctly treated respondent’s

property as three separate lots for purposes of

determining whether a taking occurred.

Respondent Jirik owned five adjoining canal-front

lots in Plantation Key, Florida. She sold one of the

lots--lot five--some twen, years ago. In 1968, she

entered into an agreement for a transfer of deed to

lot four. Lots one, Two, and three have remained

sacant. These three parcel> 1255 form a compact

body bounded on the north by Freelan Road, on the

east by Tavernier Creek, on the south by Da.rmy

Canal, and on the west by lot four.

In 1975. the Plorida Department of Transportation

built a bridge over Tascrrtier Creek and onto

Freelan Road. The retaning wall built by the

department ccmpieteiv blocks access to and from lot

one to F;eelan Road, end partially obstructs access

to and from lot two to the road. No part of the

structure, however, actually trespasses onto any of

Lriks land, Nevertheless, access to lot one from

Freelan Road is only possible by crossmg lot two.

Jirit instituted inverse condemnation proceedings

seeking damages for the substantial dirninutton in the

value of lot one resultiog from the loss of access to

and front that, lot to Freelan Road. In response, the

Department of Transportation argued that lots one,

two and three are a single tract for condemnation

purposes, and since the retaining wall does not

substantially interfere with access to the entire

parcci, there has been no compensable taking. The

trial court rejected the department’s argument, found

that the three lots were indeed separate, and

concluded that although there existed no diminution

of access to lot two, there hod been a taking through

ioss of access to lot one for which compensation was

owed. On appeal. the district court affirmed the

trial court’s ruling. We approve that decision.

[lj It is well establisited that government action

which eliminates direct access to real propefty

amounts to a taking for condemnation purposes.

See, e.g., Stare Department f Tro.nsportarion a.

Srubbs, 285 So.2d I (F1aJ973); 0ev of Orlando a.

Cuilorn, 400 So.2d 513 (Fla. 5th DCA), review

denied, 411 So.2d 381 (Fla.1981). On the facts of

this case, the determination as to whether or not

access has been eleninated tests solely on whether

Jirik i three adjoining pa.rsels are separate and

independent or a single tract. We agree with the

district court that the factors to be considered in

making such a determination are physical contiguity,

unity of ownership, anti unity of use. See, e.g,,

SluU:ey a. Division of Adntinisrrarion, Stare

Deparrnterir of Trarzsponetion, 448 So.2d 1062,

1065 (Fin. 2d DCA 1984); County of Volusia v.

,Vties, 445 So.2d 1043, 1047 (Fin. 5th DCA 1984).

Although the three-factor test ss usually applied in

the cOilteat of eminent dninain proceedings in which

severance damages (FN1) are in dispute, we find it

Copyright (c) West Group 1999 No claim to original U.S. Govt. works
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equally appropriate here The critical issue in the

severance cases--whether allegedly discrete parcels

are in fact one tract for purposes of determining a

compensable taking--is identical to the issue in this
case. (FN2)

The three factors are not inflexible but rather are

working rules courts have adopted to do substantial

justice.
.

United Suites a. Miller, 317 U.S. 369,

375-7, 63 S.Cn 276, 280-81, 87 LEd. 336 (1943),

Thus, the respective importance of each factor

depends upon the fact situation in individual cases.

The factor most often controlling, however, in

determining whether land is a single tract is unity of

use. (FN3) *1256 Banter v. State Highway

Commission, 250 N.C 378. 384, 109 S.E.2d 219,

225 (1959). See United Stares v. Honolulu

Plantadon Co., 182 F.2d 172, 179 (9th Cit.). err.
denied, 340 U.S. 820. 71 SQ. 51, 95 L.Ed. 602
(1950); Baetjer v. United Sides, 143 P.24 391, 395

(1st Cit.), cern denied, 323 U.S. 772, 65 S.Ct. 131,

89 LEd. 618 (1944); City of Winston-Salem v.

Tickle, 53 N.C.App. 516, 524, 281 S.E.2d 667, 671
(1981), review denied, 30$ NC. 724, 288 S.E.2d

808 (1982).

In this case, it is undisputed that the three parcels

are physically contiguous and are all owned by fink.

The patties disagree, however, as to whether the

three parcels have been used separately or have been

treated as a single unit. Thus, the determination of
whether .Tirik’s land is a single tract turns on
whether the land enjoyed unity of use.

There is confhc:ing authority as to whether a
presumption should apply when determining whether

the unity of use factor applies to lots, such as those

in the case as bar, which although vacant, are part

of an established subdivision layout. The

department relies on Di Virgiiio for the proposition

that contiguous lands which Ire only nominally
divided are presumed to be one unit “unless actually
devoted to such divergent uses Lhat they take on the
character of separate properties. 205 So.2d at 320.

The district court below declined to apply Di

Virgilio and adopted the presumption first

established by Wilcox Sr. Paul & Northern Pacific

Railway Co., 35 Mimi. 439, 442, 29 NW. 148, 150

(1886):

(Un respect to city properw, in fact unoccupied,

but which appears to have been platted or divided

into blocks and lots, nothing more being shown,

the property should be its atd as lots or blocks,

intended for use as such, and not as one cntsre

tract. Privwfacie ihct character has been given to

it by the proprietor. Presumably the division or

platting. svas with a View tO tiiC use of the property,

or to its disposal and uit:rnate use, in such

subdivisions as havc been made; and if any facts

exist which rniuht be considered sufficient to rebut

this presumption, they shoulu be disclosed.

We believe petitioners reliance on Di Virgilio to

he rrnsplaced. In that case, wtsich involved portions

of a iran split by a roadway, the issue was whether

the roadway divested the parcel of its unitary

character. There was no evidence that the parcel

was platted into lots nor (in the owner object to

treatment of the land as one un;t at the trial. The Di

Vir,gilio court in fact did find a ‘unity of highest and

best use between the tracr:, and that “the enjoyment

of the parcel taken was rearonably and substantially

necessary to the enloytnent of the prccl left.” 205

Sn.2d at 320. We find D; Vir?ilio inapplicable.

[2] [3] After careful review of the relevant case

law, we conclude, in agreement with the district

court below, that the presumption set out in Wilcox

is sound and that it is applicable to the facts of this

casc. (PN4) Presumptions affecting the burden of

producing evidence (ENS) arc established primarily

to facilitate the determina::oc of the action. Law

Revision Council Note-l976, 90.304, Fla.Stat.

(1979). They are “expressicea of experience” and

are “designed to dispense with unnecessary proof of
facts that are likely to be true if not disputed.” hi.

As we have noted above f the land is actually

occupied or in use, the unity of the use is the chief

criterion in determining *1257 whether contiguous

parcels are one unit or separate arid independent.

W:aen property is, in fan, unoccupied, the question

of whether separate lots are one unit is more

difficult. Given the cotnplerity arid formalities of

inoderi-day city rilantdr.g. we believe that a

presurnpt:on of sepatatencs as to vacant platted

urban lots is reesonabin and would facilitate the

determination of the separateness issue in the

absence of contrary evidence. As one commentator

has noted, cottsidcrab.e time and expense is

necessary to bring a ma-dean subdivision to the

platting stage. Note, The link Decision; Should

Platting Raise a Presuinpuon of Separateness in

Jrri’er;e Condemnation Cases?, 15 Stetson L.Rev.

9i5, 937-38 (l9S6. Fut’J,crmore, an owner of one

or more platted luts cannot easily abandon or

Copyright (c) West Group 1999 No claim to original U.S. Govt. works
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disregard formally established divisions because

planning hoards, cite commissions, and other

governmental entities inns’. approvr such decisions.

Id. at 938. Thus, the reason behind the presumption

is stronger today than when the nile was first

established in Wilcox, We therefore hold that

vacant city property constitutes presumptively

separate units if piatted into lots. The presumption

of separateness s, cf course, rebuttable. Other

factors relevant to unity of use, or the lack of it,

have been adequately enumerated by the district

court below, and do not warrant further

consideration here.

[4} Turning now to the case at bar, we note that

the question of whether certain pieces or parcels of

land are to be considered separate and independent

for the purposes of determining entitlement to

damages is generally held to be a question of fact,

(ENd) See S/amp v, United Stares, 191 U.S. 341,

354, 24 S.Ct. 114, 117, 48 LEd. 211 (1903);

United Stares v. 8.41 Aries of Land, 680 F.2d 388,

393 (5th Cir.1982); United Srares v, 3,276.21 Acres

of Land, 194 F.Supp. 297, 302 (S.D.Cal.1961).

See generally, The Law of Nichols’ Eminent

Domain (Rev. 3d ed. 198), § 14.26, at 14-649 to

654. AceordinIy, unless the fact finder’s

determination as to unit or separateness is not

supported by competent evidence or is clearly

erroneous, that determination should not be

overturned on appeal. See 8.41 Acres of Land, 680

P.24 at 393; Stipe ;. United Stares, 337 F.2d 818,

82] (10th Cir.1%4).

[5) After revieiung the televant evidence, the trier

of fact below concluded that Jirile’s three parcels do

not enjoy a tinny of use. That finding is supported

in the record by substantial, competent evidence.

The property was divided into separate parcels as

pan of an established subdivision plan. Of the five

parcels originally owned by link, two were sold

separately. Each of the thsee remaining parcels

faces the water on the one side, and had, prior to the

erection of the retahnwig wall, direct access to a

public road on the other. Tue parcels do not depend

on one another for reasonable use, Each is of a

workable size to accotnsnodate a home or small

business. Given tire presumption of separateness

and a complete tack of evidence to the contrary, the

district court correctly declined to overturn the trial

court’s finding that the parcels are in fact separate

units.

P,scordinvty, the district. roan decision upholding

the trial cnart’s findings is approved. The Fourth

Districts opinion in Di VirgUle, to the extent it

conflicts with our holding herein, is disapproved.

lt is so ordered.

ADKINS. flOYD, OVERTON and SHAW, JJ.,

concur.

McDONALD, C.!.. dissents with an opinion, in

which EHRLICH, I , concurs.

McDONALD, Chief Just:ce, dissenting.

I agree with the conclusions and remarks made by

Judge Schwartz in his dissent in 1258. the decision

under review. I therefore dissent from this opinion.

E1IRLICH, I., concurs.

ENd. Severance datnagea are awarded when

government cendenms only a portion of a larger

parcel. S/imp i. United Srares, 191 U.s. 341,

354, 24 S.Ct. 114, 117, 48 L.Ed. 211 (1903)

çwhere the government condemns part of n parcel

of land, damac to remainder is proper subject of

award’t. Severance damages are awarded only

when the part taken and the remainder are together

a single parcel. Id. at 354-55, 24 SO. at 117-18.

FN2. This is in accord with the general principle

that mverse conrternnation actions nrc governed by

the same rules that apply to eminent domain

proceedtngs. See )ireiderr v, Southern Pacific Co,,

61 Cal.2d 659, 663 n. 1, 394 P.2d 719, 721 n. 1,

39 CallRptr. 903, 905 n. 1 (1964); Lanning v.

CUr of Monseic’., 181 Cal.App.3d 352, 226

Cat.Rptr. 258 (198(1).

FN3. The signilirance of the use tactor is in keeping

with the undeilying ta:tonale for awarding

severance damages, that Just compensation

requires That the owner ‘ec put in as good a position

pecuniarily as he would have occupied if his

ptopertv had no: been ;a.kea. Mdler, 317 U.S. at

373, 63 SQ. a: 279. If flk’O parcels are, in fact,

separated and devoted to niiffereot and inconsistent

uses, the ta.kin of one parcel will do no damage to

the other. If, on the other hand, there is unity of

use such that the parcels functionally one, the

takin’c of one parcel may result Lu serious damages

to the other. ‘IA Nieholl, The Law of Eminent

Copyright (c) \Vest Group 1999 No claim to original U.S. Govt. ‘o:ks
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Domain (Rev 3d ad, 1985), § [4.26, 14-8 to

649.

FN4. The dIstrict cowl below correctly noted that
there is authority in other jurisdictions specifically
rejecting the Wheat presumption. See, e.g.,

Monongahela West Penn Public Service Co. v.

/vfonongahe!a Development Co., 101 W.Va. 165,

132 SE. 380 (1926); Alabama Central Railroad

o. v. Musgrove, 169 Ala. 424, 53 So. 1009
(1910); Stare, Department of Highways i’.

MouledQus, 200 So,2d 384 (La.Ct.App.), writ

denied, 251 La. 36, 202 So.2d 653 (1967).

PN5. The Florida Rules of q(jcncL recognize two

types oi rcbuaable lvPu1o one type

affectinu We burden of pt’)ducmg evidence, and

the other affecting burden of proof because it

declares or implements so:ne :roog social policy.

See § 90 302. Fla.Stat. (1985). We are not

concerned here with :1w la;:er type.

FN6. Altbooah the Seventh Circuit held in United

Stares i’. 205.40 Acres of Lc’4, 471 F 2d 207 (7th

Gir. 1972), that ±Pt dccr;a*cation is one for the

trial judge rather thac C1a jury, the question is

nonetheless a factual one.

Copyright (c) West Group 1999 No claim to crigirtr’J U.S. Govt. wutic



Elizabeth Abernethy

From: George Wilsey <gfwilsey@grnail.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 01, 2015 8:12 PM

To: Elizabeth Abernethy

Subject: Re: non conforming amendment

Ms. Abernethy: Thank you for the documents. I will be out of town the next week and cannot attend the

meeting, but offer these comments for consideration.

I have reviewed the minutes of the Staff 3/20/2003 report to the Planning Commission, which recommended

revision of the code to recognize platted lots as lots of record. The reasons for that recommendation and the

problems created by the prior code are clearly set forth.. Regretfully those problems will be revived if the

proposed amendment is adopted.

I realize that the amendment is being considered because of the adverse effects of the present code on the

future character of Allendale Terrace. As a long time resident of Allendale that does cause me concern. I have

mixed emotions about the matter since I also am a proponent of private property rights.

However, I perceive that there are serious constitutional issues with the proposed amendment . The

amendment treats the owners of platted lots in the same subdivision differently depending on how many

adjoining lots they own. The owner of one lot is not affected, but the owner of two or more lots has serious

limitations imposed on such owner. It would be “illegal” to transfer a “combined” lot unless all the resulting

parcels conform to the present code. I doubt very much that the city has the power or authority to declare

transfer of a platted lot to be illegal. Standing alone that should be clearly unconstitutional.

If so the “penalty” of “no permit may be issued” likewise fails to meet muster.

This would appear to be a form of attempted taking or inverse condemnation, and the City could ultimately

be responsible for the owners loss of value.

Thank you for your consideration, George F. Wilsey, 3950 11th Street North, St Petersburg Florida

From: Elizabeth Abernethy
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 2:32 PM
To: George Wilsey
Subject: RE: non conforming amendment

Here you go,
I am also sending the DRC agenda,

Than ks!
--Liz

From: George Wilsey [mailto:gfwilsey@gmail.comj
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2015 12:17 PM
To: Elizabeth Abe rnethy
Subject: non conforming amendment

1



Elizabeth Abernethy

From: Lee Burgess <lhb49@icloud.com>

Sent: Friday, July 31, 2015 11:59 AM

To: Elizabeth Abernethy

Subject: Proposed Amendment to Nonconforming Lot Section

Dear Ms. Abernethy,
I oppose the ibove proposed amendment [or the lollowing reasons:

The amendment is anti—development.

2. The amendment serves the interest of only a few property owners.

3 .The amendment appears to violate the prolerty protections afforded by the Fifth Amendment of the United

States Constitution.

Sincerely,

Mary Lee Hood Burgess, Trustee

Helen W. Rood Revocable Trust
942 40th Ave N
St. Petersburg, FL 33703

1



Elizabeth Abernethy

From: Thomas Burgess <tburgess4@me.com>

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2015 2:59 PM

To: Elizabeth Abernethy

Subject: Proposed Amendment to Nonconforming Lot Section

Dear Ms. Abernethy, I am writing to voice my opposition to this amendment. feel this kind of city wide change should

not be made without at least major feedback from the people it most affects which are the citizens.

If this had not been brought to my attention I may have never had a chance to voice my opposition until it was too late. I

recently attended a party at a home in Snell Isle that knocked my socks off. It sits on a 70 foot lot. Another home I have

greatly admired for years on Coffee Pot Blvd sits on a 50 foot lot. The size of the lot does not make the neighborhood.

The quality of the homes does. These two homes are perfect examples of this. I hope everyone involved in this decision

will take a look at the many outstanding homes throughout the city that have been built on non conforming lots.

Thomas and Stephanie Burgess

1001 40th Ave N

Sent from my iPhone

1
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Elizabeth Abernethy

From: I homas Burgess <tpb48QUine.com>

Sent: Friday, July 31, 2015 10:42 AM

To: Elizabeth Abernethy
Subject: Re: Proposed Amendment to Nonconforming Lot Section

i oppose the above proposed amendment lou the Ibilowing reasons:

• II e amendment is anti development.

2. The amendment serves the interest o C only a I’ew property owners.

3.The amendment appears to violate the property protections afforded by the Fifth Amendment of the US
Constitution.

Thomas P Burgess
960 40th Avenue N
St. Petersburg, FL 33703

on JuL 29, 2015, at 2:43 PM, Elizabeth Abernethy wrote:

Please find attached the proposed code amendment affecting nonconforming lots
I thought you might be interested in this item

Feel free to pass along to anyone else you thin< would he interested,

Regards,
Elizabeth Abernethy, AICP

Zoning Official, Development Review Services Manager
Planning & Economic Development Department
City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842, St. Petersburg, FL 33731
727-892-5344 / Fax: 727-892-5557
Elizabeth.Abernethy@stpete.org

Please note all emails are subject to public records law.
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CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of September 3, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charles W. Gerdes, Esq., Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File LDR-2015-05: Amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land
Development Regulations (LDR5”), Tree Protection and Landscaping
Requirements.

REQUEST: First reading of the attached ordinance amending the LDRs making regulatory
changes, making clarifications, and improving consistency with state and local law.

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS: Council Member Steve Kornell submitted, and the City Council
subsequently referred to the Public Service and Infrastructure Committee (“PS&l”), a request to
review possible ordinance changes and process adjustments concerning tree protection. Staff
initially presented a general overview of the existing regulations and potential amendment
discussions to the PS&l Committee on May 8, 2014 and later presented a draft proposed
ordinance to the PS&l Committee on September 25, 2014. Concurrent meetings with a
community advocate group also took place on April 25, May 30, and October 17, 2014 to discuss
potential amendments of the City’s tree protection ordinance. It was decided to approach the
amendment efforts in two phases and this application pertains to the second phase. The first
phase was related to the permitting and regulation of tree removals and landscaping on single-
family or two unit residential properties. The first phase ordinance was adopted on December 18,
2014.

For the second phase, the working group continued monthly meetings through June 10, 2015,
culminating in the proposed amendments presented today. A workshop was held to present these
second phase amendments with the Development Review Commission (DRC) on July 1, 2015,
and comments were incorporated into the draft ordinance. The proposed amendments were
presented to the Public Services and Infrastructure (PS&l) Committee on July 16, 2015. No
changes were made from PS&l. The DRC public hearing was held on August 5, 2015. DRC
comments included the following: Commissioner Scherer was generally concerned that changes
are over reaching; he does not agree with the change to palms, from only protecting Royal Palms
and Sabal/Cabbage Palms to protecting all native palms. He recommended that we do not make
this change. In response, there are two additional palms that are not currently protected that would
be expected to be protected as a result of this change, the Paurotis palm and the Florida Thatch
Palm.

Chairman Charles Flynt recommended that the requirement for a permit for trimming grand trees
be removed, and that a requirement be added to require that only a certified arborist be allowed to
trim grand trees. Staff does not currently support this amendment, as we have not had any



I iuqative leedl) ick nqardiiig this i iew requirement adopted last December. Since December, stall
has 55(10(1 10 grand [roe trimming permits and 14 grand tree removal permits.

1 hose amendments can he generally described as follows:

• Levels the playing field with our neighboring jurisdictions and provides greater

flexibility

• Combines the two code sections that address tree protection and landscape

standards into one section, to improve clarity and usability

• Provides for general updates to improve clarity and consistency of our code

• Modifies code to incentivize protection of existing protected trees

• Extends ‘Grand” tree standards to all properties

• Establishes a “SignatLire Tree” category to provide protection for certain non-native

species including Kapok, Banyan, Jacaranda and Royal Poinciana

• Limits the number of palms trees that can be substituted for shade trees, to provide

increase in tree canopy and shade

• Requires removal of prohibited trees at time of development or redevelopment

The attached summary chart and ordinance provides detailed information related to the proposed

changes.

RECOMMENDATION:
Administration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission:

On August 5, 2015, the DRC reviewed the attached ordinance and unanimously voted to
recommend APPROVAL, based on consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

Citizen Input:

As of this writing of this report, no comments have been received. As previously noted, these
amendments were drafted in conjunction with a stakeholder group over through monthly meetings
which commenced last October.

Recommended City Council Action:

1. CONDUCT the first reading and public hearing of the proposed ordinance; and

2. SET the second reading and adoption public hearing for September 17, 2015.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. LDR 2015-05 — Tree Preservation and Landscape Code Amendments Summary Table
2. Ordinance
3. DRC Staff Report

LDR 2015-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060
Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation

Page 2
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AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 1640.060 AND 16.40.150 OF
THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE; PROVIDING AMENDMENTS TO THE
PURPOSE, DEFINITIONS, REQUIREMENJS FOR NEW AND EXISTING ONE
AND TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS, NON-RESIDENTIAL AND
MuLTIFAMILY PROPERTIES, INCENTIVES, LANDSCAPE MATERIAL AND
IRRIGATION REQUIREMENTS; REQUIRING A MINIMUM NIJMBER OF
TREES AND OTHER VEGETATION; PROVIDING FOR ADMINISTRATIVE
MODIFICATION; AMENDING THE TREE PROTECTION SECTIONS TO
PROVIDE GREATER PROTECTION FOR TREES, INCLUDING CREATING
CLASSIFICATIONS FOR GRAND, SIGNATURE AND SPECIMEN TREES:
REQUIRING ADDITIONAL PERMITS FOR REMOVING AND TRIMMING
CERTAIN TREES; PROVIDING FOR RELOCATION OF TREES; AMENDING
THE LISTS OF APPROVED AND PROHIBITED VEGETATION; PROVIDING
FOR VARIANCES AND APPEALS; PROVIDING FOR PENALTIES; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTI\’E DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA DOES ORDAIN:

SecTion 1. SecTions 16.40.060 through 16.40.060.3.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code are
hereby amended to read as follows:

Section 1 6.40.060. — Landscaping and Irrigation; Tree Protection.

1 6.40.060.1 .1. Purpose.

The purpose of this section is to improve the appearance, environment, character and
value of the total urban area within the City by protecting, promoting and maintaining a
healthy, diverse and mature canopy of native and naturalized hardwood and evergreen tree
species and by requiring g€4a4kn—a4 the installation and maintenance of vegetation e
p1-e-p€perty in a manner which conserves wafer.

Implementation of these requirements reduces water consumption, re4uces stormwater
runoff, red€-e-s impervious surface area, heat island’ effects, paved surfaces, vehicular use
areas and the visual impact of large building masses; increases the urban canopy, improves
environmental and water quality, provides a more pedestrian friendly environment, and
enhances the overall aesthetic appearance and value of the City, thereby promoting the
public health, safety and general welfare. Water conservation shall be achieved by the
selection of appropriate plant materials, the removal of nuisance and invasive vegetation, the
use of water-efficient landscaping and irrigation systems, the use of Low Impact Development
landscape designs and appropriate maintenance.

1



II IS (1150 1110 ilItUIlliOll UI this ‘U(liOll IC) (‘IC) ))l(lJ() Ih(: (l(ii(jl) (111)1 15)) ol p1(1111

tUCK its wih i(:(iUU(: W(IlUliI((j I (JiiUli)Ui)l5. to ()X(1l1)j)lL, with loss St. Aupu;liiio nil

(iIK1 with 111010 (Hilling 1)0(1, ol (1101)) lii tUlUi()i(t (1(1111 illololiOl’, iI1(.l (tioUgill ll)IKil(iill hill. to

111(11 ulJ, tIli’, ‘,oUtiUil l)iUVi(lL’, irl(oillivu’, ui iIlLiU(JSiiIcj ho iso ol (JIOU(jlCt loluioiil sod luil ci

I 1(iiltill(t I’, (IiICJ (lu(;IOOSIIBJ the jso 1)1 SI. Aiiciijstiuu sort tuit.

I 6.’t().060.1 .2.

MullilcimilyisdoNnndinlhcHJse Permissions and Parking Matrix.

Non- sidnnlial’ shalt moan any use othor than mut[ifamity and one and two unit

rosidnnhaipropert ins.

Landscaping, landscape and ‘lcindscapo materials shall include any kind of

vegetation and shall be used interchcincjeably unless the context clearly contemplates

otherwise.

Thentscap plan’ shcill mean a plan approved by the POD for the right of way of an

CIflCl of the City.

Alt londjcage materials shall comply with the visibility at intersection requirements.

16.40.060.1 .3. — Ground Cover Incentives.

A. GemmerGial Non-residential, multifamily and residential construction permit

applications €ipro d-€iTtei-4une-1-87--200-97-areeligible for a partial refund of the permit fees if

the landscaping as installed does not include any St. Augustine sod Tuit.

1. For new one and two unit family residential construction, the City will refund $150.00 of

the permit fee paid.

2. For eonwnrGHf non-residential and multifamily res en-tat construction, the City will

refund $300.00 of the permit fee paid.

3. The determination of the eligibility for the refund shall be made upon the final

inspection by the City.

B. Gmrwaer-a4gI-——Non-residential and multifamily resfan4io1 construction permit

applications received after June 18, 2009, are eligible for a waiver of the following landscape

requirements if the landscape plan does not include any St. Augustine sod *irn4. A condition of

the permit approval shall be that St. Augustine sod fu4 shall not be planted, or allowed to

grow, on the permitted property.
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‘—V,’ (I—— (rIrl lv%’ -iit 4 itt’ H5l4l1—iilI4Il 44)ii’liIi4 liOn, OIi—3 ot lh(— {(i)4i slicid€
Ii 4-44--45 14 iii W( 1IVf- 1.

01 mIn’—!4 (II loll 11’i(lolllklI (II iiulhlirriily ll—Siil&-4lill(ll OUllIHI(iiOll, Ot rO(1ui10(J

‘,ll(IH 1)0 W(I1VO1I.

I 1114 4 (II 4IIl(J (md illi(j(IIIOIL

n lscopinJ.

xJir j I lolu iahvpIant materlaishall be given_priority for preservation in the
cievnloic’nt and redevelopment of a property and existing healthy native trees
and palms and other vegptation_shoulcL be piptected_and preserved, and
ntngLalnchn toianchanpians.

1 &4O.OO.2. 2 Development and redevelopment of new one and two unit resiclonrial

properties.

New one and two unit residential single-family oeduplex properties,-4hot-meet-the--nmunet
size- -for the-zorlingd ne-f-, shall meet the following landscape requirements prior to issuance of
the certificate of occupancy:

4 A minimum of two shade trees amthcn egh-t--tee44n--hefh4 shall be located on the
lot whiGh-5bgll-be-Etoh8a-Gfgde-No-—]—on-be41-es. The POD may allow one understory tree
to be substituted for one shade tree where there ore site constraints such as, but not
limited to, existing above ground or underground utilities or the presence of tree canopy
from adjacent properties that limit the available shade tree planting area.
G4-tolle4ig-eGiess

H-oily, american (hex opaca).

Holly, dahoon—{4Ie&iee-

Helly, east palatka (flex attenuate ‘east pa!atka”).

Holly, yaupon (flex vomitoria).

3



(vt ii 1i liill— IEHi (t4rni olici qmrit lith n r iii lk— —ii

,,r y sI l— listec in tius section. (e, —:rnn—ntly..——1—4fl. )).). I .6.)

2. A nlrilliririri 4 l(fl SlITIJl)S, ( i.uurri pitiuh 01 (0l(ItlILtflI( 1 (jIC1SS( U flhiflifliUIii at 18 IBIlU’, in
ill l)u ifl((ltO(I in 1110 110111 y( 11(1. IIUl)S, os:cerrl pkrils and ornamental grosses

ill I )k— I It II it ci (Srale No. or bellei.

i’,tr rt tt olorl V(( otuiirr ot the (Ibc)Ve species cinci height shall he Iii ible 0 meet

liii’, 11H1(111(rII.

‘1. I r 1 II 01 01 ly si oil have an irrigation system for all lcrnch;caped arecis.

5. All 1e1r red yard’ riot cibuilintjslrecR sI ciii LIe IflOll ItOH red as JOH1 ecLrIu 101 I(iScapCd
vc( oh hv green space w ith <cnptropLdvnwciy, walks, patios and simtar ppynd

JL5 fhJLh,) nQ!tzQtiPnic_mulch areas.

6. WI 10 the pi opcrrly exceeds the minimum lot size reqar omen Is of the zoning district, flie
tree irul si Hub requirements herein shall he increased propor tiDnally bcisecl on the size of
the Property 01 portion thereof in excess of the minimum. For example, [he minimum lot
size in Ni] is currnrj)y 5,800 square feet and requires two approved trees and mshrub.
Ii the property is 1 .600 square feet, this would be equivalent to Iwo lots of minimum lot
size and therefore four approved trees ancL2O shr-uhswoulcl be required.

LgcsLcIb.o approval of any variance shall be conditioned on installation and
maintenance of the greatest amount of required tandscqpinq determined to be
reasonable.

16.40.060.2.1.4.2. - Additional requirements [or new and existing p4vate one and two unit

residential family properties.

A. Required permeable green space for yards abutting streets &ubJie
roa4ways. Required front yards and required side yards abutting streets shall be maintained
as permeable landscaped vegetative green space with the exception of naes&ey
driveways, walks, patios and similar paved areas and non-organic mulch areas, which areas
combined shall not exceed 25 percent of the required yard area for corner lots and 45
percent of the required yard area for inside lots. Facilities constructed to achieve compliance
with ADA requirements shall be exempt from this surface calculation. Yards abutting streets
which do not conform to the provisions herein and which existed as of August 25, 1977, are
grandfathered and exempt from this subsection.

B. Ground cover, private property. Permeable portions of private property including
required yards shall be maintained with an herbaceous layer of sod or ground cover plant
material. Installation of St. Augustine sod turf at a property with a new structure which receives

4



Hilnit’, (111(1 IS (‘OI iI(Il4(l ait+-i hinurry I. )nlu, is lirriHid lo a 1111 1111(111 iii tH)
1 ii I i( 1(111 ii iii (liii i II H Ii )l.

c;. ( ‘iiiiiiil COVn(, Ii(jhb (11 Wi1/. I’(’FJ1l(1l)k l)aIt)iO within fill (iilIOillin(i rights uI-way
ShUt be rririritiuiitI in ir rlari with un urppiuvud ‘li luape 1)1011 or, where an
(Ij)PIOV(d ‘,iieel’,i apt pluini does riot uxil, with air lleil)(i( (;O(l’, I(y(l of sod or (finIrud cover
ilarl nrialetial. When l(Iild’( ilpincf material is iou in Ii niht olway within tour feel of the
erriLi 0 100(1 rdge riiicl II itu IS iii (if IH IV( 1 landS( ape plan, the ki(;ofngmatciriah
(l(Iillin( 5 tX liii limrui sod, shall riot ox it I Iii [H’ in [eight Cll)OVO the iop of tire

ii erit Cull i, or it there is no curb, lire H ii I I, provided that the a Jc landscape
ii does il r ‘irli iii hurjanu in lnflpainnrri rn to pul)li vehicular or p1-dr tnin traffic m

‘VIc)lC]l(l t no vi;H r ily at in IOCO(:lic)i rLu lii

ID. Mulch. (Organic mulch is ci beneficial adlli ion to Icindscapincj in miny situcrijons
including providing a surfac;e covering ruder shrubs, or where ground cover material is
n raIning. the in [entL rn of these regula I ion is is to allow n mId 1 W thin a landscape design while
not allowing on entire yard to only he covered with mulch. The use of cypress mulch is
çICcQlMofJeçL

1 . Installation standards. Where used in lieu of sod or ground cover plant material,
organic mulch shcrll be placed to a minimum depth of three inches. The top level of the
mulch shall not exceed the height of the immedicitely adjacent ground surface. Mulch
shall not be placed directly agcrinsl a plant stern or tree trunk. Non-organic mulch
ground covers including rubbc decorcitive gravel or crushed stone shall be allowed
only in planting areas (e.g., in gardens or hedge areas) @n4-ot as a srb&th-toc--s
greund -cover er-ogoei€-mu[ch.

2. Lim its on installation on ph-vete one and two unit residential properties.

a. Organic mulch may be used without limit underneath shrubs and frees,
provided the god-cover-7shrubs7 and trees or a combination thereof are planted
and maintained at a cumulative ratio of at least one shrub lo-t or tree, planted
within the mulch per each 10 -50 square feet of organic mulched area:
h. No more than 50 percent of the required front and street side yard may be
covered with mulch:

c. Where a mulch parking surface has been permitted pursuant to the parking
and loading design section, a separation consisting of an herbaceous layer of sod
or ground cover of not less than eight foot in width shall be provided between the
parking area and any adjacent mulch area allowed pursuant to this section.

3. Limits on installation in rights-of-way. Organic mulch may be used in permeable areas
of the right-of-way to keep moisture in the soil while other forms of approved ground
cover plant material are maturing. Mulch is prohibited within four feet of the curb or road
edge if there is no curb. Mulch in the right-of-way must be contained within borders
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iii lii i(’V(i1l IlOtUtioll Fit i Rh rib the Ki(i( lW( ty. With the exception ol p(iflhillO(l
IliVi W( iy UI k uW ilk rrr(itcii(lls, the use 01 shell, rock on olhei similar hardened non

i (111k iiiiihh suiliii Inaleiftils in the 111111 ci way’; prohibilod.

lrria itu irr ‘xciii icj )HV(ihi—’ (>110 inn two—family unilr’sicien!iaI proper lies. A perrI ar tent
urn ilk i syst Ill is rut n ( ILlireil icr exislur q pnvcte 0110 arid two unit rcsudential pioporties;

ii (WI Vi I, wiii ‘K: 000 5 llrSlCllled, it SI 1(111 be (leSiCJr ned to (IVOId rL)rroll, 0VUi5lU or other sinlilar

: n 11 Ii tiui (S wI 1(:iO water lows onto or oven acljac:ent property, rtonlrrigci foci areas, walkways,
10(11 iw( ys or structures. lrniçjatior 1 systems shall he mcrintaineci so there are no broken irrigcition

heads ci hec iFs Aulomo tic: spi inkier systems slial install a rain sensor device or switch which will
()VcII;( (1 111(1 liii jriticri cycle ol the spiinkicn system when adequate rainfall has occurred.

F. V ‘qeFilucir. exist/i icj one and two unit residential_properties. Any single-family-or- duplex
orreorlwautiitresidcriticit_property that meets or exceeds the free cind/or shrub standards set
ton Ill in the previous section foi new single family or duplex pg_fQr two unit reodentic
proper lies, is nequired -to shaH maintairl the minimum standards for the property. This does not
mean that existing one or two unit resideniaiVngle—4omil-on-d&tex properties that do not

meet the rucirnrn-riwnts set for lh in the previous section foi new one or two unit rosLdentiai
-sing1e family -or duplex properties are required to nstall vegetation to meet those
requireri ieri Is

c_.L5PQ.!ncl adjacent to mechanical equipment on site. MechanicaLg.jQment,
jghapktfpqyenters, utility cabinets, air conditioners, etc.) visible from streets, exclu,,jg
alleys, shall he landscaped with a continuous hedge comprised of shrubs planted no more
than 30 inches on center or a decorative fence or architectural feature if the location is
inadequate for landscape (e.g. too small, insufficient light).. Landscaping shalt be installed no
less than three feet from the equipment to allow for access, maintenance and required air
flow.

H. Decorative objects, including, but not limited to, rocks and planter beds, shall not be
located within four feet of the curb of the street or where there is no curb, the road edg

1 6.40.060.2.1 .3.-t- - Development and redevelopment of non-residential and multi-family property

other than one and two uri1-rrcnen’f4e&.

A. Applicability. The following requirements shall apply to all development and
redevelopment of non-residential and multi-family other -than single family and duplex
properties:

1. Development means for the purposes of this section, the construction of a new

or any new parking area.
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2. k’ i ‘v ‘l mont rr ins Icr the rlrposos l this sc (fli Ii, (lily ILCPQ.SL;L o(nsti(JClIOn

)r rm it proposal whioh:

(a. Requires Development Review ( .ommlrrrissK)lm, (Zommrmarririty l’lrmirninq and
l’meS(mValiOml Con ri rusium , or Cornmnum rity Redeveloprnei it Acjency review and

ii oval;

(2)b. Rogues additional parking;

(3)c.Seeks to expand the gross hoar ameci ut an existing building by more than 15
percent; or

(4)d. Requires a building permit based on the value [or interior or exlenor work or a
car nbirrcrhion thereof, equal to or exceedim ig the percentage shown in the following
lcrble (the term “appraisec.l value” means the total value for ad valorem ta
iur poses accordinci to the Properly Appraiser of Pinellas Courrly, Florida);

Total redevelopment cost of project as
a percentage of total appraised value Total appraised value of land and structure

50 percent Less than $50,000.00

45 percent $50,000.00 to $99,999.00

40 percent $100,000.00 to $149,999.00

35 percent $150,000.00 to $199,999.00

30 percent $200,000.00 to $249,999.00

25 percent $250,000.00 or more

3. Existing properties which do not have an approved landscape plan and which
perform exterior (building, site, or a combination thereof) work that requires a permit from
the City, but which do not meet the definition of “development or ‘redevelopment” shall
provide landscaping which is at least ten percent of the value of the permitted work.

7



111050 Ii Inc ‘v III Ii Hi it’ straIt rio I oiii 01 W)iti it the l( Ill tsc:c I° 50( ili((iliorls in this

so lion. A cliii i5( (I)(’ p0111111 IS i0(lliHl ‘it.

K. ui/i isp p’iiiul ‘qiurod. A krrut’i.irpo jiurritil is 511(111 l)tit required for he Iloralion,

1101(111 Iii ii UI ll ili ti.( H cit of (H y 1(11 iclsccrpe lOt jriitct by IbiS section. LLJJitI h [2ciL pLi.his
Iii i, iihl(i(itii II Iii H iris r’iiy n df ;.cth±±c xisting landscapinc_wiç±aireqdredcup

l (I j)1 Vii )USly (ii )[)i over] landSc(lpi)p nOLIsflirciOSafyboifleCt IhenrumUmslafldaLdsaf

ii (;i)(g,_A ri nit is not required to ptçiqpçqçtJqpc cqpjpg materials with like rnateials

UI 1IOSSOIIrH ii lnUV(il permit IS requir or].

1 A ciii to H If 0 plan shall be snbmillaci in accordcirice with this section.

2. Ar Hi( ation 1)1’ H ( st owir p the me of Clii autoiiiatic tow—volunre irrigation system

desipr im I SI)eulicohly (Hr I tie Pr oposocl landscape installa han shall also be provided. This

[(Ian st (ill 1 :lucte a site p1cm usir ig a readable and defined scale, iltustrcmting the

proposed irrigation zones and delineating micrmirrigation zones and areas utilizing

irri(jrtliOr techniques other than micro irrigation.

C. Ii i.’;/allahon of landscape materials. Installation at landscape materials shalt he in

ciccorctarice with the approved landscape plan and shalt be installed in a sound,

workmanlike manner and in accordance with ANSI A300 Standards. reeecjnized-.—an-d

accepted planting procecli re -as deermine4 sy

the Pinellas County Cc-opercifiveL-xtension-.Ser-v4ue.5

D. Minim ur ci landscape req uirements.

Minimum Landscape Requirements

Areas Credited as intenor Landscapng

Mechancca Equipment
Landscaprng

Buffer WaiL
ivn. 5 tall

9’ a 16’ Parking Space
with 2’ Landscape Overhang

Dumpster Enclosure
Laisdscapng

Thiu d:agram is intended to provide an illustrative v:ew of these reguatonu, Property owners are advised to contact the City to
ver fy interpretation of the City Codes as applied to a specific property.



I. Gn’cr yard, Xtflhlfli. (;Rz;Cfl yIICIS SIi(IH l)(; l)I()VRIC(l fl (lit yards abutting SliceR.
I x 1 tar surface pciiknq lots, 1 the required trail yard (setback) is smaller than the
ruquird qreerr yard, lie required qien yard stroll be the depth of tlie iequired front

ii I. I Cii sites with in egutar frontage, the PO[) may allow the green yard to vary in
widil i, but it shall extend tar the entne frontage and provide the equivalent sc.luarn
tee of green ycu d along the sonic frontage. Green yards shot he landscaped as
tol tows

Site location/zoning Required green yard Minimum required tree iandscaping
deplh for all abutting (per linear ft. of property frontage)
streets
(riot alleys)

DC-C, DC-i, DC-2, DC-3, DC- 5ff. 1 shade tree per 35 linear ft. or
P, CCT-1, CCT-2, CRT-l, CRT-2 fraction above halt thereof

EC 20 ft. on rnaiar streets, 3 1 shade trees-and 1 understory tree
10 ft. on other streets. per 30 per—5G linear ft. or fraction

above half thereof

All other districts 10 ft. 2 shade trees per 50 tinear ft. or
fraction above hatf thereof

2. Green yard, interior. tnterior green yards, when not abutting vehicular vehide use
areas, shalt be provided atong alt interior property lines and property tines abutting atteys.
The minimum width of all interior green yards shall be five feet untess the required side or
rear yard is smatter, in which case the required green yard shaft be the depth of the
required interior side or rear yard. A minimum of one shade tree per 50 linear feet or
fraction above half thereof is required. Under-story trees may be substituted for shade
trees on a 1 ¼ for one basis. The POD may allow the interior green yards to vary in width if
additionat qreejjjqrds are expanded to provide the equivalent square footage of greefl
yards on the site.

3. Foundation landscaping.

a. A minimum of one foundation plant is required for each three linear feet l4recir
fge4, and one under-story tree is required for each 30 linear feet (or portion thereof),
of the exterior building perimeter. Foundation plantings may be comprised of
shrubs, accent plants, ornamental grasses, and ground cover in any combination;

9



ci Vicluci 111(11 tic) less hart (lit ci the Ititcil te(iIl(cci iticilciicil’, crre shrill)’,,

ii ICi?itS (Hic I/cc, oh iiieiil ii iJICISSOS.

When (il( ni lipid the ipHipilpiUhip ucjuilcui oh i ;imed iaiiis, lie merit riislunce ol

O )Cb uriC]’ cit i)V( il iec id oh ccclii iq alec cloots, motor vehicle bays or enhances to

1 Plc cciii iii i(J. UI the )erHiieler 01 cii lac:;Iiecl 01 cicciacl cci canopies shall bor icxclucled.

Ed)iJl IC thou i )lc mis itry I )e 1)1(11 ilc:cd in (Jii)UpIHiJS SO lOb i as the muniri urn number of

Pd d ji NH c( I plants is )li)Vi( led lhE—c lourchciticcii tands(a[)mncJ shall he reqriiuecl on ciii

ciiiii fir c sides except those sides tctciurg cm citley. i-out iclotion landscaping shall abut

the ci ildirici (whilnaiioctnq the nec;no;ay;poce togrowth) and shall be used or

ii dcliii in such cm manner so as ho sen eon ineizhciniccil equmpmenl attached to or

it to tire or cildit i. noviclu direction to and enhance entrances and

walkways, and provide visual breciks along monotonous building facades.

h. Hoperties located within the CRT, CCT and DC-], D-2, and DC-3 districts. The

bcnotbui[cjgs, huilding elevation-s or portions of buildingel&vci-tions not visible

trorn the street, excluding alleys, shall are not be required to have foundation

landscaping. Where recluced building setbacks along streets physically prevent the

installation of foundation landscapinq, it shall not be required.

4. Vehicular use landscaping/screening requirements. Vehicular use areas shall meet the

toilowing additional requirements:

a. Perimeter parking lot landscaping. A minimum of one shade tree per 35 linear

bet (or portion thereof) shall be planted around the perimeter of vehicular use

areas. A continuous hedge comprised of shrubs planted not more than 30 inches on

center shall be planted around the perimeter of the vehicular use area. The

pervious area for perimeter parking lot landscaping shall be at least five feet in

width, measured from the inside of the curb, sidewalk or other paved surface

abutting the pervious area. Additional landscaping is not sbefl—nel--be required for

the perimeter parts of the vehicular use area adjacent to the building.

(]) Properties located within the CRL CCL and DC-I. DC-2, and DC-3

districts. Parking lots or portions of parking lots not visible from the streets,

excluding alleys, are not sholl-nei--be required to install perimeter landscaping.

Where a parking space is designed perpendicular to the streets, excluding

alleys, such that the front of the space allows r.eui1e5 the headlights to shine

onto the streetsL a minimum three touefoot high solid masonry wall or

decorative w d—cnr--4eyt fence shall be erected to prohibit headlights from

shining onto the streets.

b. Interior parking lot landscaping. Interior parking lot landscaping shall be

provided as follows:

10



I) I\’(iin(’l ‘,(IJi’ I())I11( ut /cJiiI5Jf)’ aier. for (Ill Vehkuk1i isv antis

with lutili: 11(111 tt;n l’ iIi Sj)(ILUS, (1 InillinlUlli Of err perevul el liv V(:liiLiiI(ri

is: area stroll Itt (h:Vt:(l Ia ii)ti:IIUI l(IrIsttIi)Iii(l. lii itilcukiliiiq this
tetiilt itji, the (Ii(:( slit ill ifltiUdU ttli )rFViOU5 (111(1 irupeiVioUs p(ili)ns at

II v :1 it tilt ii USC (11(1. l( :rniir iii ii i interior islands and divttIi mediar is shall
tt’’tI to vonitly wilti utliic:ti iiittHit)i )aikiiiCj lot lail(lsLaj)ilig. LOT

Ii tft V( loprwnt at prOf)t lit ri tIn ( RI ( ( I DCI _D_ç2..cjçJ_ L)Lt 7ofling
litricts,jhe POD may vul herequirn landscape up to 5% where existincj

i t’ uic!JJiP’n_(o in 1[IIonI permeable aieajmakncompjjapce

ii u )itit: livable CN where such edut lion wit allow inservritnolexis)jgg

I rolected an /oruirand tines. The following diaqicin illustrates an example of
ii eas which shall quality as interior lcrndsccrping.

(2) 1crmir cii islcincls. Each row of parking spaces shall end with terminal
islands to sepcircrte parking from adjacent drive lanes. Each terminal island shalt
ineasur e at least njgIf five feet in width by 18 feet in length, measured from
the inside of the curb. Thn POD may reduce the required wth by up to three
lent (jpidmum_width hve feet) where existing site constraints fe.a. smot sit

make compliance ijpracticcrble or where such reduction will allow
Drservation of exisjjpg Protected and/or Grand trees. Within terminal islands,
one shade tree shall he required for every 150 square feet (or fraction above
one half thereof), with a minimum of one shade tree required per terminal
island. Terminal islands shall be landscaped with shrubs, accent plants,
ornamental grasses and ground cover, excluding sod 4u4gras, which is
planted to provide 100 percent coverage within two years. Shruhs—ceeen4
ptoenTek-grasse.s Landscaping in islands adjacent to parking
spaces shall be set back a minimum of two feet behind the back of the curb to
provide for pedestrian access to parked vehicles.

(a) Properlies located within the CRT, CCT and D- 1, DC-2 and DC-3
districts. Parking lots or portions of parking lots not visible from the streets
excluding alleys, shall not be required to install terminal islands.

(3) interior islands. Each interior island shall measure at least cJgj f-ie feet
in width by 18 feet in length, measured from the inside of the curb. The POD
may reduce the reguired width by up to three feet (minimum width five feet)
where existing site constraints (e.g. small site) make compliance impracticable
or where such reduction will allow preservation of existing Protected and/or
Grand trees. Interior islands less than five feet in width, measured from the
inside of the curb, shall not be credited towards interior landscaping unless a
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VOllOlli jrifeJ. Within iIittHOI iStiHi’,, 0110 tide flee 11(1111)0 I (tlJiie(l fo

Very lO ‘,i’lii lOot (or lI(I(liOii (H)V(’ ()iH FraU lhriuot), with (i irririhourn of

H st H i( IH ‘ H 1 IIHN I H il ii’ I i’,l H H .1 (ilRloIi1)inU II isl 1LhiiPhPJii_fQ

iikirij si ‘ ‘Ii ill H ,‘t H k (I (it

Ii (‘(Ziiii) l( I 111 )VI( l( 1(1 ‘I

(‘1) I )iv I’! I (‘(fir;l)). I oIidsI:alXcl divider mechairs sI icill form a continuous

I ii Ids. i el ship >ofweeri oLi 1 hi cj rows ot pcllkiricJ areas or access drives. The

I liii 1H1I1II1 WI Ill of ri (jiViCO niodiir 1 shalt be hve eel, measured from the inside

of the cuib. One strode free or two under-story trees shall be rorfirired for eric:h

30 linear fuel of divider median (or fraction above one halt thereof) Shrubs

strut be planted ii divider unedicins which separate parking areas from access

drives to [cmi ci car ifinuous redge the full length of the divider median.

(5) eepeciesc/rveor/y.itr.jgporlant to provide a mix of tree species on

larger sites. When the requfreci number of trees is: less than 10 one or more

pncies shall hjprovidoçLjpss than 20 trees, two or more species_shaH be

providqc more than 20 trony, three or more species shall be provided.

() en,pfgcement. Trees shalt not be located adjacent to tree-sf a riding

sign [aces or’ below wall sign [aces where the tree wilt create a visual

obstruction_qi the time of planting or in the future. Shade trees shall not he

located below overhead utility lines where the tree will contact the line at the

fL,,,pLplanhnq or in the future. Shade trees shall not be located over

underground utility lines. Clustering of perimeter trees is permitted to prevent

the obstruction of sign faces and conflicts with overhead or underground utility

lines. The POD may allow required shade trees to be substituted with native

palms and/or understory trees on a three per one basis to prevent such

conflicts. Where site constraints limit planting of required trees, larger trees at

least 4 minimum dbh, may be substituted for required trees on a two for one

basis.

c. Curbing. Nonmountable concrete curbing shall be provided within all parking

areas to prevent vehicles from encroaching onto and overhanging required

plantings, sidewalks, rights-of-way or adjacent property. Wheel stops may be

substituted at the closed end of parking stalls where they abut required plantings or

sidewalks.

(1) Curbing may be placed within the parking space up to 2,4 feet from

the closed end of the parking stall. When curbing is utilized, the 2,4 foot wide

strip may be landscaped when abutting green space.
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I ( rr(is(’cq)in(j slrcrll I l(Js’/ (lIO\.\’Hr(J IC) (,;(_:cr1Inrc)cIaIc lLi’
Val 1I(. rlcu overhar ig

(b) 1 re br rdscapud area williir lire par kirrcj space counts toward
par ku p IC) interior landscaping requirements and towar ci any overall site
landscaping r eqi riren rents. towcvci, he landscaped area does not
count toward green yard, perimeter landscaping or divider niedian
requiren rents.

(2) Wheel slops shall be located gpjp 2V feel trom the closed end of the
parking stall. Wheel stops shall have a minimum height of six inches above
fir rished grade of the parking area crnd shall be properly anchored and
irain tamed in good condition.

ci Screening abutting residenticrl uses. Where vehicular use areas abut property
used for a one or two unit residential property residenGe, a minimum five--toot high
solid masonry wall or decorative wodor-vThyl fence shall be installed in such a
manner so as to screen the vehicular u’;e area from the adjacent one or two unit
residential pey-u&e. Where this watt or lence requirement is applied to
properties with existing mature shade trees, the wall or fence may be truncated and
supplemented with trees and shrubs to achieve such sgreenjg tbe-pose--e-t—tl-s
subseefien.

a. Low Impact Development Landscaping Plan. A Low Impact Development (LID)
Landscaping Plan may be approved by the POD as part of a stormwater
management plan in lieu of some of the requirements of this subsection for the area
in which it is implemented.

5. Landscaping adjacent to fences, walls, or dumpster enclosures. The exterior of any
opaque fence, wall, or dumpster enclosure visible from any street shall be landscaped
with a minimum of one shrub for every three feur linear feet and one under-story tree for
every 25 linear feet.

6. Landscaping adjacent to mechanical equipment on site. Mechanical equipment,
(e.g.7such Gs-backflow preventers, utility cabinets ad air conditioners, etc.) visible from
streets excluding alleysshall be landscaped with a continuous hedge comprised of
shrubs planted no more than 30 inches on center or a decorative fence or architectural
feature it the location is inadequate for landscaping (too small, insufficient light).
Landscaping shall be installed no less than three feet from the equipment to allow for
access, maintenance and required air flow.

7. Landscaping within the adjoining rights-of-way.

a. Landscaping within the adjoining rights-of-way shall be provided in
accordance with an approved streetscape plan or, where an approved
streetscape plan does not exist, plantings shalt be comprised of low growing shrubs,

13
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II ru ru it iii ii i irol in ia 11(1111 at wywiIhiiir tocj teat at lie (lilt) 1)1 acid

(Hi I tl101( 5 fl)) I iii Vii I(iIIdS(l)0 1)1(111, 1110 )lOuhill(jS, OXLIU(hit)(J sod, shall

1101 aX 00(1 2’l 12 lii ties iii hi ijhi above tire lop at the ridjacerit curb, or ii there is

lii) lull), the 11)1(1 lHd, irovilitI trot Ira larrillopa nraterkil does nol result in a

hazard at irrrl)(tirtuarrl to vehicirte. arpadritirrir ticiltic.

Ii 1 iii a loi torI within the Ckl CCL and DC-I DC-2, and DC-3 districts.

Witi rir 1 r ‘a districts, or rdsca )l p shall be proVided in accordance with an

1 plan oi, whate an Li)ptOVfld stloetSrll[re plan r1ns not exist,

Ill ac;coidorrce with tie loll rwii ip: Cue slradc; lee pc 30 linear tool shall be

iii lvii ri.c I. Where therohinsofticiont permeable are to support trrojrens

:1 rauld hi’ plant

sijI s t ito I LccJrA/

____

shade roes are not site appropriate. Ground cover plantings shall be comprised

of si-riubs, accent plan Is, ornamei [at grasses, ground cover or St -Augustine sod in

any con rbirration provided that no less than 25 percent ol the total landscape area

is planted with low growing shrubs, accent rlants, ornamental grasses or ground

Cover.

8. Protection of existing specimen trees.

a. Apgrcentage of Specimen trees existing on a site,other than properties

located within CCT-2, CRT-2 and all DC districts, shall be preserved. The POD may

reduce the required percentage by up to 25% to allow preservation of one or more

Grand trees that are equal to or greater than the required total inches reduced.

Existinq Specimen trees may be used to satisfy the requirements for planting

additional trees as follows: trees 18’ dbh shall equal one required tree, trees 19-26”

dbh shall equal two required trees, trees 27-36” dbh shalt equal three required

trees: trees over 36” dbh shall equal five required trees. The number of existing

specimen trees to be preserved on a site shall be determined as follows:

Total Inches (dbh) of existing specimen trees on site Minimum percent of inches of
existing specimen trees to be preserved

50 or less 50 percent

51—100 40 percent

14



It) 1—150 30 percent

()r cut ci th ii I 50 25 percent

x,tirrg trees wl rich will remain on the property and wI rich are identified on the
landscape plan may satisfy some or all of the required landscaping provided that
the trees mccl the quantity, applicable species cind lie requirements. TLccc
dctnrmind to be in cLoclinn may not housed to safislyjoquHed landscaping_crud
hi POD rj]gy require the rernova of any tree determined to constitute a safety
iaiur cI.

c. Existing trees tO be preserved shalt be protected from construction-related
impacts by plcicemerit of suitable protective barriers, constructed to specifications
issued by the POD, which shall remain in place until such time as fOe removal of the
protective barrier is authorized by the POD. It 0 shalt-be unlawful for any person [n
he consliuc-tion Gfarry-s4ruotures--Gro1her-1mpn\-emen.ts-.to place solvents, material,

construction machinery, or temporary or permanent soil deposits within six feet of
the trunk or within Iwo-thirds of the drip fine, whichever is greater, of any tree
identified on the landscape plan which is to remain on the site. No attachments or
wires shall he attached to any protected tree. Barricade details shall be shown on
the landscape plan and installed prior to the commencement of construction.
d. Whenever a change of elevation takes place that raises or towers the ground
level elevation at or within the drip line of any existing tree, a method to preserve
the existing ground elevation within the drip line shall be utilized. Such methods
include but are not limited to tree wells, dry wells, retaining walls and terracing. The
method of protection shall be shown on the landscape plan and is subject to
approval by the POD. In addition to any other penalties, the direct or indirect
destruction of existing trees by failure to comply with appropriate protection during
construction shall be a violation of this section. Existing trees which are required to
remain on site and are sejslygmaged as a result of construction activities
de&t-r-aye4 during development or work shall be replaced on a 2:1 ratio based on
the number of inches at dbh.

9. Protection of existing native plant communities.

a. For vehicular use areas, where healthy, native vegetation exists on a site prior
to its development, in part or in whole, the POD may adjust the requirements of this
section to allow credit for such plant material (excluding p4m any sick, topped or
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lii’ ,:lkfl (111(1 lflffVIfIf” tli fl(Hvfllilt(JIjl(RJl(’l (IIll(U11101

I)l(l1iloi Ili( lit “ill ft1t tr’;.

liv V ft ‘It lii ii hi ill be i ‘. ‘IV using the airiest coriticjUoUs rind

I ((flu lf(I’,itli(ll)lt. l’flSfflIV(IlHtl li(”f(! (1 (IltitI’, shall lie iiieliitled in the

It)lli(WIii’li (Ikulaliuns.

I .(l I ((I lt’,It t:IilR ii mud if “Hf I(:iiiI( ii 1HIX((Ll USC cluvelopuumenis wilhhm the

ii 1 hazrud t( Hi (jiei utu II an 2V tic es and foi uesidential and

(Cit lCtiti( ii IN1X(:(l 11,0 t l(’Vf:lul)f1l(Hil’ tH tHe Of thu rorstal high tiaaud iOflO

(jiOf itt:u 111(11) 2( acmes, not less than 25 pl-ficunil ol the native veqetalic.)n shall

1)0 nescu vur I.

3c. (2) /\ll (-)thOr ly pc’ Of 110W ( lcvek)plllent subject to special exceptions or

site plan eview duill preserve a pt) Iu)n ol the native vegetation on thesile. For

new development less than five acres, not less than ten percent of the native

vegetation shall be pnlservochetoined. For new development five or more

acres, not less tI ian 1 5 percent ot the native vegetation on—-ite shall be

preserved retained.

16.40.060.2.1.4.2. - Additional requirements for new and existing nonresidential and multifamily

properties other-thanone-and -two-unit prepedies; ground cover, mulch-rhate-preperty.

A. Permeable portions of pivate property including required yards shall be maintained

with an herbaceous layer of sod or ground cover plant material. Installation of St.

Augustine sod turf at a property with a new structure which receives construction

permits and is eon&frue 44er---Jur—-l, 2010, is limited to a maximum of ten

percent of the permeable area of the property.

B. Mulch. New and existing nonresidential and multifamily properties shall comply with

the same mulch requirements established above for new and existing one and two

unit residential properties.

1 6.40.060.2.1 .5. - Utilities and utility easements.

No person shall plant a tree or shrub in a utility easement. Any vegetation planted in a utility

easement shall be herbaceous vegetation and shatl not interfere with the use of the easement

for utility purposes which includes the maintenance and replacement of underground utilities.
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A. IJrilcss uthcJis( sj ilr-, nh krnchcipe rialiicrls tìcrII rued lire following
i((ihI ( Ili(

TREES: SHADL

All required shade trees shall measure a minimum of ten ft. in height and two inches diameter at
breast height (dbh) at the hrnv of planting. All shade trees shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
selected from the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Cypress, Bald Taxodium X X X X X X
di:fichum

Elm, Chinese Ulrnusparvifolia X X
(Drake)

Elm, florida Ulmus X X X X
Americana, var.
sp. floridana
‘fTeridana’

Elm, Winged Ulmus Alata X X X

Loblolly Bay Gordonia X X X X
lasian thus

Magnolia, Magnolia X X X X
Souihern grandiflora

Magnolia, Magnolia X X X X
Sweetbay’ virginiana

17



IRI IS: SI API.

All required shade hoes shall r neasure a minimum of len ft. in height and two inches diameter at
breast height (dhh) at the time of planting. Alt shade trees shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
selected from lie following list.

Common Scientitic Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Maple, Florida Acer saccharurn, X X X
‘‘I:lor idanu rn’

Maple, Red Acer rubrurn X X X

Mulberry, Red tvlorus ruhra X X X

Oak, Live Quercus X X X X
virginiana

Pine, Long-Leaf Pinus palustris X X X

Pine, Stash Pin us elliottii X X X

Sugarberry* Celtis Iaevigata X X X

Sweetgum* Liquidambar X X X
styraciflua

Sycamore Platanus X X X
occiden tolls

T-uj9et€ Ny-s-so sylvatica X X X
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TREES: SI lADE

All required shade trees shall measure a minimum of ten ft. in height and two inches diameter at
breast height (dbh) at the time of planting. All shade trees shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
selected from the following list.

Common Scientific Nciliv Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

WillGw-weep4r-iq ThbGb4G!4iG€ X X

Tree produces berries or seed pods, which make it an unsuitable choice for locations near
parking or sidewalk spaces.
Other shade trees identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food and
Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS) Extension, Environmental Horticulture Department S4hwe&t

Water Mamageinent DistrieT will be considered
lI/L’diiLr 1 electjon L “

TREES: UNDERSTORY

All required understory trees shall measure a minimum of eight ft. in height and 1.5 inches
diameter at breast height (dbh) at the time of planting. All understory trees shall be rated Florida
Grade No. I and selected from the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med highj

Bay. Red Persea X X X
borbonia

Bay, Silk Persea humilis X X X

Bay, Swamp Persea palustris X X X

Buttonwood, Conocarpus X X X
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IRI I S IJNI)lRSI( )RY

All reqi ui ec I ur irlorstory trees shall measure a n rinimum ol eight ft. in height and 1 .5 inches
dianieler at breast height (dbh) at the time of planting. All under story trees shall be rated Florida
Grade NC). I arid selected from the following list.

Common Sc:ientific Native light requirrnerits Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Green erec Ins

BuHoriwood, Conocarpus X X X
Silver erectus

‘sericeus’

Cedar, Juniperus X X X
Southern Red virginiana

Crape Myrtle, Lagerstroemia X X
NGtGhe md/ca and any

disease
resistant
varieties
“Ntafchez”

Crape Myrtle, lo-gerstroemia X X
GfJee indica”Muskog

e

Hawthorn, Crataegus X X X
Summer flava

Holly, flex opaca X X X
American

Holly, Dahoon flex cassine X X X X

20



TRL[ : UNL)LRS tORY

All required u cistory trees ‘1 ii11 measure a n )t i(1l t ft. in height and 1 .5 inches
rt breast height (dbh) at the tine of planting. All understory trees shalt be rated Florida

Cr( )( tu No. 1 and I I from the k lkiwii H list.

( . k1ItIl( [“J(ltiV: I ijit r((lIJirerrer1ts ‘vct(—H rc(lt)irri(:r its

sun mix ,li( J(J(- low med high

Holly, East hex X X X X
Palalka aHenualaEast

Palalka’

Hotly, hex X X X
Weeping vorniloria’Pend
Yaupon ula”

Holly, Yaupon flex vornitoria X X X

Ligustrurn Ligustrum X X
japonic urn

Magnolia7 Magnolia
grandiftora,
and other
dwarf varieties
that have a
maximum
height of fifteen
feet U14le-Gem

x x
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[RI IS: IINI )[ RSt( RY

All I u liJIiud um krslory trees shall measure a mininiurn of eight ft. in height and 1 .5 oct i

diameter cit breast height (dbh) ul ft ie tinft’ of planting. All Ufl lerstoi y Itees si i( ill be rate I F loiida

Grade No. I and selected hon i the following list.

Common Scientific; Native light requirements W it requitements

sur mix sliudt low high

Plum, Prunus X X X
Hatwoods uiibellatcie

Plum, Pigeon Coccoloba X X X
diversifolia

Plum, Saffron Bumelia X X X
celastrina

Podocarpus Podocarpus X X
(tree form) macrophyllus

Seagrape Coccoloba X X X
(tree form) uvifera

Sweet Acacia Acacia X X X
farnesiana

Wild Olive Cordia boissieri X X

Other understory trees identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food

and Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS) Extension, Environmental Horticulture Department Southwest

Florida Water Management District will be considered.
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All ieqiJit(.l pali ii tines shall nieasi ire a ininirnuni heigt it of eigh I tee I of clear irunk. Palm trees
identified with au may be substituted on a one for one basis with shade tree planting
mi luiremen Is. P( ilu ii Ii ees identified with a -f may bE substituted on a three for one basis with
shade tree planting mequilerner its. No more than 50% of required shade trees may he substituted
torpoirns in vehicular use areas. All palm trees shall be credited on a one for one basis towards
understory tree planting requirements. All palms trees shalt be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
setected from the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Bismarck Palun Bismarc kin X X X
nobilis

Cabbage Pcilm+ Sobal palmelto X X X X

DGte- Palm7 Phaeo1x X
Canary tslancl

Date Palm, Phoenix X X
Medjool* dactylifera

Date Palm, Phoenix X
Pygmy roebelenii

Date Palm, Silver Phoenix X X
sylvestris

Fan Palm, Ribbon Livistona X X
decipiens

Foxtail Patm Wodyetia X X
bifurcata
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All reqriiiu( I ili ii Ii e s si roll iw crsutu a nit un rut ii t reigi it of eight tool o clear trunk. Palm trees
( h ntitiod with in may he substituted on a one for one basis with strode tree planting
roquirerner uts. l’( rIm tiecs idontitied with a i nay be substituted on a three for one basis with
shade tree planting requirements. No more than 5Q
for palms in vehicular use areas. All palm trees shall be c;redited on a one for one basis towards
understory hue planting requirements. All palms trees shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
selected from the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Paurolis Palm Acoelorrhaphe X X X
wrigh Iii

Pindo Palm Butia odorata X X
Gpm-tEi-t€

Royal Palm, Roystonea X X
Cuba regia

Royal Palm, Roystonea X X X
FIorida elota

Thatch Palm, Thrinaxradiata X X X
Florida

Triangle Palm Neodypsis X X
decaryi

Ters-R€rlm Ravenala X X
madagascarie
n&

Windmill Palm Trachycarpus X X
fortunel
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All required palm trees shall measure a minimum height of eight feet g clear trunk. Palm trees
identified with an * may be substituted on a one for one basis with shade tree planting
requirements. Palm trees identified with a + may be substituted on a three for one basis with
shade tree planting requirements. No more than 50% of required shade trees may be substituted
for palms in vehicular use areas. All palm trees shall be credited on a one for one basis towards
undersiory tree planting requirements. All palms trees shall he rated Florida Grade No. 1 and
selected from the tollowing list.

Common Scientific Native light requirements Water requiremenfs

sun mix shade low med high

Other palm trees identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food and
Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS) Extension, Environmental Horticulture Deportment Srjthwes4
Ftori-Wo1er-Mmt--District will be considered.

SHRUBS

All required shrubs shall measure a minimum of 24 inches in height at the time of planting. Shrubs
required to create a hedge shall be planted not more than 30 inches on center. Shrubs shalt be
rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Anise, Yellow Illicium X X X
parviflorum

Buttonwood, Conocarpus X X X
Green erectus

Buttonwood, Conocorpus X X X
Silver erectus

serice us

Cocoplum, Chrysobalanu X X X
Redtip sicaco
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St tkLJBS

All I eqi mod si iwl )s shall ineastir u (1 mmii num of 24 mel res in ‘eigh I at the limo of planting. Shrubs
required to c;reale a hedge shall be planted not more than 30 inches on center. Shrubs shall be
rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from the following list.

Common SciunliNc Native JhtreqftmontsWater requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Firnbush Hcirnelia X X X X
QiLL

Callbeny flex g(abra X X X

1-libiscus Hibiscus rosa- X X
sine nsis

Holly, Dwarf hex vomitoria X X X X
Yaupon Schihhing

Dwarf

Dwarf
caltivars or
varieties

Ixora !xora X X
coccinea

Podocarpus Podocorpus X X
macrophyhlus

Privet, Florida Forestiera X X X
segregata

Seagrape Coccoloba X X X
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SHRUBS

All i equired shiubs Ii ill nieasur e a i ii ii iii ni )t 24 inches in height at the lime of planting. Shrubs
required to ci (it a hedge shall be planted not more than 30 inches on center. Shrubs shall be
rated Florida (‘racie No. 1 and s’ lect ‘C I from the followinq list.

Common Scientific Native I iqht requirements [ Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

uvifera

er-thom Ooegn X X
pingeos

Simpson tvlyrcianthes X X X
Stopper fragrans

Viburnum, Viburnum X X
Awabuki odoratissum

“Awabuki”

Viburnum, Viburnum X X X
Sandankwa suspensum

Viburnum, Viburnum X X
Sweet odoratissimu

m

Viburnum, Viburnum X X X X
Walters obovatum

Other shrubs identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food and
Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS) Extension, Environmental Horticulture Department Sou4hwes4
Florida Water Management District will be considered.
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Ar ( 1 NI (AN!) MASSINC) PLAN1S

All I I h )I 111(1(1 lion plan Is and accent planis shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
SpO(iIi((iIiOr) at the time of planting. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from
the followir iq list.

Common Scientific Nalive Light requirements Water requirements

un mix shade Jew med high

A!Iainaridcr A/Iamanda X X
Ca thartico

Allarnaida Allamcinda X X
neriifolio

American Callicarpa X X X
Beautyherry americana spp.

Azalea, Rhododendron X X X X
Florida oustrinum
Flame

Azalea, Rhododendron X X X
Pinxter or canescens
Piedmont

Florida Bombusa spp. X X
Bamboo
clumping
varieties only

Azalea Rhododendron X X X
spp.
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A( ( NI (ANl) MASSING) l’ ANtS

All r quirod toundatior pkinls ii rd accent plants stall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specificaliori at the lime of pkinting. Plants shall be rated Florida
the tollowinq list.

Common Scientific Native Liçjh I requirements Water requirements

Grade No. 1 and selected trom

sun mix shade low maci high

Bird Of Strelitzia reginae X X
Paradise

Bougainville Bougainvillea X X
a plobra

Butterfly Asclepias X X X
Weed tuherosa

Cardboard Zamio X X
Plant furfuracea

Cast-Iron Aspidistra elatior X X
Plant

Christmasber Lycium X X X
my carotinianum

Coontie Zamia floridana X X X

Copperleat Acalypha X X
wilkesicina
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AL( .1 NI (AND MASSING) PLANTS

All roquied foundation plants and accent plants shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the time of planting. Plants shall he rated Florida Grade No. ‘:rnd sele ted from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

SUO mix shade low med high

Crinum Lily Cr/num spp. X X

Croton Codiaeum X X
var/cgatum

8bU4 H/a-ten-s X X X

Firespike Odontonema X X
cuspidata

Ginger, Shell AIpinia zerumbet X X X

Golden Duranta erecta X X
Dewdrop evecta

Hawthorn, Raphioleps/s X X X
Indian, indica
disease
resistant cvs.

Hibiscus, Red Hhibiscus X X X
coccineus
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A( ( NI (AND MASSING) PLANTS

All required foundation plants and accent plants shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the tin of plantli q. I lants sl iall be rot( d F lok lci (,r ode No. 1 and selected from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Wcife requiiemenls

sun mix shade tow med high

Iris, African Dieles spp. X X

Lady Palm Rhapis excelsa X X

Mimosa, Mimosa X X X X
Sunshine strigillosa

Milkweed, Asclepios X X
Scarlet curcissavica

Needle Palm Rhopidophyllum X X X
hystrix

Philodendro Philodendron X X X
n spp.

Plumbago Plumbago X X
auriculatc,

Palmetto, Serenoa repens X X X X
Saw

Shrimp Plant Justicio X X
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AL( :1 NI (AND MASSING) PLANTS

All requiied foundalion plants and accent plants shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the lime of planting. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. I and selech I from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

brardegeana

Snowherry Chiococca a/ba X X X

Snow Bush l3reynia disticha X X X

Thryallis Galphimio X X X
gra cl/is

Turks-Cap Malvaviscus X X
arbore us

Varnish Leaf Dodonaea X X X
viscosa

White Randia aculeata X X X
I ndigoberry

Wild Coffee Psychotria X X X X X
nervosa

Yellow Sophora X X X
Necklace tomentosa

32



ACCENI (AND MASSING) PLANIS

All required Inundation plants and icc :nl plants shall be a minin urn of one gallon nurseiy
spe(:itication at the Iiiii of ph inting. I iris shall be if’ I Florida Grade Ne. 1 curd .‘ 1’ hi tioiii
the following list.

Connon Sc iur itific Native I H I ii requirements W nor requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Pod “Trunca to

Other accent plants identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food and
Agricuflurat Sciences IUF/If J_Extension, Environmental Horticulture Department &@u-thwst Florida
Wer-Monagee-D&tP4 will he considered.

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

All required foundation plants and ornamental grasses shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the time of planting. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Fakahatchee Tripsacum X X X
Grass dactyloids

Fakahatchee Tripsacum X X X X
Grass, Dwarf floridanum

Gulf Muhly Muhienbergia X X X
Grass capillaris
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()RNAMI NIAI ( RASSIS

All I((UiIL( I t( LJflCI(ltiofl plants and ornamental masses shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
spe:if( citior al the time cf planting. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from
It e fullowir q list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Sand Spcirtina X X X
Corclqi ass bal<eri

Salt Mcirsh Spartina X X X
Cordgrass patens

Other ornamental grasses identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of
Food and Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS) Extension, Environmental Horticulture Degartment
1hwesI-FIomidWGteMareg4--Ds1ci€1 will be co nsi d erect.

GROUND COVER

All required foundation plants and ornamental grasses shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the time of planting. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. 1 and selected from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Aztec Grass Ophiopogon X X
spp.

Beach Sunflower Helianthus X X X
debilis
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GRC)UNL) COVER

All reqtiire( I fouri lotion plants and ornamental grasses shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification at the time of planting. Plants shall he rated Florida Grade No. I and selected from
the following list.

Common Scientific Native Light requirements Water requirements

sun mix shade low med high

Beach Morning lpornoea X X X
Glory irnpercsli

Blue Daze Evalvulus X X
glornerata

Coral Honeysuckle Lonic era X X X X
sernpervirens

Jasmine, Asiatic Trachelaspern X X
(Minima) and other urn asiaticurn
low growing
varieties

Jasmine, Downy iasminum X X X
m ultitlorum

Juniper, Parson Juniperus X X
davurica

Juniper, Shore Juniperus X X X
con ferta

Lantana, Trailing Lantana X X
monte vidensis
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All rei mm ?( I h )Ufl( lotion plants and ornamental grasses shall he a minimum of one gallon nursery
SpeciIi( :aliori at lLn time of planting. Plants shall be rated Florida c;rade No. I and selected from
the following list.

(ornrnorr Scientific Native Light requirements

mix shade

Water requirements

med highsun low

Liriope, Lverqeen Liriope X X
Giant Evergreen

Gian I”

Mimosa, Sunshine Mimosa X X X X
s frigillosa

Porlerweed Si rachytarphet X X X X
a jarnaicensis

Railroad Vine Ipomoea X X X
pescaprae

Sage, Tropical Salvia X X X X
coccinea

Sea Oxeye Daisy Borrichia X X X
frutescens

Sea Purslane Sesuvium X X X
portulacastru
m

Twintlower Dyschoriste X X X
oblongifoiia
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c;ROtJND COVER

All required foundation plants and ornamental grasses shall be a minimum of one gallon nursery
specification cit the time of planling. Plants shall be rated Florida Grade No. I and selected from
the following list.

Corn mon

Other foundation plants identified as Florida Friendly by the University of Florida Institute of Food
and AciiiçuHurol Science FJi[ASLExLonsion, Environmental__Horticultpartrnnt

B. Native veqeto-tion-reqviremes PLant selection criteria. The species of required landscape
matenols shall bo _j aprogjjgjecpd shall be selected based on the existing and
neiqhhoring vegetative communities, supgxsure. soil types, proposed function of the
materials, cold tolerance, water use, fertilizer needs, existence of utilities or overhead power
lines, and aesthetics.

C. hxempl ijjprpeçjed trees. Due to their status as nomnative exot-ie species or invasive
species, the.folIowng-tee-speies any unprotected or prohibited trees may be removed from
private property and the abutting riqht of way without a permit unless they are part of an
approved landscqpe gjgp, or otherwise required by this section, and shall not be used to
meet The vegetation required by this section:

EX.4P-T UNPROTECTED TREES

Common Scientific Place of Origin

AGGta-e€rleGt Acacia auriculiformis Australia, New Guinea,
Indonesia

A4t-ptne
, South Pacific, SE Asia
—

A1IoU_he Casuarina cunninghamiana South Pacific, SE Asia

Water requirements

Southwestfloiido-Woer-Mnenet-Distrie4 will be considered.
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C_ui iii 11011 Sciontific I ‘bc e of Origin

Ausftalia)

Avocado Peseci an lc’ricclna Central America

1’raiilian pppei ohnius terebinthifolius Br-rgenG—PaFgu

Cario Iwood Cuponiopsis anocordioides Australia

Cherry laurel Prunus caroliniana North America

China berry Meli-aederaah

Citrus [c-orage7-lemon, lime, kumquat, etc. AR Eastern Asia
species.

Ear Enferolobium cyclocarpum Central America

Eucalyptus Eucalyptus spp. E-xa except silver dollar Australia

variety

Ficusi- Ficus spp. Exc. banyan South America

Italian cypress Cupressus sempervirens South Europe

Jacarandal Jcicaranda acutifolics Brazil
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LXLMRI UNPROTECTED TREES

Common Scientific [lace of Origin

Jerusalem Ihorn Parkinsonia aculeaia Cenfral America

Kapok’ Cnibapnnlandra SouTh Arnoric

Loquat Eriobotrya japonica China

Mango Mangifera indica India

Monkey puzzle Araucaria &-,--araucana Australia
tree

Norfolk Island Araucaria excelsa Norfolk Island
pine

Orchid Tree Bauhinici spp., except Bauhinia variegate Eastern Asia (India, China)

e4nis

Royal Poinciana-i Delonix regia Madagascar

Iuk Melaleuca guinguenervia Australia, New Guinea,
Solomon Isle

Silk oak Grevillia robusta Australia

Toog Bischofia javanica Tropical Asia, Pacific Islands
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XLIAIit tJNlR)I[ C5I[:[ lR[LS

Corninon ciOrr tilrc

‘Note icicuranda and RoyaL Poinciana Jrcns over 8 DBH and Banyan and Kapok over 30” DBH

are Siqnci ore tnt”.; and thor efoii I nay he dtO0bIaInapermilbi±Oorw0VHL

C. Prohibited trees. It I si rcrll be unlawful to plant or cause to be plan ted, or to sell or offer

toi sole, will ii It re City limits the following exotic and nuisanc:e plant species;—BruziliGn

pepper tree (kchrnus Ierebirr.fhitolius), punk Tree {MeI€rleu€ a uiri€(rJenerviGJ.).,.. A.ri.siralian

pine tree (Casua,:inaer4uiseIiioIicr). gyçtevetoprncnl or redevelopment which is

igfckcLJp_Qhtair1 Ci landScpfJfl _L shcitl remove all

prohibited trees on the erjcrndahullLrriçhtotwçyagd shall include a plan to

prevent re-growth prior topproval of q_crjjJffpcçgqgcy.

PROHIBITED TREES

Commori Scientific Place of Origin

Acacia, earleaf Acacia auriculiformis Australia, New Guinea, Indonesia

Australian pines, all Casuarina spp. South Pacific, SE Asia (Australia)

Brazilian pepper Schnius terebinthifolius Brazil, Argentina, Paraguay

Carrotwood Cupaniopsis anacardioides Australia

Chinaberry Melia azederach Asro

Chinese tallow Triadica sebifera China, Japan

Lead tree Leucaena leucocephala Central America

Punk Melaleuca ciuinciuenervia Australia, New Guinea, Solomon Isle

Strangler fig Ficus a urea North America

Place of Origin

Wnmcins for ique /\Ihizici spp. Tropical Asia, Northern
Australia
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.1. Vt 1i lilt t’, Ii liii I U(llill(ti In ldSCUpiritI AppsuIs.

A. Wlit 1(5 itiit (it (.()iWlili()il’, itklh5( 1 (5 (xitincj I (Ott finds, I lini(-snlsionial elu.ts of ftlltlulf
lots, or o kick 1)1 (IV( lilt ilile spac- 01 WI iten P support lie eqi med Ian lc1SC(lf 10 imalenials

‘it SI Ii (Id? sliis I n Ili Ii mit will i II mis 501 lion on to pnoviclndoics pl0SiYCic)i1 of fLQCpJ2f
II’ I tnt, Ilio ‘OP nay is just the nucimiimsnimenils of llii’, section as follows:

Relocationi of nequinecI lant is ape materials or Inn mcIo;aI so ameas to other pats of the
piopOnty on the clumttinm nicihl of way:

2. Sm Itstltu lionol addition ml site amenities for requim ed landscaping shall-be allowed on at
least a dollar- or dollar ratio—and sI-mall serve a public -purpose-—whose -riced is

demonslra-l-for -the si-fe.--Aooep1ble-si1e--aeniies-sha[l-in4udec-a4ve-pedes-frkin
ligl-1 I ing,--siree-t—f um i ishings--wheFe-eGesory-,--enhanc.e4.sidewalk-s--et--paver loc4o-er-hex
block, decea4Pe -sJreet--sign&,--Rd- nghborhoed-d-b ne-dtrio-t--s1gns.- ot
n-sasoncmbty possible to comply with the planting requirements of this section the POD
may app rove a payment ii cLgjptjg_jçg!L)eutiIized to provide additional
LqppL,.aping on publicjperty or right at way. Such payment in lieu shall be $500 per
tree and $150 per shrub or other voaegtion and shall be_placed in the environmental
enhancement fui md.

B. Requests (or vamiances shall be reviewed by the Development Review Commission
(DR C).

C. Variances from the “protection of existing native ex1s4ng plani communities section”
hereof ton sites which cannot accommodate both the native vegetation requirement and the
development or redevelopment shall only be granted with the condition that the following
mitigation be performed. Mitigation on-site shalt recreate a native plant community in all
three strata (ground cover, under-story and trees), utilizing plant materials at least twice as
large as normally required (to more quickly recreate the lost mature vegetation). Mitigation
may be oft-site if the mitigation enhances or enlarges existing large tract wildlife areas as
shown on the biological resources map. No variance from this subsection shall be allowed.
D. Decisions of the POD to approve or deny a landscape plan may be appealed by the
property owner to the DRC, whose decision shall be deemed a final decision of the City.

1 6.40.060.2.2. - Irrigation.

A. Irrigation design and layout. Irrigation systems are required for the development and
redevelopment of non-residential and multifamily pF e’—o4hec—thcwI--o4a€-—Gha—(wo unit
properties. Irrigation systems shall comply with the following requirements:
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1. Irrijrlirr ‘y’,I’io’. sholl 1)0 v’ Ii lIi (‘Ill iiHiliflH ‘.y’l’rn’. Jositnod to (roVil rio

IllilIllIlOm (rIIl()tJI)l ol W(iI:i t(:(tliir:(f by(rrly ‘.pcilk. Irri(I’.((il)’ material to

:11111: ‘,IJIVIVOI ol Iliol rIlji’IKrt. IriiJilK)rl ‘.y’lrn lIlIlJ ‘.hill Io odt;rqroorrd. Suoh

n. shall ufilii 1 mI m rtir ol s )Hr)l(-r rnOL:IH items mci ioric.’s to accominadcrtu

the iridiviltrol irrIcitiori r’icir;rmucl’. at each typo at Ian)!’ Ip lIBrIcliol, iricludiriçj Iros,

FirriLcs, mit ricrifi ii’. ii! ‘ccl tort Teas.

2. liii Imic systems shot be (IosicjIIorl to proviclo 00 pmm-riI coverage timid to prevent

V ‘I. If ly oircctl, low (rod drainage and otlior conditions whom waler flows onto or over

I property, non inictation areas, water features or it impervious areas.

3. liii IlK ii ‘.y’.l(cllls shalt he operated by on aulomc.ilk: iiii olioi controller or timer which

has sutticierit procjrarllmirrcj flexibility to rcsl mr ci to the reeds ot the irrigcrtion devices

being used and is capable of irrigating high requirement areas on a different schedule

tram tow water requirement areas (provided that separ cite zones exist), has procjrarn

flexibility (to allow repeat cycles and multiple program capability) and battery backup

(to retain proqrams)

4. ff0 ( fosign of tie irrigation system shall include sprinkler heads and devices

appropriate tar the landscape material to be irrigated. Sprays crnd rotors shalt not be on

the same control value circuit and shall have mcrtching application rates within each

zone. Sprinkler spacing shall not exceed 55 percent of the sprinkling diameter of

coverage.

5. Irrigation systems shalt be designed with low trajectory heads, micro irrigation or low

volume water distributing devices in order to prevent overspray onto impervious areas.

Micro irrigation systems shall not be used to ii rigate sod tu4 areas. Sprinkler heads in and

adjacent to lawn areas shalt be designed to be flush with the ground surface when not in

use.

6. Irrigation systems shall be designed to place high water demand areas, such as lawns.

on separate zones from those areas with reduced water requirements.

7. A rain sensor device or switch shall be installed to regulate the controller’s operation

that will override the irrigation cycle of the sprinkler system when one-half to three-

quarter inch of rainfall has occurred on any day.

8. Irrigation application rates and controller duration times for each zone shall be

calculated and noted on the irrigation plans.

9. A permanent Irrigation system shall not be required for areas within an approved Low

Impact Design landscape plans.

B. Irrigation system maintenance.

.b4he irrigation system shall be maintained and managed to ensure water efficiency

and prevent wasteful practices. This shall include, but not be limited to resetting the
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ruh)In(Itr corrlnllei tHui to llri Sea’on, Iluistuuu the tiller’,, le’,liuu the our sensor
t(Vl( ( ( Ii 1( H ‘jI(l.;iIHJ iiciItrui iCtiC)I itJ s(’riSC)iS, i1()i inuring (il]USliulçJ. und repair ng

iii ;trtrurr (fr)ipliiOIrl SULI1 111(11 th(: ( tieieirr:y Oh 11w ‘ysltrir is uiiuuirlriiimd, repairing
i P ‘ii iii J(rIiOr I ru id, or r;1 1u rk’: repleunishuir ug mutt’u, uhilizuurq fur I arid landscape best

up-r iti u rot proeeJrMus designed to reduce negative in upacts oicrlhe environmerrf.

2. I rndscupe areas should not be wl•ered when---wind speed —exeed--..fiie-miles--per

6.40.060.3. - t3cnr tenonc.o of trees an cl veqela lion.

1 6.40.060.3.1 . Mcnintenance of trees and vegetation for all properties within the City.

A. The ownr r of record of the property and occupant of the property are responsible for
the maintenance of trees and vegetation on the pri-vo4e property and in abutting rights-of-
way. Vegetation shall comply with ciii codes including visibility at intersections and
requirements for hedges. Where support staPn ccubkngjbrocng of vegetation is provided at
the time of installation, the staking system.-cbfe ndbraces shall he installed properly, avoid
harming the vg.g.tatipj,..and be removed no toter than one year after installation to prevent
damage to the vegetation.

B. Vegetation shall be maintained in good condition so as to present a healthy, neat
and orderty appearance and shall be kept free from refuse and debris. Alt plant materials
shall be maintained tree from physical damage or injury arising from lack of water, chemical
exposure, insects, disease, blight or other cause. Exceptions regarding damage due to tack of
water shalt be made when water consumption is limited by emergency orders or decTarations
by state or local agencies.

C. Except for those tree species listed as unprotected or prohibited exemp.t, it shall be
unlawful for any person to damage, top. poison or in any manner injure or cause to be injured
any tree regardless at condition.

1. Trees shall be trimmed or pruned in such a manner so as to not alter their natural form,
growth habit or character and shall not be pruned into “unnatural’ shapes, including but
not limited to, circles, ovals, or squares.
Th4be-4le

2. Not more than one-quarter n-e-4hir of the tree canopy shall be trimmed or pruned in
any year unless it is dead. This includes, but is not limited to--&pecies such as crape myrtle

D. Sod (including turf and Tu47 turfgrassor other herbaceous growth other than ground
cover species shall be maintained at a maximum overatl height of ten inches or less; ground
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LOVOI (((lot tiiilitil ‘Hill lie iii IIll(IIIll (It HI ()VOnIll IHiOlil riot to (X(’Ue(’I 24 ir;Ires.

‘,ljnoh’(I 1(1 )I’,(lV(IlI(lIl (110(1 shrill not H mIIHIOI to itiool thee

Iroperty OV1lI0l5 wIll) iii (I )y I (Ii 1 I ricirrily Irioridly I (1115 .apV_j’1’’, xeis i (4—i or wildlite

if (Is 50011 111(11 their )IiV( to pro)lty 01 (1(IJc(0IIl tight of way does

lhtu’,i: (:lileIi(i shall hove 1 lrrrrio(Jerllurtt plan ann lornonnstratu active, ongoing

niaitnteinarice. M lii I ( nit Hnt I (I ia H ill be I Ic Ill’, lesiqinud by a landscape aiclnileol, plain;

wi Ii In elnIply (I (4(10(1 11011(1(1 lnioit(Ily (111(1 x4niscape nli(ll1(i(JOInennl practices, and plans

ci eec by the lit iven sity of burl nnstiln to of Food and Agricultural Science’s (IFAS) Urban

Wik file I kibilcit ptO()l(IH. Xnrnnf 1’; ol activities addressed in maintenance plans include

in tin 0 print iincj, IllOWinn(J, (cc (clinic, W( odin nq fertilizing, pes1 control, irrigation system

1 lIitstrrncu its, 5i ( ( hug ouch repl( tiling. loui( to tricundly oar xetis((ipe rnanageuunccnt plans shall

also adljrcc’i; incorporate lb nese principles:

1) Vego Ic lion plan and design;

2) Analyze a nd amend the soil;

3) Limi Hod turf to cictive use areas;

‘I) Seice I appropriate plant species;

5) Irrigate efficiently;

6) Use mulch: and

7) Maintain the landscape appropriately.

Wildlife habitat areas shall consist of native and introduced plant species designed,

planted and mcrinfained to provide food source, cover, roosting and nesting habitat for specific

species.

E. Vegetation which is a hazard to public safety is prohibited in the right-of-way.

Hazardous vegetation with pronounced thorns (such as Spanish bayonet, century plant,

bougainvilla, arid lime trees) shall not be closer than two feet to a sidewalk or walkway.

Hedges are prohibited in the right-of-way except as allowed by the fences, walls and hedges

section.

F. Vegetation adjacent to public sidewalks and public streets shall riot encroach onto

the sidewalk or street surface except that sod turf or turf—gi and ground cover should he

kept trimmed to the edge of [he sidewalk or street surface hut may encroach up to six inches.

The branches of trees and shrubs which grow above sidewalks shall provide a minimum of

eight feet of verticat clearance and above streets and alleys, a minimum of 14 feet of vertical

clearance.

G. It is unlawful for the owner or occupant of property o -pesc to permit to remain on

any property, ewried or occupied by suc-p€ri- including the abutting rights-of-way, any

tree or tree branch that is in such diseased or dead condition so as to be in danger of falling

upon any right-of-way or the property of another.
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it. It ii it [u. inlowtril I Iis o, (Itlosi, drop, 01 pkrce (jniss t.lippina’, tree Inniniirrqs
I 0111(1 V 1 ‘I live nr(lleriui in till: right ci way or on lire properly ol another or upon any

sir el or alloy or 1111(1 W ilers will in lire Lily or (11101 Ily or rirdiruolly pita lire niurricipal storm
,ewer ‘y’ltui. this stolinri shalt rroi Pc )ilstlUu( to pIOi’uibii the use ot rnulc:iiinci lawn

ii irm iii. A vioiotioii ol iris section i5 Ii(JliSiOlit in rc_rlnre and irreparable. Any per’sor—r in
violation 1 Iris section nay be cited in in edialely upon observation ol he violation.

ci I iropor ly owr or or occupant of properly where activities that violate this
sot )s0cIlUl OCCUI may be (:11cc or each V1OlCitiOr of this subsection.

2) Airy tior son 1 who nain itoins or removes yard vegetation on behalf of any other
per sor I ci con pensation (e.g. lawn care and lawn mcrintonance companies, including or ry
and all suporvisoo arid employees) shall be subject to a tine ol $500.00 for eac;h violation of
this subsec liar).

It shall be unlawful tar any awr-er or’, occupant of property, including the abutting
ricjlrt-ot-w:iy, to allow to exist upon the property or abutting r ighl-of-way vegetation or trees
which viotcife this section.

J. Unless approved by the POD, rights-of-way shall be maintained at a level and even
grade.

K. The removal of vegetation or trees rectuired by this section and the failure to replace
required vegetation or trees when such vegetcition or tree dies or is removed, shall be
unlawful. Replacement vegetation or trees shall meet the size and grade requirements of this
section.

1 6.40.060.3.2. - Clearance of lots in preservation areas.

No person shall clear, disturb or remove any vegetation or dead or living plant life located within
any preservation area without a permit issued by the POD for such work.

SECTION 2. Section 16.40.150 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby renumbered
and amended to read as follows:

Section 1 6.40 .060.5. Tree Protection

Section 16.40.060.5.1_.50- -- Mangroves Tree-s.

The City finds that mangroves, including red mangroves, black mangroves and white
mangroves, are an essential component of the estuarine food chain, supporting the commercial
and recreationat fisheries of Tampa Bay. The State of Florida currently prohibits the City from
regulation in this area; however, that prohibition could change in the future. Therefore, if at any
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Iii II1l( IS jO II iip1iv .li1 l{Ii’,l(IlIII l(,(l(II(liII(l jI(I Il)V’. hUH lh( lriinniiii; or (uIIinq

IlK lllJKVt 5 h:i I >y liii il cl.

1640. 50.). — 1re4— plUIe( ti( I.

1 6.40.060.5.2. Definitions.

The definitions of grand trees, proloctcdt c;sjcnaluolrcnsand specimen trees ore set forth

nhndnhnitmnseclion of these land developi nliuons (currnny Section 16.90.020.3).

16.40.060.5.3.150.2. I - Tree removal and tiinminq poimils tar granprofocted and [g.pature

trees one or lwo-unit-residen-lia[-properhes.

A. A pernrit is required for the removal of any gLandprotoCted_orsionaturo_tree. t-ree

from un.y.one -or Iwo uri.t-res ient[aI-.propery in ciny NT -uning-disTric4---For---t-he purpoes.u-I

this section-any--reterenc-e -lo--4he—term- 4ree shall--meon--on-y—t-re&-whTh-is--.four -met res -db-h--or

Ic:qei7and is -one -o 4he4ollow[nj-.&peGie-s

Mles7 Aee,-& T-ipete..

Pgnu1-I={ickorj, Ccirya glera Re4Ra

gerr Ceitis IGe.4 P-imie PThu-s spp

-Spe- Coccoloba uvifera &ocrrore7 P!atanus occidentalis

Buttonwood, Conocarpus erecta Chickasaw P-I-u-rn7 Prunus angustifolia

Dogwood, Corn us spp. Flatwoods plum, Prunus umbellata

Holly, U-sp Oaks7 Quercus spp.
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1(11, J11f?if H-f 415 5/ 4/). Wilk.w, SoIix Sf)f.).

wHl (-ruin,

[In s, UI!nus--spp-r

Red Mulbery. Mows ruL)ra Prickly-Ash (cl--Llme)--T Thyli-e4ogo

B. A permit is req red for the removal of any native palm royal palm •Ro-ystonea Repia)
or sat en palm (uka obbcnge palm) (Scihal Palmetlo) which has tour feet or more of clear
trunk as neuur ed horn thebaso of the ow tgmnen_frond to Thcground.
C. A icr nil is uquir ccl to rim any Pr ouch eight inches or greater in diameter of or- To
remove any çji and tree as measured aL the branch cotar. Bar-The-p p0-se f-fhi&-sedion-on-y
eference to the term jron4treeSLsboll -mean -croy -tee--whieh -is -3O--inGPb4orger--od4s

one at the species -lisTed---

‘‘‘‘/‘

tree- as that tern- is used in florida fe-to

D. The applicant shall submit to the POD an application in such form as required by the
POD and pay the lee established by City Council. All fees and other monies received as a
result of this section shall be paid to the City’s environmental enhancement fund.

uiced—pemi1- may—be ue-d—--e-fT-er-The-400T--pefmit. An after the tact pefm4—&hafl—be
factors for removal would have been met at

rpm+ +rc chrtI tirly -tc OrpOcrt5’.—‘—. , .-, , ,.— . .—. .—. ..—.—-1’—.,, —‘‘ ‘ , , T . J

by Citv
—..l

Goooil. If the applicant cannot demonstrate that the criteria for removal would have been
net7-ten—no--a-f4e--the fact permit shall be iss d—o—the person shall be in violation of this
-snTee--vi-tion of this section occurs by a person previously issued an after the

dGte-oecGtoneG-t14e4aefllPGCb-tssoe
B If a tree has been removed from a property without the issuance of a required tree
removal permit, no development permits shall be issued until a tree restoration plan has been
submitted to and approved by the POD. A tree restoration plan shall specify the type,
specification and location of trees to be planted on the property.
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Cypress.
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c;.F. 4) rd lw’ unit i(’)HriliC1l I) pOllI(”, IN 0(1(11 11(0 r(’irI))V(’)l wlir:Ir fl(lkc, lli’

111(1(1 thu irlillirnuril ruqijirud liCe SI(iHJ(Ird, ()r.’,IB1I’’ lice 01 ll14 Sf)CL’lS set lortli iii

(54—44 114 4(1 A it liii’, S— 11(41 s%’lliCfi 5 III) Iflji1llJfli (II 4—?i lil 14—44—51 Iii liicjh[ (II lIiIlE-4 Of lOHhifl(j shall

1)0 l)l(lI)t(’(l Oil Ill: )Iuf)urly lrrii whi h the Itee WIl’ ruiiiovud.lf his nol reasonably possible

to 0)1111 l ‘.Ailti thu fl irllir(J r tiir I1iut_[_QJ_iii[u;hcr1, tlrul’OD may approve a payn)ontiri

‘Li ci )I ir hing wI rich si all Lu _jhlizucl torovidn__acilliloflal ndscaping on public property 0

right of wvSuch pciyl iii it _ig i iou siici!t _gjUOjcr ii md shall be placed in the

nmenLuiiruur Iturid. in lieu of pVmnting a tree on the proper4y—frm—which the

tree was-removed, a I the dOLl elion of the pioperty owner-1-a sum of---$-500OO--shall be paid to

II ic ( .ity’s COV11O( rnrenlal enhancement fund.

l (. Iii einerqL:IrCiu’ scch (IS ll(Jirft(l1iu, wiriLiSturril, flood, freeze or other disaster, Ihe

requireniminls ot these regulations may be waived by the POD upon a tinding thai such waiver

is necessary so that public or private work to restore order in the City will not be impeded.

kH. A tree reniovcrl permit is not required to remove unproc dorprohibifod trees of-any

species-cal- required to-he-permitted -hy--sobsec-tions -A-and--B-ct-this-sec-thea.

l6.4O.O6O.5.4.l64Q-l-O-22 - Factors for evaluation of a tree removal or trii-nrnirig permit

applicatior tar on-c— or-1wo—unit-re--siderR4al--propertie-s.

A. After an application is fited to remove a tree and all applicable requirements are

complied with, a permit shall be issued if one or more of the following criteria is met:

1. Removal of qrand frees. A grand tree may he removed if:

a. The grand tree presents a safety hazard to public or private property due to

ppimity to an existing structure. The applicant may provide a written report

bearing the signature of a licensed engineer to support the application: or

b. The grand tree is diseased, injured, or in declining condition with no reasonable

assurance of regaining vigor, and the applicant provides a written report bearing

the signature of a certified arborist; or

c.b The grand tree is located in on area where a structure or improvement will be

placed, or which serves as an access point to a site, according to an approved

plan and the applicant provides a written report bearing the signature of a licensed

architect, licensed landscape architect, or licensed engineer providing a

determination that the proposed structure, improvement, or access point cannot

be reasonably redesigned to preserve the grand tree.

2. Removal of other trees. A tree which is reguired to obtain a permit may be removed if:

a. The tree is located in an area where a structure or improvements will be

placed according to an approved plan;
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P. the Ire is :irlui in in d11:a wIir Ii serves as tire cr(tu5s point tar a slruclure or
IIil )C )V( InC iii aCcur(liIl(1 to iii l )IC)vt;( plan, or is located in an area which
j)tUSuIrIS all urnrrriiiurnl Iraiurd to an uxislirig or proposed structure;
c. tie tree is diseased, ii rjrrad, or in dec:Iining c:orrdition with no reasonable
(5,1 IC ICC C’ ot Ie(JcirliIl(J Vi(J()I 1)1

I he tree is within a site wi rich furs hen nru nnjmbcrolfrncsrecluired
sulhcient tiees-prolectecl by It is sec lion and removal of the tree will allow JhIjcJg
bcusndRa manner wlichhconshlent_and compatible wrtLproperlies of ih
cnmeusiondRmilarszeinthn abutting blocks of the some zoninq district eat

ci( Iver sely impact the abut tinp Pr OCI lies.

e. 1 he err royal of The tree is reasonably necessary to allow solar acc:ess for the
efficienl operation of solar depenclant technologies including solar collection and
solar hot waler systen Is. The applicant shall provide supporling documentation from
a solar collection and solar hot waler system installer, or other credible source, such
as a government agency with expertise in solar dependent technologies or c-tn
Hcensnd architect, licensed landscapp architect or ticer’ sod engineer regi.sTered-4a
prae.tice.i-the.--S4.e---Gt_-Horida, confirming there is no reasonable alternative
oca lion for the eQuipment or reasonable option to trim The trees praafloabte
trimminq-ocl000tien—al1-e{ncr-ti.ve.

f. In addition to the above criteria for tree removal applications, where a
property exceeds the minimum tot size in the zoning district in which it is located
(whether vacant or occupied by a structure or use) the minimum number of trees
required to remain on site shall be equivalent to the number of minimum tots, or
portions thereof, which could be created from the property. For example, the
minimum lot size in NT-] is 5,800 square feet and requires two trees. It the property is

1 600 square feet, this would be equivalent to two tots of minimum lot size and
therefore four trees would be required.

3. Decisions of the POD to approve or deny a permit may be appealed by the
property owner to the DRC, whose decision shalt be deemed a final decision of the

B. After an application is filed to trim a grand tree and all applicable requirements are
complied with, a permit shall be issued if one or more of the following criteria are ic met:

]. The limb, or limbs, proposed for removal is diseased, injured, in declining condition,
creates a danger of damaging an existing structure or improvement, creates an unsafe
tine of sight on a right-of-way or other vehicular use area, or creates a hazardous
situation; or
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2. krrivul l i ‘l)(ilk 111111), IHI1)’, IS (:‘.(I?y t( ç)?(IIH(h’ H ri(?(rl )ill)tC altli,

‘(ll(ty UI Wi III III’ UI lii liUtlitli (it liii; [IOU.

. liuiiiniiii pi:iiiiit Ii)! IKIn(l [K’(.’S ‘hull PU ‘1)1)1(1 Ic tho unulilic 11)171 (7)1 IllIcIt Work

Ii (1 )7)i 7)7)1:) 1 :t))i’,Il(:Iit ‘iitt f\l’lSl ,‘\tOC) sl(]ric)clrris ll•ie t(lliorc1l

(liii Ol lrii—u ( (ll— )i)ii(ihi’i)5, l’4Sl.’ lli( hC)l) iiuy (ill()l11 V(rri(lti()r), 11(117) tliiu:

‘I lOll’ iid’, it liE: V Il Pull (.1(3(0’, the (imourut 1)1 Ii 01111011 UthEiwiSe iuctuili;(l pui’uinl IC)

ANtI Ai0() ‘,lunth HI Is croci will nol Ii Iv roiy affect Ilic ic nih ci the tree being trimmed or

11)1)111 Iicciltli ‘,( fely iii wl::llUlU.

I 6.’lW6O.5.5. I 6.40.1 1.22. Ai ‘I lli :( itici 0! sec:lion to Ire removal companies: (:0? slruclion

0073 (ponies; tree I UI)) Nc t permits.

All previsions ol this seclior sI all apply to all posoris. including but nol limited to any

person wI o removes, cu Is down,jjcgrably_damages. poisons. des trays or causes to he

deslroyed any [non’. on behalf of any other person, including all tree removal companies,

construction companies or persons in [he business of removing trees or construction. Ii

shall be rilciwtul for any person to remove or cause to be removed any tree, unless a

valid permit theefore is ii effect: such removal shall constitute a violation of this section

and shall subject the person violaling this section to all penalties provided in this section

[or such violation, both civil and criminal.

16.40.060.5.6.-i 640.P50r2-,4, - Penalties.

Any person who violates any provision of this section shall be subject to the following

pena It es:

1. The penalty for each conviction of a violation shall be a fine of $500.00

2. Any person who removes or causes to be removed a tree without first obtaining the

required permit may be issued an after-the-fact permit. An after-the-fact permit shall be

issued it the applicant can demonstrate that the factors for removal would have been

met at the time the tree was removed. All requirements for replacement trees shall apply

to property issued an after-the-fact permit. The fee for an after-the-fact permit shall be

established by City Council. If the applicant cannot demonstrate that the criteria for

removal would have been met, then no after-the-fact permit shall be issued and the

person shall be in violation of this section. if another violation of this section occurs by a

person previously issued an after-the-fact permit or on a site on which an after-the-fact

permit was issued within five years of the date of the second violation, a second after-

the-fact permit shall not be issued.
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ILUIHOIli ti(( 511(111 be 1((Iu1IH 0 11 qciiiii wIi(rI thoic, ale iii5titiiLklit lt(D, on the
to mcci the cquiicinciiis at llw c;liuptci. Ihe iiuilil)ci rind Size ol the replacement

Wilt Pt; tat ins’, iii’.iii tli(E iltlinL(1 Of inns I nnssIiy to meet the ir quiieincrits ot Cs
cliaptut ii RI shall n ( qoivutni 1 to the 1)1(11 —stimoted inches in dL)h at the largest

thy IeIth)Ved trUe.

t’i. In KU at nplanhiric lines the total volt ( of II use tines ille(;( illy removed or damaged. as
con puteci using the Trunk Formu’a Mothod nstahtshncl by the Councfl of Tree and
Ions lsccipc Appraisors Inter, atiorial tociety of Arboriculture-.sh le--tree _.vaIue.t:ormuIo,
n toy he paid to the City. Any such payment shall be paid to the City’s environmental
(-)nli( inc emit fund.

4.5.A cott ihinoliort at nancy and tree replacen terti of total value c qua or greater than the
minimum penalty may be ahlowod required.

16A0.060.51 Relocation of Ejgg Trees.

The relocation of existinq trees is not required but is an alternative to clearinq/removat.

permit is required for tree relocation. The tree
removal permit too may be waived if ANSI standards are implemented to ensure a
Leasonabte chance of survival. A tree relocation plan prepared by a certified arborist or
licensed landscape architect shall be submitted with the tree removal application and
the ptan shall identify appropriate relocation measures which may include but are not
limited to provision of adequate water before, during and after relocation , pruninq of
!j root pruning well in advance of relocation, protection of root mass, frunte
branches, and foliaqe durinq relocation, relocation to an appropriate planting location,
prgaralionof the new planting pit, and maintenance after completion of the
relocation.

?. Value. Relocated trees transplanted onto the same site wilt be counted as existing trees
of the same size when determininq compliance with minimum tree requirements.

3. If any relocated tree which has been used to determine compliance with the minimum
tree requirements does not survive, the tree shall be replaced within 90 days with alike
number of trees.

Section 3. Section 16.90.010.E of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

E. Landscaping and irrigation shall be shown on all site plan applications with
landscaping or greenyard:
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Landscaping and Irrigation

lndscclpin(l All In unIhitn aiiciwithiiih’nlnIof Ihn silo shall bo shown and shall
lclLj( Ii lIi q!t’ (It L)l( (1 higl U ?(I.

I ai icls( ape table:

Plui it sele(liol i by sclentiFc (qer iius 01 id species) cii id common name

but Size Clii )acing (height and cliumele, at breasl height (dbh))

Plant quantity

Specimen tuee calculations inc:luciing total inches at existing and totat inches of
prescul VCC

Details for plaiting, slaking and tree barricades

General notes inc. tree protection guidelines, mulch requirements, fertilization and
installation instructions

Green yard landscaping (along public rights-of-way)

Green yard landscaping (along interior properly lines)

Foundation landscaping on all sides of the proposed building

Perimeter parking lot landscaping

Terminal landscape islands

Interior landscape islands

Depiction by shading or crosshatching of required parking lot interior landscape areas

The total area of terminal and interior landscape islands shall be provided in sq. ft. and
as a percentage of the total vehicle use area.Divider medians

Screening of adjacent residential uses

Screening of fences, walls and enclosures for solid waste containers

Screening of mechanical equipment

Irrigation

Location of irrigation system

Location and description of automatic irrigation timer

Location and description of rain sensor device

General notes including irrigation rates for each of the individual water zones (high-

demand and low-demand), mechanical information and the requirement for sod to be irrigated

on separate zones from those areas with reduced water demands
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Svc:tin 4. the (l(ftiiiitjori t ‘iri(l(lIion syslrii’ in Sueliori 6.90.020.3 at lIre St.
i’(:IrslUirI Pity (Odo 5 lIeIel)y (Iilreii(l(:d to ieiiol (IS 10110W5

Irri( itio or ‘ysteir urea os a >erirrar i—urt watering syslein ctesiçjnecl to liar ispor I and
dish br lu W( il to plar ts as a SUpplemen I to r ralur al I aintall.
trail in 1 1 liii itod to drip__irrigation nH(roIIutJulIuI I JPJLLJ Jrç±L_lp__ bib and rain waler

CCII(.liii1(! I systorns SUCh OS lOIn hdlltLi Pfld

Section 5. Section 16.90.020.3 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
add tIru following definitions in the appropriate alphabetical order, to read as follows:

‘Groirrol lrc ‘ stroll rrreolrr oily )ro)l led Iro-o wIiRir is thirty inches dbti or larger.
Gi u r I Ir u’ do not ir rclu(je laurel oaks (Quercus br ifolia) c;rand trees shall be considered to
be a s euirnen’ tree as thai arm is used in Florida Stci lutes.

I (1W hr pact L)evelopmer-rt I arrclscapniq Plcir r, A Low Impact Development (LID)
anclscapincl Plan is an E. coloqically based stormwci Icr management approach favoring soft

er rgineerirrg Ia nor rope r oirilail on site througf a vegetated tr cal ment network. The LID
Landscaping Plan may include hioretention swales and rain gardens but shall include
identiticalion of plant zones

‘Protected tree’ shall mean any shade tree which is four inches or larger diameter at
breast heighl (dbh) and any undersiory tree which is eight inches or larger in diameter at
breast height (dbh) and which is not identified in this section as an unprotected or prohibited
tree.

Signature tree’ shall mean any non-native tree which because of the size,

prevalence and history in our community warrants recognition and protection. A signature
tree shall be any of the following species of trees which is eight inches dbh or larger: Royal
Poinciana (Delanix regia), Jacaranda (Jacaranda acutifolia), or any of the following species
of trees which is 30” dhh or larger: Kapok (Ceiba pentandra), Banyan (Ficus Urostigma).

Specimen tree’ shall mean any shade tree which is twelve inches dbh or larger.

Section 6. Section 16.40.060.2.1.3.D of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended by deleting the three diagrams currently located therein and replacing them with the
single diagram that is shown in this ordinance in Section 1 6.40.060.2.1 .3.D.

Section 7. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck through
type is language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language is language to be
added to the City Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated.
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((Ii ((OttO in tic City (ocle riot Clpp((iring ri lliis orcIiri(1ii() (:oItiIriitos in till force arid etteci

lilt) the cc )riiext clearly riclv cites otherwise.

Se(:tiori 8. he provisions of Iris ordi ance si all be duerried to be severable. It any
provision of this ordinance is determined unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such
ictclnrHIl itior shall not atluct lire validity ol any other provisions of his orciinance.

Section i. In the event this Orclinanc:e is not vetoed by ttie Mayor in accordance with

the City Ci tar icr, it si-iou become eftective upon the expiration of the fifth business day alter

adoption i unless the Mayor no titles 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
ettective inwnecliaiely 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 arid content:

2
City Attorney,gee)

54



a____

stpetersburg
www. sip ete org

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department

For Public Hearing on August 5, 2015
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 201 5-05

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
175 Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REQUEST: A text amendment related to tree protection and landscaping (City Code of

Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations (“LDRs’9, Section

16.40.150 titled “Tree and Mangrove Protection” and Section 16.40.060 titled

“Landscaping and Irrigation”.

The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”)

review and recommend approval, confirming consistency with the City of St.

Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”).

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC,

acting as the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), is

responsible for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on
all proposed amendments to the LDRs.

Recommendation
The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request is consistent

with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

LDR 201 5-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060
Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation

Page 1



Background and Analysis
The City of St. Petersburg is committed to improvement of the appearance, environment, character

and value of the total urban area within the City by protecting, promoting and maintaining a

healthy, diverse and mature canopy of native and naturalized hardwood and evergreen tree

species.

Council Member Steve Kornell submitted, and the City Council subsequently referred to the Public

Service and Infrastructure Committee (“PS&l”), a request to review possible ordinance changes

and process adjustments concerning tree protection. Staff initially presented a general overview of

the existing regulations and potential amendment discussions to the PS&l Committee on May 8,

2014 and later presented a draft proposed ordinance to the PS&l Committee on September 25,

2014. Concurrent meetings with a community advocate group also took place on April 25, May

30, and October 17, 2014 to discuss potential amendments of the City’s tree protection ordinance.

It was decided to approach the amendment efforts in two phases and this application pertains to

the second phase. The first phase was related to the permitting and regulation of tree removals

and landscaping on single-family or two unit residential properties. The first phase ordinance was

adopted on December 18, 2014. For the second phase, the working group continued monthly

meetings through June 10, 2015, culminating in the proposed amendments presented today. A

workshop was held to present these second phase amendments with the Development Review

Commission on July 1, 2015, and comments were incorporated into the draft ordinance. The

proposed amendments were presented to the Public Services and Infrastructure (PS&l) Committee

on July 16, 2014. No changes were made from PS&l. These amendments can be generally

described as follows:

• Levels the playing field with our neighboring jurisdictions and provides greater

flexibility

• Combines the two code sections that address tree protection and landscape

standards into one section, to improve clarity and usability

• Provides for general updates to improve clarity and consistency of our code

• Modifies code to incentivize protection of existing protected trees

• Extends “Grand” tree standards to all properties

• Establishes a “Signature Tree” category to provide protection for certain non-native

species including Kapok, Banyan, Jacaranda and Royal Poinciana

• Limits the number of palms trees that can be substituted for shade trees, to provide

increase in tree canopy and shade

• Requires removal of prohibited trees at time of development or redevelopment

The attached summary chart and ordinance provides detailed information related to the proposed

changes.

LDR 2015-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060

Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation
Page 2



Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan
The following objectives and policies from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the proposed

amendment:

Policy LU8.1: Pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J-5 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 LU2I: The City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider for adoption,

amendments to existing and/or new innovative land development regulations that can provide

additional incentives for the achievement of Comprehensive Plan Objectives.

Policy LU2I.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.

Objective LU25:
The City shall support site planning and building design techniques that minimize heat island

effects, which can warm surface temperatures and increase the use of air conditioning, resulting in

greater energy use and GHG emissions.

Policy LU25.2: The City shall continue to enforce landscaping and tree preservation standards

that increase shade and mitigate heat island effects.

Objective C8:
The City shall implement the Urban Forestry Plan and other existing programs to replant a

specified number of new trees in rights of way and other public property, and in an annual amount

to equal or exceed the hardwood trees removed per year from rights of way areas, through

implementation of the Environmental Enhancement Fund.

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:
• First Reading — September 3, 2015
• Second Reading and Public Hearing- September 17, 2015

Exhibits and Attachments
1. LDR 2015-05 — Tree Preservation and Landscape Code Amendments Summary Table

2. Ordinance
3. Housing Affordability Impact Statement

LDR 2015-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060
Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation
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ATTACHMENT

City of St. Petersburg
Housing Affordability Impact Statement

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million in State Housing
Initiative Partnership (SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these
funds, the City is required to maintain an ongoing process for review of local policies,
ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions that increase the cost of housing construction, or
of housing redevelopment, and to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative cost
per housing unit from these actions for the period July 1— June 30 annually. This form should
be attached to all policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing
costs, and a copy of the completed form should be provided to the City’s Housing and
Community Development Department.

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Economic Development

II. Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under
Consideration for adoption by Ordinance or Resolution:

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File
LDR 2015-05).

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 2015-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060
Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation
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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:

L The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment will not

result in an increase to the cost of housing development or redevelopment in the City of

St. Petersburg and no further action is required.( Please attach this Impact Statement to

City Council Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development

departm t.)

_________________

8-135
DpartmentDhector (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 2015-05: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.150 & 16.40.060
Tree and Mangrove Protection & Landscape and Irrigation
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COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   The Honorable Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   August 21, 2015 

 

COUNCIL DATE: September 3, 2015 

 

RE: Grand Prix Contract Extension 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully request scheduling a Committee of the Whole or Workshop prior to Administration 

bringing an extension to the Grand Prix contract for Council approval.  

 

 

BACKGOUND: 

 

St. Petersburg has hosted the Grand Prix for 12 years under four owners.  The first owner 

invested one million dollars in paving the track, pit lane and taxiway delta as well as supplied the 

bridges, block and fences.  None of the three later owners have invested in facilities to host the 

race. 

 

There will be maintenance and replacement needs in the near future, which I would suggest be 

paid by the race promoter.  In addition, we have recently experienced a late change in race dates 

which negatively impacted several significant neighbors.  Long Beach, which also runs a similar 

road race has required fixed dates five years in advance.  We should seek a similar agreement 

prior to extending the contract. 

 

 

 

 

   Karl Nurse 

Council Member 

    

 





Report of the LAIR Committee 

August 20, 2015 

 

In attendance:  Chair Kornell, members Foster, Nurse, Gerdes and Council member Kennedy 

 

This was the LAIR Committee’s first meeting in 2015, a chair and vice –chair were elected.  Council 

member Kornell was re-elected Chair and Karl Nurse was elected Vice Chair. 

The 2016 Florida Legislative Session is beginning early, and will run from January 12 through March 11.  

Committee meetings start on September 16, and will be held on five additional weeks in October and 

November. 

The Pinellas Delegation will hold a meeting in September to hear local bills and take testimony from 

local officials and organization leaders. [Post meeting – Delegation has scheduled meeting for 

September 22] 

The Committee reviewed the City’s Legislative Priorities for this past year’s session.  Those which 

received funding were the $50,000 for the runway study at Albert Whitted Airport and the $12 million 

for USFSP’s College of Business building. 

The Enterprise Zone program was not extended and will sunset at the end of 2015. The percentage of 

Communication Services Tax was lowered, but the local government share was held harmless.  Programs 

for the homeless were funded at $4 million statewide, but a dedicated funding source was not 

stipulated. 

The Committee agreed that the request of $1 million for the 4th Street S. on-ramp to I-175, and the 

Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit $1 million request should be supported again in 2016, and voted to do 

so.  

There was discussion that the City, in conjunction with the School Board and other organizations 

providing services to children, should develop and propose for funding, a comprehensive plan to address 

the issues raised by the Tampa Bay Times’ series in the poor performing schools and students in South 

St. Petersburg. Solutions should not be limited to educational issues, but should include focus on 

economic development, job creation, and other strategies to reduce the poverty in the neighborhoods 

served by those schools. 

The committee discussed the local share of the gas tax, and the utility and communications services 

taxes, and decided to ask the Budget, Finance and Tax Committee to ask for a discussion of these items 

at a future meeting. 



The committee decided that the resolution passed last year urging the legislature to fund a separate 

source of funds form DOT to use for roadside maintenance is still valid and that the Legislature should 

be reminded of this ongoing concern. 

The report from the Florida League of Cities on the 2015 Session was distributed, as was the Leagues’ list 

of priorities for 2016.  It was agreed that many of the League’s priorities are St. Petersburg priorities as 

well. 

A report of federal issues from the National League of Cities was distributed, and the Committee 

approved a Resolution for consideration by the full City Council to the Congressional delegation in 

support of HUD’s Home Investment Partnership program (HOME). 

The committee members suggested that all Council members be given the opportunity to bring other 

legislative issues to the attention of the LAIR committee by emailing them to Sally Everett.  A follow up 

LAIR committee will be scheduled for October [October 22]. 

 

 

 

 





     ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 
Committee Report 

 
Meeting of August 20, 2015 

10:30 a.m. - City Hall Room 100 
 
 

Members & Alternate: Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee: Chair James R. “Jim” Kennedy, Jr.; Vice 
   Chair Karl Nurse; William Dudley; Charles Gerdes; and Darden Rice (alternate).  
 
 
Support Staff:  Meghan Wimberly, Administrative Assistant, Billing & Collections 
   Robert Coats, Risk Management Analyst, Human Resources 
     

A. Call to Order 

B. Approval of Agenda 

C. Approval of Minutes  

1. Minutes from July 16th, 2015 BF&T Meeting 

 

A motion was made and approved of the agenda without the approval of the July 16, 

2015 committee minutes. Motion passed unanimously.   

D. New/Deferred Business  

1. August 20, 2015 

 

a. Debt Issuance Report – (Fritz) 

 

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, provided the Committee a Debt Issuance Report along 

with a Public Service Tax Revenue Bond Resolution for approval. Ms. Fritz 

introduced Duane Draper from the City’s Bond Counsel, Bryant Miller Olive PA. Ms. 

Fritz stated the proposed resolution was an amendment to the TIFF District Plan in 

regards to the Pier Approach/Uplands area going before City Council. She also 

stated this resolution is to replace the current resolution to allow an increase in debt 

from $20 million to $23 million for additional projects related to the TIFF District Plan. 

Ms. Fritz noted this resolution was not for issuing the debt. She noted a substitute 

resolution would return at a later date to issue the debt. 

 

There was some discussion related to the definition of the “Pier Approach Project” 

outlined in the Revenue Bond Resolution.  

 

A motion was made and approved for the resolution. Motion passed unanimously.  

 

b. Graystone Investment Management Contract – (Fritz) 

 

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, provided the Committee with a resolution for approval 

related to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and Morgan 

Stanley Smith Barney, LLC for Investment Manager Services for the St. Petersburg 

Parks Preservation Fund (Weeki Wachee). Ms. Fritz stated the resolution is to 

approve the agreement and authorize Morgan Stanley Smith Barney, LLC to execute 

all documents necessary for the Alternate Investment Policy in regards to the Parks 

Preservation Fund (Weeki Wachee). 

 

A motion was made and approved for the resolution. Motion passed unanimously. 



 
c. Third Quarter Financial Report - (Fritz/Greene) 

 

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, provided the Committee with a summary of the Third 

Quarter Financial Reports for the period ending June 30, 2015, and an overview of 

the report. The overview consisted of five financial sections: Investments, Debt, 

Pensions, Parks Preservation (Weeki Wachee) Fund, and Budget versus Actual 

financial schedules reported amount by operating fund.  

 

The current amortized book value of all holdings governed by the City’s Investment 

Policy is $430.2 million and the corresponding market value is $429.9 million with a 

total unrealized gain of $325 thousand. Ms. Fritz stated the report was reviewed by 

the Investment Oversight Committee (IOC) and there were no additional comments 

or concerns related to investments. She mentioned the Alternate Investment Policy in 

regards to the Parks Preservation Portfolio and specifically, the Alliance Bernstein 

and Marco Investments. Ms. Fritz noted that when all sources of interest income 

earnings are combined for the twelve months ended June 30, 2015, the City’s 

investment earnings were $5.4 million, or an average return of 1.25%. She also 

highlighted the five Index Funds which were purchased on February 17, 2015 are 

moving along with the market and the dividends received total $265,570. Ms. Fritz 

further stated during the current quarter there were maturities of instruments held for 

the face amount of $15 million; instruments called for face amounted to $36.3 million. 

Instruments purchased during the current quarter totaled $41 million. She also 

mentioned the instruments purchased included: U.S. Treasury, Certificates of 

Deposit, Corporate Bonds, and U.S. Instrumentalities. 

 

The current amortized book value of the Alternative Investment Portfolios is $37.2 

million with a corresponding market value of $39 million and a total unrealized gain of 

$1.8 million. The total amortized book value of the General and Alternative 

Investment Policies combined is $467.4 million and the market value is $468.9 million 

with a total unrealized gain of $1.4 million.  

 

The debt report summarizes information regarding significant general governmental 

debt and enterprise debt outstanding as of June 30, 2015. Ms. Fritz stated the future 

funding sources graph and supporting schedule provides a summary of future 

funding sources available for general governmental debt and enterprise debt 

outstanding as of June 30, 2015 for fiscal years 2016 and beyond.  

She also mentioned a significant change will occur in regards to the general 

governmental debt service fund on October 1, 2016 due to repayment of the Stadium 

debt and Water Cost Stabilization fund. She also noted future funding sources and 

principal and interest of general governmental debt and enterprise debt are subject to 

change upon new issuances of debt. 

 

Ms. Fritz noted during the current quarter all three pension funds continue to show 

positive results in the percentage funded, almost at a 1 billion mark. She also noted 

the calculation on the report “Current Market Value versus Actuarial Figures for 

Solvency Test” details the current year and prior year funding status of the Plans 

based on actuarial valuations. The current year as of June 30, 2015 utilizes the latest 

available actuarial valuation date of October 1, 2014 and comparative June 30, 2014 

funding ratios utilize the actuarial valuation date of October 1, 2013. Ms. Fritz 

mentioned the Deferred Retirement Option Plans (DROP) Statement of Net Position 

is now included in the pension funds report to illustrate the outstanding investments 

held by the Plans as well as the corresponding DROP liability outstanding to 

participants. She also mentioned FY14 and forward, the City will include the 

investments and corresponding liability of the Plans in the Pension Plan financial 

statements in the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) as required by the 



State. Also, the Parks Preservation (Weeki Wachee) Fund balance as of June 30, 

2015 was $5,096.721. Ms. Fritz highlighted the Parks Preservation (Weeki Wachee) 

Fund balance as of July 31, 2015 was $5,211.259.  

 

The budget versus actual financial reports includes: Summarized Financial Reporting 

by Fund, Detailed Budget versus Actual Reporting for the General Funds Group, and 

Summarized Budget versus Actual Reporting by Operating Fund. Ms. Fritz noted the 

breakdown by fund type which includes the actual fund balances, revenues, 

expenditures, reserve for encumbrances, adjustments to budgetary fund balances, 

and budgetary fund balance. She also mentioned the report was reviewed by the 

Investment Oversight Committee (IOC) and there were no additional comments or 

concerns related to the budget vs. actual financial reports. 

 

Ms. Fritz stated to enhance transparency in financial reporting; the City is offering an 

interactive reporting tool called OpenGov, which allows citizens to log on to 

www.Stpete.org and explore budget and other financial data online in various 

graphical formats selected by the user. She noted the format for quarterly financial 

statements was updated for this quarter to include summarized financial reporting by 

fund, detailed budget versus actual reporting for the General Funds Group and 

summarized budget versus actual reporting by operating fund. Ms. Fritz also noted 

the two views available are current versus annual for four years. 

 

Tom Greene, Budget and Management Director, provided a summary of the Third 

Quarter Budget Report ending June 30, 2015, and projections for the balance of the 

fiscal year. The FY15 General Fund estimate for total revenue is $221.641 million 

which exceeds both the adopted budget of $216.312 million and the amended 

$217.600 million. Mr. Greene mentioned the estimated General Fund expenditures 

are $221.908 million (including $2.002 million of FY14 encumbrances which have 

already been accounted for in the FY15 beginning General Fund balance). These 

estimated General Fund expenditures are higher than the adopted budget of 

$216.312 million and the amended budget of $220.838 million. He also mentioned 

when projected General Fund revenues are compared to projected General Fund 

expenses the result is a surplus of $1.735 million. Mr. Greene also stated these 

projections don’t include any of the year clean-up. He also noted should these 

projections hold for the remainder of the fiscal year the balance of the General Fund 

Group of Funds at year-end would be $44.820 million or $1.017 million over the 20% 

target of $43.803 million. Additionally, for FY15 the core General Fund Target of 5% 

equates to $10.766 and the projected core General Fund balance would be $15.449 

million.  

 

Mr. Greene highlighted several sources of General Fund revenue that are projected 

to exceed budget expectations, including: Franchise Tax Electric, Utility Tax Electric, 

Communications Services Tax, State Half Cent Sales tax and Local Option Gas Tax. 

 

Mr. Greene mentioned all three main Enterprise Funds are performing well and will 

meet or exceed their fund balance target at year end. Mr. Greene highlighted the 

projected increases and decreases to the General Fund subsidy. He also stated in 

the third quarter a total of 13 Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) were completed 

and closed for a total of 81 during FY15.  

 
E. Continued Business  

F. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 
 

 

1. August 27, 2015 



 
a. Water Resources Utility Rate (Connors) 

 
b. Debt Issuance Report - Water Resources Utility Rate (Fritz) 

 

 
G. New Business Item Referrals  

H. Adjournment- The meeting adjourned at approximately 12:08p.m. 







































































































CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
Energy, Natural Resources and Sustainability Committee 

Thursday, August 20, 2015, 1:15 p.m. 

 

 

PRESENT: Chair Darden Rice and Councilmembers Bill Dudley, Steve Kornell, Karl Nurse, 

Charles Gerdes (alt), and Jim Kennedy. 

 

ABSENT: None. 

 

ALSO: Mayor Rick Kriseman, Mike Connors, Public Works Administrator, Sharon 

Wright, Sustainability Coordinator.   

 

Chair Rice called the meeting to order and the following topics were discussed: 

 

Approval of Agenda: Passed 4-0  

 

Approval of June 11, 2015 Minutes:  Postponed to next meeting (oversight – minutes not 

included in package) 

 

Executive Order EO-2015-07 

Chair Rice introduced Mayor Kriseman. 

 
Mayor Kriseman reviewed his first Executive Order (EO-2015-07) signed August 18, 2015. 

Mayor Kriseman summarized the city’s sustainability goals:  net zero energy, zero waste, protection 

and enhancement of natural systems, the protection and promulgation of shade and green space, 

sustainable built environmental practices, safe and efficient multimodal transportation networks, 

improvement of our local economy, and a healthier community. 

 

Mayor Kriseman stated that EO-2015-07 was not a guide, but a set of directives that each department 

is expected to participate in. 
 

Office of Sustainability Update  

Sharon Wright provided an update of activities since the June 11, 2015 meeting.  In an effort to 

understand the city’s previous and current sustainability activities as well as gather comments and 

input on sustainability initiatives, Sharon met with multiple city departments and staff.  Meetings 

with St. Petersburg Sustainability Council and Chamber of Commerce Sustainability Task Force 

were also attended.  In addition, meetings with USFSP leadership and Eckerd College’s 

Sustainability Director occurred to begin developing key sustainability partnerships.  SPC contact 

will be made after school begins. 

 

STAR Communities Presentation 
Sharon Wright gave a presentation on STAR Communities.  The STAR Community Rating System 

(STAR) provides a clear, data-driven approach to assessing social, economic and environmental 

progress. It is a catalyst for local action and is transforming the way that communities address 

sustainability and prioritize future investment.  STAR provides a comprehensive community 

framework that includes art, health, equity, safety, and economy as categories that will be used to 

establish the city’s baseline star rating and prioritize actions toward a more sustainable community.  

The categories listed above along with traditional “green” categories like climate and energy and 

natural systems make STAR different and more comprehensive than ratings focused only on the built 

environment.  The process for a STAR rating will include collaboration with the Mayor’s 



administration, city council, city departments, key partners and stakeholders, and community members.  

The process of STAR rating this first time will help to identify gaps and create priorities that make 

sense with other city initiatives and activities. 

 

STAR has several levels of membership and support from STAR staff and technical experts.  Through 

a recent application, the city was awarded a scholarship to participate in the highest level program, the 

Leadership Program, for the price of certification at the lowest program level.  The Leadership Program 

will include dedicated staff support, in-person training for city staff, a fast track goal of one year for 

certification, and perks for public relations and national recognition.  With the scholarship, cost for 

STAR membership and two certification cycles over about six years will be approximately $7,500 or 

about $1,750 per year.  

 

Other Topics 

Council Member Nurse raised the topic of a Boulder, CO program related to energy efficiency in 

buildings using insulation and other retrofits as a possible example for the St. Petersburg.  Council 

Member Dudley inquired about other sustainability efforts including Duke Energy negotiations 

for the LED streetlight program which are ongoing.     

 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m.    

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

City of St. Petersburg 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Meeting of August 27, 2015 - 9:15 a.m. 

City Hall, Room 100 

 

 

Members and Alternates: Chair Bill Dudley, Jim Kennedy, Steve Kornell and Amy Foster 

 

Others present: Tom Gibson, Interim Public Works Administrator; Steve Leavitt, Water Resources 

Director; Consultants: Tony Janicki, Janicki Environmental, Inc.; Karen Lowe, CDMSmith; Todd 

Bosso, Brown and Caldwell; Jacqueline Kovilaritch, City Attorney; Kim Streeter, Assistant City 

Attorney. 

 

Support Staff: Mika Nelson, Library Director (primary); Mike Vineyard, Park Operations Manager 

(backup). 

  

A. Call to Order 9:35 A.M. 

B. Approval of Agenda – Passed 4-0 

C. Approval of Minutes – Passed 4-0  

1. July 16, 2015 & July 30, 2015 

2. CM Kennedy noted for inclusion on the PS&I pending table the referral of Canopy 

Roads, generated from the July 30th historic preservation report and discussion.  

D. New Business 

1. Referral to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee an update on flood 

control. (Original referral to Energy, Natural Resources and Sustainability 

Committee).  (Tom Gibson/Steve Leavitt)  

The Interim Public Works Administrator, Water Resources Director, and professional 

engineering and environmental consultants, reported to the committee an update on 

flood control measures in light of recent weather events.  Included in the report: 

 Ground saturation levels: saturation due to 2015 rainfalls and the impact 

on peak flows in both the City’s collection system and treatment plants.  

 Magnitude of recent weather event: 3-week rainfalls in July/August 2015 

exceeding 99.5% of historical 21-day rainfall data recorded at Albert 

Whitted Airport since 1914. 

 Emergency response in light of weather event: maximization of both 

collection system storage and injection well disposal, as well as diversion 

of flows to storm water treatment system and old Albert Whitted Water 

Reclamation Facility (AWWRF). 

 Projects to mitigate impact of future weather events: upgrades to water 

pumping equipment and new storage tank at Southwest Water 

Reclamation Facility, new Childs Park pumping station, lateral infiltration 



 

 

pilot project in Maximo Moorings and a sanitary sewer rehabilitation 

project. 

 Review of the City-commissioned 2010 AWWRF Operations Alternatives 

Report, completed by CDMSmith engineering consultants, which was 

triggered by Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) 

permitting requirement changes for managing and storing reject water. 

 Review of the City-commissioned 2011 AWWRF Flow Transfer 

Implementation Plan – Preliminary Design Report, completed by 

CDMSmith engineering consultants, for evaluation of flow transfer 

options, pump station location alternatives and preliminary performance 

criteria, as well as force main route alternatives. 

 Meetings with Eckerd College and Gulfport planned by Water Resources 

staff, as well as the addition of an information specialist position, to 

improve lines of communication during weather events. 

2. Referral to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a request to conduct an 

independent engineering review to look at the redesign of the Southwest Water 

Reclamation Facility (SWWRF).  (Tom Gibson/Steve Leavitt) 

The Interim Public Works Administrator, Water Resources Director, and professional 

engineering consultants, provided a report on the biosolids project slated for the 

Southwest Water Reclamation Facility (SWWRF).  The report included: 

 Review of biosolids and yard waste studies conducted from 2010-2015, 

including, but not limited to, the transfer of waste-activated sludge (WAS) 

from the Northeast and Northwest Water Reclamation Facilities (NEWRF 

and NWWRF). 

 Summary of biosolids centralization evaluations, including a presentation 

of capital improvement plans related to collection and treatment, as well 

as improvements offset by the project, and an overall breakdown of the 

cost analysis.  Presentation also included a visual depiction of the liquid 

stream vs. solid stream flow models before and after centralization. 

 Summary of improvements (i.e. equipment replacement and related 

facility upgrades) for proper biosolids management, as well as summary 

of benefits gained from recommended improvements.  

 Summary of economic considerations related to investment in the 

biosolids project, including a highlight of funding options and the return 

on investment through the production of renewable energy. 

After remarks by, and answers to questions from, the committee, CM Kornell made 

a motion to refer the biosolids project for independent study, through peer review 

analysis, with the caveat that if the study is not launched by City Administration, City 

Council will request a management study.  The motion passed 4-0. 

Action: City Attorney Kovilaritch will research the legality of a management study.   

 



 

 

E. Upcoming Meetings 

1. September 10, 2015:  

i. PS&I follow-up request on March 26, 2015 by Councilmember Gerdes: 

Transportation such as the Looper or PSTA as an optional add on to City 

monthly parking garage customers.  (Evan Mory, Transportation & Eric 

Carlson, St. Petersburg Downtown Partnership) 

ii. Council referral to PS&I on August 6, 2015 by Councilmember Newton: 

Requesting for consideration the addition of funding to the FY 2016 budget for 

the purpose of hiring 30 Police Officers to provide adequate coverage for public 

safety.  (Police)                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

F. Adjournment 11:19 A.M. 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

Housing Services Committee Report 

Council Meeting of September 3, 2015 

 

 

TO:   The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council  

 

FROM: Housing Services Committee: Karl Nurse, Committee Chair, Darden Rice, Committee 

Vice-Chair, Charlie Gerdes, Council Chair, Amy Foster, Councilmember, and James 

Kennedy Councilmember 

 

RE:  Housing Services Committee Meeting of August 27, 2015 

 

New Business: 

 

Discussion of disposition of unbuildable lots, Bruce Grimes, Director, Real Estate and Property 

Management    

  

Mr. Grimes began the discussion by saying that unbuildable lots come to the City as part of the escheat 

process which will allow lots to be joined small sliver with an existing properties.  Lots could be conveyed 

for nominal amounts to adjacent property owners.  Currently, the City’s existing real property disposition 

procedures provides for the ability to offer surplus property to the adjoining property owner(s) at market 

value.  However, due to the marginal value of Unbuildable Surplus real property and in an effort to dispose 

of these Unbuildable Surplus real property, and in an effort to dispose of these Unbuildable Surplus 

properties in a timely and cost effective manner, it would be beneficial to amend the current procedure to 

provide for Unbuildable Surplus properties to be offered for nominal consideration by the Administration.  

This would provide the opportunity to return the property to the tax rolls in an efficient manner and in some 

cases make the original platted parcel whole again.   

 

The criteria for disposition is that it has to be one half of less of the original lot size that would have to be 

combined with the abutters or buyers of the abutting property as Pinellas County say that may be joined 

and could be sold off again. The City would obtain a deed restriction to make sure that it stays together in 

the future.  The other part is that the department ensures that anybody with whom the transaction is 

conducted has paid their real estate taxes on the properties, and are up to date.      

 

Action:  A motion was made to move item to Full Council for approval.      

 

Special Assessment Lien Modification, Bruce Grimes, Director, Real Estate and Property 

Management     

 

Mr. Grimes discussed his second item regarding changes to the Special Assessment Lien Modification 

Program.  One of which was Option “A” which allowed people to pay off the principal and have the interest 

waive but that option expired not be required to that option expired with the exception for a two year period 

of time, in order to leave that piece in this particular policy would be adopted to allow people to pay off the 

principal, have the interest waive, and not be required to immediately construct something on the property.   

 

The second change is Option “B” which allows people to apply for special assessment lien and code 

enforcement liens with principal and interest is being revised for properties in the Southside Community 

Redevelopment Area. 
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The third change is a sunset of the program on November 30, 2018 which will allow everyone to review 

the program to see if it should continued.   

 

Chair Nurse asked if the waivers are not being given to the people who caused the problems.  Mr. Grimes 

concurred.   

 

Action:  A motion was made to move the item to Full Council for approval.        

 

Revision to Code Lien Waiver Program, Todd Yost, Director, Codes Compliance Assistance Program 

 

Mr. Yost began by discussed that when someone comes to his office and ask for a Stipulated Agreement on 

a property the department provides a full release at the end when they have corrected the code violations 

and renovated the home and the structure of the property, the department file a full release of the property 

which provides a releases against the person who caused the violation and the property.  Unlike assessments 

which are against the property code fines are against property and people.  When a release is provided a 

code violator gets away with the infraction.  The City wants to stop that have the language reflect a partial 

release so a release would be on the property and stays on the violator.   

 

The second change have language in the Stipulated Agreement that states if you have active code violations 

on other property you own, a Stipulated Agreement will not be approved.  Until you resolve other violations 

that you may own or enter into other Stipulated Agreements on those properties for their remedy, the liens 

will not be released.  Currently, if a person owns four properties and has code violations on three of them 

and has a Stipulated Agreement on one, the liens would be released on all.  The third thing is to add a sunset 

clause on November 30, 2018 so that it comes back for review.   

 

Action:  A motion was made to move the item to Full Council for approval.  

  

Update of the NSP-1 and NSP-3 Programs, Stephanie Lampe, Sr. Housing Development Coordinator  

 

Ms. Lampe discussed that there are two homes have contracts pending which leaves one to be sold.  We 

have contracts for five homes, of which three are under construction the other two permits are ready for 

pick up and should start soon.  We will have five new homes for sale and we are working on the next round 

of vacant lots on which to build.    

 

Action:  No action taken. 

 

   Next meeting:  The next meeting is scheduled for September 24, 2015 

 

Topics:  

 

Recommendation of appointment of Ms. Jo Ann Nesbitt to the St. Petersburg Housing Authority Board of 

Directors 

Follow-up discussion about expanding literacy, Financial Inclusion and Homebuyer Training, Susie Ajoc, 

Community Services Director 

Discussion of Pilot Program 

Update of the NSP-1 and NSP-3 Programs, Stephanie Lampe, Sr. Housing Development Coordinator  

 

Committee Members 
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Karl Nurse, Chair 

Darden Rice, Vice-Chair 

Amy Foster, Councilmember 

Charlie Gerdes, Council Chair  

James Kennedy, Councilmember 



























  ATTACHMENT A 

 

 

 FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE FISCAL YEAR 2016 MILLAGE RATE and BUDGET 

 CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

 

 City Council Chamber 

 St. Petersburg City Hall 

 Thursday, September 3, 2015 

 6:30 P.M. 

 

 AGENDA 
 

1. Call to Order; 

Announcement of Purpose 

of Hearing; Opening of 

Public Hearing. 

Honorable  

Chair 

Charlie  

Gerdes  

Publicly Announce:  At this time City 

Council is starting a Public Hearing the 

purpose of which is to discuss the Mayor’s 

RECOMMENDED BUDGET, approve a proposed 

millage rate, and approve the 

Budget/Appropriations Ordinance for 

Fiscal Year 2016 as the tentative budget 

for Fiscal Year 2016.   

    
2. First Reading of Budget/ 

Appropriations Ordinance 

Title. 

City Clerk Read title of Budget/ Appropriations 

Ordinance. 

    
3. Introductory Remarks Mayor Rick 

Kriseman 

General remarks. 

    
4. Presentation on the 

Tentative FY 2016 Budget 

and Rolled Back Rate. 

Budget Director 

Tom Greene  

Brief power point presentation.  First 

substantive issue to be discussed is 

percent increase, if any, in millage over 

the rolled-back rate necessary to fund the 

Mayor’s RECOMMENDED BUDGET...The proposed 

millage is 6.7700.  This rate represents 

an increase of 5.51% over the rolled back 

rate of 6.4164  FS 200.065 (2) (e) 

    
5. 

 

 

 

 
 

6. 

 

 

Receipt of Public 

Testimony 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mayor and 

Council 

 

 

 
 

Honorable  

Chair 

Charlie 

Gerdes 

The general public shall be allowed to 

speak and ask questions prior to the 

adoption of the proposed millage rate and 

tentative budget by City Council. FS 

200.065(2)(e)  
 

Close public comment portion of the 

hearing  

    
7. Council Comments and 

Discussion and Adoption 

of amendments to the 

RECOMMENDED BUDGET.  

Mayor and 

Council 

If Council amends the RECOMMENDED BUDGET 

so that there will be a requirement for 

there to be a change in the millage go to 

step 8, otherwise go to step 9. 

    
8. Re-compute tentative 

millage rate if 

necessary. 

Budget Staff Compute proposed millage rate and make 

changes to resolutions and Ordinance as 

required.  FS 200.065(2)(e) 

    
9. Announcement of Tentative 

Millage Rate compared to 

the Rolled-back rate 

Honorable  

Chair  

Charlie 

Gerdes 

Publicly announce: The proposed millage 

rate for the city of St. Petersburg is 

6.7700 mills which is a                                                     

5.51% increase over the rolled back rate 

of 6.4164 mills. 
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10. Adopt millage resolution. City Council Adopt resolution setting proposed millage 

rate.  This must be done before adopting 

tentative budget and must have separate 

votes.  FS 200.065(d)&(e) 

 

11. Adoption by Resolution of 

the Budget/Appropriations 

Ordinance as the 

Tentative Budget 

 

 

City Council 

 

 

 

 

 

Adopt Mayor’s RECOMMENDED BUDGET (with any 

amendments that have been approved)   as 

the tentative budget in two steps.  

 

a) Motion to pass the recommended 

budget appropriations ordinance 

(as amended if amended) for the 

City of St. Petersburg fiscal 

year 2016 on first reading.  

b) Motion to approve resolution 

adopting the recommended budget 

appropriations ordinance, as 

passed on first reading, as the 

tentative budget for the City of 

St. Petersburg fiscal year ending 

September 30, 2016. 

    
12. Announcement of Date, 

Time, and Place of final 

public hearing 

Honorable  

Chair 

Charlie 

Gerdes 

Publicly announce the date, time and place 

of the final public hearing. 

 

Thursday, September 17, 2015, 6:30 p.m., 

City Hall. 

    
13. Closing of public hearing  Honorable  

Chair 

Charlie 

Gerdes 

Close public hearing on the budget, the 

millage rate and budget/appropriation 

ordinance.   

 

 

 
 

EXCERPTS FROM F.S. 200.065: 

Paragraph 2(c): “Within 80 days of the certification of value pursuant to 

subsection (1), but not earlier than 65 days after certification, the governing 

body of each taxing authority shall hold a public hearing on the tentative budget 

and proposed millage rate.  Prior to the conclusion of the hearing, the governing 

body of the taxing authority shall amend the tentative budget as it sees fit, adopt 

the amended tentative budget, recompute its proposed millage rate, and publicly 

announce the percent, if any, by which the re-computed proposed millage rate 

exceeds the rolled-back rate computed pursuant to subsection (1).  That percent 

shall be characterized as the percentage increase in property taxes tentatively 

adopted by the governing body.” 

 

Paragraph 2(e): “1. In the hearings required pursuant to paragraphs (c) and (d), 

the first substantive issue discussed shall be the percentage increase in millage 

over the rolled-back rate necessary to fund the budget, if any, and the specific 

purposes for which ad valorem tax revenues are being increased.  During such 

discussion, the governing body shall hear comments regarding the proposed increase 

and explain the reasons for the proposed increase over the rolled-back rate.  The 

general public shall be allowed to speak and to ask questions prior to adoption of 

any measures by the governing body. The governing body shall adopt its tentative or 

final millage rate prior to adopting its tentative or final budget.” 



ATTACHMENT B

RECAP OF CHANGES BETWEEN THE RECOMMENDED BUDGET AND PROPOSED

BUDGET ORDINANCE

** CHANGES IN REVENUES **

RECOMMENDED PROPOSED ORDINANCE REASONS

FUND BUDGET CHANGE

General Operating Fund

Franchise Taxes-Electricity 19,000,000 500,000 19,500,000

Franchise fees on electricity are anticipated to increase over

the FY15 budget, but not to the level of the FY15 projected

receipts of $20 million. The FY16 budget is set lower than

projected FY15 receipts as FY15 has been historically hot

and receipts are largely based on the weather. Without a

rate increase, the city cannot conservatively (as required in

the city's fiscal policies) assume receipts at that same level

especially when receipts were $19.423 million in FY14.

Utility Taxes-Electricity 22,250,000 250,000 22,500,000

In FY14 the city received $22.425 in utility taxes on

electricity. In FY15 the city is on track to receive about

$22.5 million. Because of the consistency of collections our

estimate for FY16 is increased to be in line with FY14 and

projected FY15.

Communications Services Tax (CST) 9,500,000 500,000 10,000,000

The increase in the FY16 revenue budget for CST revenue

is more reflective of our FY15 projection and what the city

should receive in FY16. However, the budget reflects

$300K less than the current FY15 projection and continues

the observed four year downward trend.  

State Shared Revenue 6,000,000 (270,000) 5,730,000

This change reflects the state estimate for State Shared

Revenue less $2.624 million of the guaranteed portion

which is budgeted in the FFGFC Loan fund.

State Shared Sales Tax 15,200,000 600,000 15,800,000

This increase in the FY16 revenue budget for Half-Cent

Sales Tax reflects the state estimate that was received after

the FY16 Recommended Budget was published. Half-Cent

Sales Tax receipts have been trending upward since FY10

and historically the state estimates for this sales tax have

been very close to the city's actual receipts.

Shared Local Revenues - County Fuel 3,285,000 465,000 3,750,000

The increase in Local Option Fuel Tax is the result of

projected FY15 receipts of over $3.6 million and a state

revenue estimate of over $3.9 million for FY16. As per the

city's fiscal policies, estimates remain conservative.

Parks and Recreation 7,130,425 117,368 7,247,793

This additional revenue results from an increase in grant

revenue from JWB of Pinellas County for TASCO center

based teen programs.

Total General Fund Revenue 222,116,740 2,162,368 224,279,108

Other Funds

South St. Petersburg Tax Increment District 541,465 (54,096) 487,369

Bayboro Harbor Tax Increment District 85,671 (3,790) 81,881

Golf 3,690,850 4,000 3,694,850
Increase in FY16 revenue for golf cart rental and privilege

cards.

Pier 435,000 (435,000) 0

The Pier subsidy from the General Fund is no longer

necessary as the facility is in control of a contractor who is

now responsible for its security and demolition.

Water Resources Fund 118,036,246 (96,780) 117,939,466

This is the net change in revenue to the Water Resources

Operating Fund and reflects the reduced rate of increase

from 4.75% in the FY16 Recommended Budget to 3.75%

as determined by the recently completed rate study. Gross

revenues decreased by $368,210 and are partially offset by

the addition of federal grant revenue in the amount of

$271,430.

Water Resources Debt Fund 23,327,283 1,525,134 24,852,417

Change due to results from the Water Resources Rate

Study; $1.457 million increased transfer from Water

Resources Operating Fund (4001) and $68,000 in interest

earnings.

Water Cost Stabilization 1,292,000 8,995,565 10,287,565
Repayment of the FY08 loan from the Water Cost

Stabilization Fund to the Stadium Debt Service Fund.

Total Other Funds Revenue 147,408,515 9,935,033 157,343,548

Decrease in the county payment to both districts because the 

payment is based on 85% of the taxable value, not 95%

1



ATTACHMENT B

RECAP OF CHANGES BETWEEN THE RECOMMENDED BUDGET AND PROPOSED

BUDGET ORDINANCE

** CHANGES IN REQUIREMENTS **

RECOMMENDED PROPOSED ORDINANCE REASONS

FUND BUDGET CHANGE

General Operating Fund

Human Resources 3,111,313 (76,343) 3,034,970 A position in Human Resources was inadvertently mis-

calculated; this provides the appropriate level of budget.

Police 95,074,380 1,085,215 96,159,595

Increased costs for 12 Police Officers for the newly created

Downtown Deployment Team. This increase includes

equipment and charges for 19 additional vehicles. 

Fire 31,371,378 310,000 31,681,378

This increase provides for the establishment of a Fire Cadet

Program ($250,000) and for new protective helmets

($60,000).

Parks and Recreation 33,855,368 752,368 34,607,736

This change includes an increased investment of $635,000

for a dedicated median maintenance team and $117,368 in

grant revenue from JWB of Pinellas County for TASCO

center based teen programs.

Library 6,570,677 52,539 6,623,216

This is the net result of position changes in FY15; adding

one full-time Library Assistant I ($39,988), deleting one

part-time Library Assistant I ($13,301) and one part-time

Library Aide ($9,661) and the correction of position costs.

Downtown Enterprise Facilities 517,645 33,907 551,552

A Downtown Enterprise Facility position was inadvertently

mis-calculated; this provides the appropriate level of budget.

Finance 10,416,323 40,203 10,456,526
Estimated increase in the cost of audit contract ($30,000),

and changes in positions ($10,203).

Mayor's Office 2,887,901 32,000 2,919,901

This funding for the Dr. Carter G. Woodson African

American Museum is being added to the Cultural Affairs

division of the Mayor's Office.

Real Estate & Property Management 830,996 32,967 863,963

An Administrative Secretary position that was formerly

shared with Planning & Economic Development will

become a full-time position in Real Estate.

Planning & Economic Development 4,083,107 259,977 4,343,084

This increase is made up of a $250,000 investment in the

Innovation District and the net result of position changes

done ($9,304). A shared (Real Estate & Property

Management) Administrative Secretary position was

reduced and a shared (Parking Fund) Administrative

Assistant was added full-time ($673). 

Pier Subsidy 435,000 (435,000) 0

The appropriation (subsidy) from the General Fund (0001)

to the Pier Operating Fund (1203) is no longer needed as

the Pier is in control of a contractor.

Contingency 561,571 74,535 636,106
This item is the net change in contingency needed to

balance the General Fund.  

 

Total General Fund Requirements 222,116,740 2,162,368 224,279,108

0

Other Funds

Golf 3,718,513 4,000 3,722,513 Personnel changes offset by increased revenue.

Pier 433,682 (433,682) 0

This is the expense side of the Pier Operating Fund (1203).

Since the facility is in the control of a contractor the

appropriation in this fund is no longer needed.

Parking Fund 6,178,065 461 6,178,526

A shared (Planning & Economic Development)

Administrative Assistant was reduced, one part-time

Administrative Assistant was deleted and one full-time

Administrative Assistant was added.  

Stadium Debt Service 7,928,925 8,995,565 16,924,490

The Stadium debt will be paid off in FY16 and the loan in

the amount of $8.995 million from the Water Cost

Stabilization Fund will be repaid.

Water Resources Fund 115,985,070 1,962,242 117,947,312

This change is due to results from the Water Resources Rate

Study. Estimated debt service is increased by $1.457

million and the cost of purchasing water from Tampa Bay

Water is increased by $505,108.
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ATTACHMENT B

RECAP OF CHANGES BETWEEN THE RECOMMENDED BUDGET AND PROPOSED

BUDGET ORDINANCE

Water Resources Debt Fund 22,656,416 1,457,134 24,113,550
An increase is needed due to revised estimates of debt that

will be issued in FY16.

Water Cost Stabilization Fund 1,240,810 76,190 1,317,000

This is a change in the amount of the Water Cost

Stabilization transfer to the Water Resources Fund due to

results from Water Resources Rate Study.

Marina 3,893,330 22,086 3,915,416

A part-time Marina Assistant and a part-time Cashier Clerk

I were deleted and a full-time Maintenance Mechanic II was

added for Marina repairs and maintenance. 

Total Other Funds Requirements 162,034,811 12,083,996 174,118,807

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS

** CHANGES IN REVENUES **

RECOMMENDED PROPOSED ORDINANCE REASONS

FUND BUDGET CHANGE

Water Resources Capital Improvements Fund 84,723,678 (13,000) 84,710,678
This change reflects reduced interest earnings to be in line

with the results of the Water Resources Rate Study.

Public Safety Capital Improvement Fund 7,689,000 760,000 8,449,000
This change is due to updated revenue estimates for the 

Penny for Pinellas.

Recreation and Culture Capital Improvement Fund 5,812,000 383,000 6,195,000
This change is due to updated revenue estimates for the 

Penny for Pinellas.

** CHANGES IN REQUIREMENTS **

RECOMMENDED PROPOSED ORDINANCE REASONS

FUND BUDGET CHANGE

Public Safety Capital Improvement Fund 4,521,000 760,000 5,281,000
This change provides for the purchase of 19 Police take 

home cruisers.

Recreation and Culture Capital Improvement Fund 6,165,000 100,000 6,265,000
An additional $100K is included for the Lake Maggiore 

Boardwalk Project. 
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Community Redevelopment Agency
Meeting of September 3, 2015

CRA Case File: IRP-2015-O1

REQUEST

Community Redevelopment Agency recommendation that City Council approve the
proposed amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan.

OVERVIEW

City Administration is proposing a series of amendments to the Intown Redevelopment
Plan (IRP) highlighted by increased budgetary authority in the IRP redevelopment
program for $20 million in improvements to the Pier District that will be funded through
tax increment financing. These improvements were identified in the Downtown
Waterfront Master Plan that was adopted by City Council on June 4, 2015. On
September 3, 2015, City Council will be asked to approve a “Fourth Amendment to the
April 21, 2005, Intown Redevelopment Plan Interlocal Agreement” in advance of second
reading and public hearing on this subject ordinance in order to authorize the
amendments to the IRP discussed herein.

The proposed IRP amendments are necessary to effectuate the terms of an agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County to establish a tax increment
financing (TIE) district for the entire 7,400-acre South St. Petersburg Community
Redevelopment Area (CRA). To garner County support for the South St. Petersburg TIE
district, the City agreed, among other items, to reduce Pinellas County’s annual
percentage contribution to the CRA redevelopment trust funds for both Intown and
Bayboro Harbor from 95 percent to 85 percent of the annual tax increment. Pinellas
County, while agreeing to the South St. Petersburg TIE district, also approved the $20
million increase in the IRP redevelopment program budget that can be funded with tax
increment financing. The major components of this deal are memorialized in the “South
St. Petersburg CRA Interlocal Agreement (June 3, 2014)”, which was approved by City
Council on May 21, 2015.

Amendments to community redevelopment plans (CRPs) require adoption by ordinance
and must comply with procedures established by the Florida Community
Redevelopment Act. Each CRP and any amendments thereto must be found in
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conformance with the City’s comprehensive plan by the Community Planning and
Preservation Commission (CPPC), reviewed by the St. Petersburg Community
Redevelopment Agency (Agency), and approved by City Council as well as the Pinellas
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC). On August 11, 2015, the CPPC found the
IRP amendments in conformance with the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan.

On September 3, 2015, City Council is scheduled to take action on the IRP amendments
at Second Reading after a public hearing. Final approval of the IRP amendments is
contingent on favorable action by the Pinellas County BCC pursuant to its status as a
charter county, wherein it has retained authority to review and approve the initial
redevelopment plan and amendments thereto. It is expected that the Pinellas County
BCC will take action on the Redevelopment Plan on October 20, 2015.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE INTOWN REDEVELOPMENT PLAN

The proposed amendments include

• Increasing the redevelopment program budget identified in Table 2 by $20 million
in tax increment financing to fund improvements to the Pier Approach identified in
the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan. Briefly describe the same in other
sections throughout the document.

• Creating a new consistent graphic and map format throughout the document;

• Changing references from “Progress Energy” to “Duke Energy”.

• Changing references from “BayWalk” to “Sundial” and adding information on the
current condition of the development.

• Amending Figure 1 to include aerial view of Duke Energy Center for the Arts and
environs.

• Adding current development information to description of Webb’s City area and
Map 6.

• Adding section entitled “Downtown Waterfront Master Plan” to describe in detail
the project to be funded with tax increment financing.

• Amending Figure 1 to add boundaries for the “Character Districts” described in the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan.
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• Updating data on number of residential units constructed since 1982 in Intown
and the rest of downtown.

• In Table 2

- Extend the completion date of the “Municipal Pier Project” from 2016 to 2018

- Add “$“ to total cost of “Duke Energy Center for the Arts”

- Extend the completion date of the “Mixed Use Transportation Facility” from
2016 to 2018.

- Increase the amount of “Maximum TIE Funds Required” from $97.354 million to
$117.354 million.

• Replacing select legal instruments related to the IRP from Appendix A with a
summary of all pertinent legal documents.

RECOMMENDATION

Administration recommends that the Community Redevelopment Agency recommend
City Council adopt the proposed amendments to the lntown Redevelopment Plan.

Attachments: CRA Resolution
Proposed Amendments to Intown Redevelopment Plan (see Attachment

to Second Reading Ordinance)



CRA RESOLUTION 15-

A RESOLUTION OF THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMUNITY

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY RECOMMENDING THAT THE ST.

PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL ADOPT THE PROPOSED

AMENDMENTS TO THE INTOWN COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT

PLAN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, in 1982, the St. Petersburg City Council first approved the Intown

Redevelopment Plan and then later amendments thereto by ordinance and in conformance

with the requirements of Chapter 163, Part III of the Florida Statutes;

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2015, the St. Petersburg Community Planning and

Preservation Commission found the amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan

described in Case File IRP-2015-01 in conformance with the City of St. Petersburg

Comprehensive Plan pursuant to Section 163.360(4), F.S.;

WHEREAS, Section 163.360 et seq of the Florida Statutes requires the

submittal of any amendments to a community redevelopment plan approved by a

community redevelopment agency to the governing body for its review and approval; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Community Redevelopment

Agency of the City of St. Petersburg recommends the St. Petersburg City Council adopt the

proposed amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan that are detailed in IRP-2015-01.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (9signee) ve Goodwin, Director

Planning and Economic Development











ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of September 3, 2015

To: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Approving the purchase of fuel from Indigo Energy Partners, LLC and J.H. Williams Oil
Company, Inc. for the Fleet Management Department at an estimated annual cost of $4,943,497.

Explanation: On June 30, 2015, Hillsborough Area Regional Transit (HART) received six bids for
petroleum fuel products on behalf of the consortium which includes the city of St. Petersburg, Pinellas
Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA) and three other local entities.

The vendors will furnish and deliver 87 octane unleaded gasoline and ultra low sulfur diesel No. 2 fuel in
transport loads (7,500 gallons or more). Fleet Management stores, dispenses and tracks use of fuel for
the city’s rolling stock. Approximately one percent of this fuel is resold to USE, St. Petersburg Housing
Authority and The Looper Group.

Diesel and unleaded fuel will be purchased using Oil Price Information Service (OPIS) daily pricing. The
OPIS price per gallon is based on the Port of Tampa Gross Contract (lOam feed) published the day the
order is delivered plus a fixed fee for delivery and applicable taxes.

The price per gallon is based on Port of Tampa Florida average terminal rack prices published daily in Oil
Price Information Service, United Publications (OPIS) the day the order is placed plus a fixed fee for
delivery and applicable taxes. The average cost is based on 2016 projections from the U. S. Energy
Information Administration (EIA).

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Fleet Management Department, recommends
approval:

Price per
Gallons gallon Extension

Indigo Energy Partners, LLC

Diesel, No. 2 634,950 $3.25 $2,713,587
Average Cost 2.9427
Fixed fee (0.0323)
Taxes 0.3396

J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc.

Gasoline, 87 Octane 819,820 2.72 2,229,910

Average Cost 2.3969
Fixed fee (0.01 75)
Taxes 0.3406

Total $4,943,497

The vendors have met the specifications, terms and conditions of HART Bid No. IFB-14602 dated May
22, 2015. This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-256 (1) of the Procurement Code which
authorizes the Mayor or his designee to participate in a joint bid process with other governmental entities.
Blanket purchase agreements will be issued to the vendors and will be binding only for actual material
received. This agreement will be effective through September 30, 2016. Amounts paid to vendors
pursuant to the agreements shall not exceed a combined total of $4,943,497.

Continued on Page 2



Fuel, Gasoline and Diesel
September 3, 2015
Page 2

NOTE: Participants in the Co-op include:

• HART
• city of St. Petersburg
• PSTA
• Hillsborough County Board of County Commissioners
• Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners
• Lakeland Area Mass Transit District

CosuFunding/Assessment Information: Funds will be available upon approval of the FY16 Adopted
budget in the Fleet Management Fund (5001), Fleet Mechanical Costs (8002527).

Attachments: Bid Tabulation
Price History
Resolution

Approvals:
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Price History
Fuel

Item Description 7-year 6-months 3-months current
ago ago ago

1 Unleaded, 87 Octane $2981 $1 .945 $2.273 $2.206
2 Diesel, #2 3.287 2.459 2.274 2.179



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AWARD OF
AGREEMENTS (BLANKET AGREEMENTS) TO
INDIGO ENERGY PARTNERS, LLC FOR THE
PURCHASE OF DIESEL FUEL AND JR.
WILLIAMS OIL COMPANY, INC. FOR THE
PURCHASE OF UNLEADED GASOLINE AT A
TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $4,943,497
FOR THE FLEET MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT UTILIZING HART BID NO. IFB
14602; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THESE TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-256(a) of the City Code the City is permitted
to participate in cooperative bid processes with other governmental entities when it is in the best
interest of the City; and

WHEREAS, on June 30, 2015 HART received six bids for petroleum fuel
products on behalf of a consortium which includes the City of St. Petersburg, PSTA and three
other local entities in response to its Bid No. IFB-14602 dated May 22, 2015; and

WHEREAS, Indigo Energy Partners, LLC and JR. Williams Oil Company, Inc.
have met the specifications, terms and conditions of HART Bid No. IFB-14602; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Fleet Management Department, recommends approval of these agreements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the award of agreements (Blanket Agreements) to Indigo Energy
Partners, LLC for the purchase of diesel fuel and J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. for the
purchase of unleaded gasoline at a total cost not to exceed $4,943,497 for the Fleet Management
Department utilizing HART Bid No. IFB-14602 are hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s
Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate these transactions; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these agreements will be effective through
September 30, 2016.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)

























ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of September 3, 2015

To: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Awarding a contract to Cathey Construction & Development, LLC in the amount of
$289,615 for the construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility. (Engineering
Project No. 15063-115; Oracle No. 14604).

Explanation: The Procurement Department received two bids for the construction of a Fleet
Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility for the Fleet Management Department, located at 1800 - 7th
Avenue North.

The contractor will furnish all labor, material and equipment necessary to demolish and remove
the existing structure, concrete pad construction, existing vehicle wash equipment and
associated piping and vaults. They will construct a new concrete pad; install a metal building
system canopy structure with a 6 foot pvc/vinyl fence; and install a vehicle wash water recycling
system and pressure washer.

The work will be completed within (90) consecutive calendar days from the date of the Notice to
Proceed. Bids were opened on July 9, 2015 and are tabulated as follows:

Bidder Total with Add Alternate
Cathey Construction & Development, LLC
(Indian Rocks Beach, FL) $289,615

Certus Builders, Inc. (Tampa, FL) $360,000

Cathey Construction & Development, the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, has met the
specifications, terms and conditions for IFB 5780 dated, June 11, 2015. They have satisfactorily
performed similar projects in Lake City, FL and Bonifay, FL for the Florida Department of Military
Affairs and the City of Marianna, FL. The Principal of the firm is William B. Cathey, President.

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this contract to Cathey Construction
& Development, LLC in the amount of $289,615 for construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle
Wash Facility.

CostlFundinglAssessment Information: Funds are available in the General Capital
Improvement Fund (3001) Fleet Wash Rack Upgrade Project (14604).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

Adminyative B et



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND
APPROVING THE AWARD Of AN
AGREEMENT TO CATHEY CONSTRUCTION
& DEVELOPMENT, LLC FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION Of A FLEET
MAINTENANCE VEHICLE WASH FACILITY
AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
S289,615; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received two
bids for the construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility pursuant to IFB 5780
dated June 11,2015; and

WHEREAS, Cathey Construction & Development, LLC has met the terms and
conditions of IFB 5780; and

WHEREAS, the Administration recommends approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bid and award of an agreement to Cathey Construction &
Development, LLC for the construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility at a total
cost not to exceed $289,615 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s designee is authorized
to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to form and Substance:

/.3•

City Attorney (Designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of September 3, 2015

To: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Accepting a proposal from the Florida Department of Management Services, a sole
source supplier, for communications services through the State’s CentraNet (CNET) SUNCOM
program for the Department of Technology Services at an estimated annual cost of $130,000.

Explanation: This purchase is being made under ES. Chapter 282, which allows State
agencies, universities, cities, counties, municipalities and nonprofit organizations to utilize the
CNET communications services program. The program provides approximately 350 local
analog telephone lines and long distance for the city’s use. The analog lines are primarily used
by departments for voice calls, alarm monitoring, elevator phones and time clocks.

The CNET system is a statewide network created within the State Technology Office that
provides local and long distance communications services to political subdivisions of the State.
The State CNET system allows the city to utilize Verizon telephone lines, at locations beyond
the reach of the City’s telephone system, at state contracted pricing. Since 2014, the
Telecommunications Division of the Department of Technology Services has been replacing
costly Verizon “Off Premise Exchanges” with lower cost CNET lines to tie remote locations to
the master City switch.

The Procurement and Supply Management Department in cooperation with the Department of
Technology Services, recommends for award:

Florida Department of Management Services $130,000

This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-249 of the Sole Source Procurement of the
Procurement Code, which authorizes City Council to approve the purchase of a supply or
service over $100,000 without competitive bidding if it has been determined that the supply or
service is available from only one source. The vendor has confirmed the City’s eligibility for
participation in the CNET program. A blanket purchase agreement will be issued and will be
binding only for actual services received. The agreement will be effective from date of award
through September 30, 2016.

CostlFunding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
Department of Technology Services Operating Fund (5011) Telecommunications Division
(8502569).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

Adm in ist(ative Budget



A RESOLUTION DECLARING FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT SERVICES
TO BE A SOLE SOURCE SUPPLIER;
APPROVING THE AWARD OF A ONE-YEAR
AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) FOR
THE PURCHASE OF COMMUNICATIONS
SERVICES THROUGH THE STATE’S
CENTRANET (CNET) SUNCOM PROGRAM AT
A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $130,000
FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TECHNOLOGY
SERVICES; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City desires to utilize the State of Florida’s Centranet CNET
Program SUNCOM for local and long distance communications services in order to reduce the
cost of these services; and

WHEREAS, this service is only provided through the Florida Department of
Management Services; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-249 of the City Code provides requirements for sole
source procurement; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department, in cooperation
with the Department of Technology Services, recommends approval of the award of an
agreement to the Florida Department of Management Services as a sole source supplier; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has prepared a written statement to City
Council certifying the condition and circumstances for this sole source purchase.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that the Florida Department of Management Services is a sole source
supplier; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of a one-year agreement to the
Florida Department of Management Services for the purchase of communications services
through the State’s CentraNet (CNET) SUNCOM Program at a total cost not to exceed $130,000
for the Department of Technology Services is hereby approved and the Mayor or the Mayor’s
designee is authorized to execute all necessary documents to effectuate this transaction.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)



SAIN’I’ I9’[ERSBtJ R( ( ii’\’ ( ()1 JN(’lI,
( ‘onsent /eII(Ia

l\’Iectinl. of September 3, 2015

‘10: ihe I loiiorahlc (‘harlie Gerdes, (‘hair, and Members of City ( ‘ouncil

5(1 Bj E(’T: A Resolution au1horii.in the Mayor, or his desienee, to execute a one (I) year
aereement with the Pinellas Suncoast ‘I’ransit Authontv in an amount not to exceed $75.DD() to
operate a daily lixed route trolley service program from St. Pete Beach to the eastern terminus ol
Second Avenue \.E. in downtown Si. Petershurg including service to the Pier RuLing Lots: and
providi an effective date.

EXPLANATION: In October, 2OU the “Central /-\venuc Shuttle’’ was created in partnership

with the Pine! las Suncoast Transit Authority ( PSTA ). the St. Petersburg Downtown Partnership
and the City of St. Petersburg. The Central Avenue Shuttle was created as a second themed
service as an expansion ol the St. Petersburg Trolley system which previously only included the
I)owntown Looper. The Central Avenue Shuttle pn)vided service between The Pier and Grand
Central Station at Central A venue and 3 1 Street. These tmlley services augment regular bus
service, provide enhanced public transit, operate inexpensive and frequent service, reduce
pollution, enhance citizen and visitor transportation options and support local businesses.

In October, 2() I I the City and PSTA partnered to expand the popular Central Avenue Shuttle and
renamed it the Central Avenue Trolley. The expanded service allowed riders to board at Pass—A—
Grille and ride all the way to The Pier via St. Pete Beach and Central Avenue without having to
make a transfer. The Central Avenue Trolley has been in operation for almost lhur years and
riclership has continued to exceeded expectations. In fiscal year 2014, the Central Avenue
Trolley carried over 72,000 passengers per month and was the fifth most poptiiar route in the
PSTA system. Although The Pier building is closed at this time, the Central Avenue Trolley
provides valuable service to the waterfront and serves both the Beach Drive/Pelican and Dolphin
surface lots and links these parking assets to other downtown destinations.

The City’s commitment of $75,000 was required in order to provide a “Reduced Fare Zone” and
a “Free Fare Zone” upon the implementation of the Central Avenue Trolley. These zones
(depicted in Exhibit A) were critical to enhance ridership on the shorter rides within the greater
downtown area. The City and PSTA desire to continue these reduced fare zones in the proposed
renewal. Because PSTA normally receives $2 per passenger and needs to maintain revenue to
meet the expenses of running the operation, the City would be responsible for continuing to buy
down the rate at a cost of $0.50 per rider. However, the $0.50 per rider only applies to those who
do not have daily or monthly transit passes, do not qualify for the Unlimited Access Program and
do not ride outside the free fare zone as those riders would pay the normal rate once they exit the
free fare zone or would have already paid the fLill fare before entering the reduced fare zone.
PSTA has agreed to again place a $75,000 cap on the City’s fare buy-down contribution.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to execute a one (1) year agreement with the
Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority in an amount not to exceed $75,000 to operate a daily fixed



‘oute trolley sei’vie pl’ogralli Iroiii St. Ie(e I3eaelì to the easleili terinhlius ol Second Avenue NE in
downtown St. Petershuru ineludnie service to the Pier I’mkini I .ots; and providing an elleetive date.

(‘OST/FIJNI)IN( ASSISSIMENT INFORMATION: Euiidiiig flu’ the City’s responsihility
to huy down fines will he appropriated ii the I I ( ( )peraling Budget (pending Council
adoption). General Fund (O() I). Iransportation & Parking Management Department,
Administration ( 2 I — I 7’)7 ). The agreement will not go into effect until City (‘ounei adopts the

I 6 ( )pera( ing 13 ndgel

Resolution
Areemeni

‘I, qgiz
APPROVALS: Administration: ,/L /

— V

Budget: C Me
Legal: —__________________

__________



Resolution No. 2() 15—

-

A RI X( )I .1 J’II( )N Al. ill I ( )R IZI N G ‘I’I-I F MA Y( )R.
OR IllS l)ESI(NEE. fl) EXECUTE A ONE (I)
YEAR AGREEMENI Vv’Iil-I IFIE PINELI.AS
XL JN(’( )AXTT RANSIT ALJTI-IORITY IN AN
AM( )t NI N( )‘I’I( ) I XCEEI ) $75J)U() 1(
)PERATE A I)AILY PIXEl) ROUTE TROLLEY

SIiRV ICE I R( )M ST. PETE BEACI—I T( ) TI-I F
EAS’lERN TERMINUS OF SECONI) AVENUE
N.E. IN l)OWNT()WN ST. PETERSBURG
INCLUI)ING SERVICE To TI-IF PIER PARKING
LOTS: ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

WI IERLAS. the City of St. Petersburg (“City’) is undertaking certain measures to stimulate
economic He tivity lhrough transportation initiatives: and

WI-IEREAS. the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (“PSTA’’) has been providing trolley service
lrom St. Pete Beach to the eastern terminus of Second Avenue N.E. in downtown St. Petersburg including
service to the Beach Drive/Dolphin and Pelican Parking Lots (“Service’’) since October of 20!!: and

WI—IEREAS. the City and PSTA desire to continue this partnership and have negotiated an
agreement whereby PSTA will continue to implement the Service: and

WHEREAS, the City has included $75.000 in the FY 16 Recommended City Development
Administration budget for the Central Avenue Trolley: and

WHEREAS. (he City wishes to contribute up to $75.000 to support the Central Avenue Trolley
for the portion of the Service which will shuttle passengers between Sundial and (he Beach Drive/Dolphin
and Pelican Parking Lots for free as well as provide discounted ($0.50) rides between Grand Central
Station and Sundial.

NOW THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida. that the Mayor, or his designee. is authorized to execute a one (1) year agreement with the
Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority in an amount not to exceed $75,000 to operate a daily fixed route
trolley service from St. Pete Beach to the eastern terminus of Second Avenue N.E. in downtown St.
Petersburg including service to the Beach Drive/Dolphin and Pelican Parking Lots.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the agreement will not go into effect until City Council
adopts the FY 16 Operating Budget.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPRO:

Administration:

________________________

Evan Mory, Director,
Transportation and Parking
Management Department

Page 1 of 1



CENTRAL AVENUE TROLLEY AGREEMENT

TI uS AGREEMENT is entered into on this

_______

clay of

____________,

2015, by and
between PINEIIAS SUNC’OAST TRANSIT AUll IORITY (“PSTA”), an independent special
district, wi.h its principal place of business located at 3201 Scherer Drive, St. Petersburg.
Florida. 33716, and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG (the “City”), a Florida municipal

corporation with its principal place of business located at I 75 Filth Street North, St. Petersburg,

Fl. 33701 (collectively referred to as the “Parties”).

WI IEREAS, PSTA has been providing trolley services for the Central Avenue Shuttle
from St. Pete Beach to The Pier (“Central Avenue Trolley”) since October of 2011 and

additional public transportation to the downtown area of St. Petersburg, Florida since October of

2014:

NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties, in consideration of’ the covenants, conditions and mutual

obligations contained herein, the receipt and adequacy of’ which are hereby acknowledged, agree
as follows:

1. RECITALS. The aboe recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2. CENTRAL AVENUE TROLLEY. PSTA shall operate the Central Avenue Trolley in
accordance with the route map attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated by
reference.

3. REDUCED FARE ZONES. The passenger fares charged for Central Avenue Trolley
routes between Grand Central Station and Sundial (‘Reduced Rate Zone”) shall be at

a reduced rate of Zero U.S. Dollars and 50/100 ($0.50) per passenger, per ride. PSTA
shall not charge passengers any fare for routes between Sundial and the St. Petersburg

Pier, including the surface parking lots for the St. Petersburg Pier (Free Fare Zone”).
Any passengers utilizing daily, monthly, or other pre-paid passes will not be charged

a fare.

4. SUBSIDY. The City shall pay PSTA Zero U.S. Dollars and 50/100 ($0.50) per

passenger, not to exceed an annual maximum of Seventy-five Thousand U.S. Dollars

and NO/lOU ($75,000.00), on a monthly basis. The subsidy paid to PSTA of $0.50 is

a match for each passenger boarding in the Free Fare Zone and for cash paying
passengers boarding in the Reduced Fare Zone, except no match will be paid for

passengers who utilize a pre-paid pass or those who ride any portion of’ the route

outside the Free and Reduced Fare Zones. PSTA shall submit a monthly invoice to

the City within thirty (30) days after the completion of each calendar month and

payment shall be remitted no later than thirty (30) days after the receipt of each

invoice.

5. TERM. This Agreement shall be effective for a one (1) year period commencing

October 1, 2015 and terminating on September 30, 2016. The Parties may only extend
or renew the term of this Agreement by mutual written agreement.



6. ‘lERMlNAllON.

a. Will lOt l C’AUSE. ‘l’his Areemeni may be terminated without cause by

either party by upon ninety (90) days’ written notice of its intent to terminate.

b. Will I CAUSE. In the event the City Ihils to comply with any provision of
this Agreement, including kiilure to make timely payment of undisputed

invoices, PSTA may, in its sole discretion, terminate this Agreement upon
thirty (30) days’ written notice to the City.

7. N0’i’ICES.

a. All notices, requests, demands or deliveries, and other communications which
are required or permitted under this Agreement shall be in writing and sent to
the respective addresses below:

If to PSTA: If to the City:
Chief Executive Officer Director, Transportation & Parking Mgt.
Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority City of St. Petersburg
3201 Scherer Drive One 4 Street N.
St. Petersburg, Florida 33716 St. Petersburg, FL 33701
Fax No. 727-540-1913 Fax No. 727-551-3326

With required copy to:
Alan S. Zimmet, General Counsel
Bryant Miller Olive, P.A.
One Tampa City Center. Suite 2700
Tampa. FL 33602
Fax: (813) 223-2705

b. Either party may change its above contact information by providing written
notice to the other party.

8. I-TOLD I-IARMLESS. PSTA and the City agree, to the extent permitted by law, to
indemnify, defend and hold the other harmless for the negligent acts omissions of
their employees and officers and for any violations of federal or state law or
regulation, including but not limited to 42 U.S.C. §1983, Title VII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, as amended, the Civil Rights Act of 1991, the Americans with
Disabilities Act, and Chapter 760, Florida Statutes. Nothing contained herein shall be
construed as a waiver of any immunity from or limitation of liability the City or
PSTA may be entitled to under the doctrine of sovereign immunity or Section 768.28,
Florida Statutes. The obligations contained in this Paragraph shall survive the
termination of this Agreement, however terminated.

2



‘-,). M IS(’kl LANF()US.

a. Jurisdiction. ‘lhis Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Florida. ‘Fhe City and PSTA consent
to jurisdiction over them and agree that venue for any stale action shall lie
solely in the Sixth Judicial Circuit in and br Pinellas County, Florida, and lbr
any federal action shall lie solely in the U.S. District Court, Middle District of

Florida. Tampa Division.

b. Intire Agreement. ‘l’his Agreement, together with any exhibits attached
hereto, constitutes the entire agreement among the Parties and supersedes any
and all prior negotiations, oral agreements or representations made or relating
to the subject matter ob’ this Agreement.

c. Assignment. This Agreement may not be assigned without the prior written
consent of the other party. Such consent shall not be unreasonably withheld or
delayed.

d. Third Party Rights. This Agreement shall not be construed to create any
rights, claims, or bene1ts to any person other than the Parties hereto.

e. Severability. If any of the provisions of this Agreement are held to be invalid,
illegal, or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, such provisions
shall be deemed separate, severable, and the validity, legality, and
enforceability of the remaining provisions shall not in any way be affected
thereby.

f. Headings and Paragraph References. The headings and paragraph
references in this Agreement are inserted only for the purpose of convenience
and shall not be construed to expand or limit the provisions contained in such
paragraphs.

g. Authorization. Both parties to this Agreement represent and warrant that they
are authorized to enter into this Agreement without the consent and joinder of
any other party and that the individuals executing this Agreement have full
power and authority to bind their respective entities to the terms hereof.

h. Modification. This Agreement may not be amended or altered except by
mutual written agreement of the Parties. No waiver shall be valid unless set
forth in writing and signed by the party waiving its rights, claims, or remedies
available at law. In the event either party elects to waive its remedies for
breach of this Agreement, such a waiver shall not limit that party’s remedies
for any subsequent breach of that or any other term of this Agreement.

i. Non-Appropriation. The obligations of’ the Parties as to any finding required
pursuant to this Agreement shall be limited to an obligation in any given year

3



to budget and appropriate Irom legally available funds. after monies for
essential services have been budgeted and appropriated. suflicient monies for

the flmding that is required during that year. Notwithstanding the foregoing. a
party shall not be prohibited from pledging any legally available non—ad
valorem revenues for any obligations heretolore or herealter incurred, which
pledge shall he prior and superior to any obligation of the party pursuant to
this Agreement.

IN VVITNESS \\l lEREO1, the Parties have hereto made an executed this Agreement on
the date first above written.

Witness: Pincilas Suncoast Transit Authority

Print Name:_______________________ Brad Miller, Chief Executive Officer

Approved as !o/orin

Alan S. Zimmet, General Counsel

4



Witness: City of St. Petersburg, Florida

___________________________

By:

_____________________

Print Name:

_______________________________________

Print Name:

_________________________________

As its:_________________

Approved as to Content and Form Attest:

__________________________________________________________________________________

Chan Srinivasa, City Clerk
Cit’ Attorney (I)esignee)
By:

__________________________

Assistant City Attorney

5
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	Home
	Council Meeting
	Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.
	Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.
	Consent Agenda (see attached)
	Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 9:00 A.M.
	Public Hearings
	RECESS CITY COUNCIL MEETING & CONVENE CRA MEETING.
	Ordinance 192-H adopting amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan (IRP) to increase the redevelopment program budget by $20 million to fund improvements identified in the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan for the Pier District; update descriptions to ref
	IRP Amendments.pdf (61 pages)
	REVISED.pdf (7 pages)

	Resolution by City Council approving the Fourth Amendment to the April 21, 2005, Intown Redevelopment Plan Interlocal Agreement.   
	IRP Interlocal Agmt Amendment.pdf (9 pages)
	REVISED.pdf (11 pages)

	Resolution by City Council approving the Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal Agreement. 
	Bayboro Harbor CRA Interlocal Agmt.pdf (6 pages)



	Reports
	Land Use & Transportation: (Councilmember Kennedy) (Oral)
	Eckerd Community Alternatives and the need for Foster Families. (Vice-Chair Foster)
	The Need for Foster Families.pdf (1 page)

	Public Arts Commission. (Oral) (Councilmember Rice)
	Resolution recommending that Inside Sales Solutions FL, Inc. (“Project”)  be approved as a Qualified Target Industry (“QTI”) Business pursuant to Section 288.106, Florida Statutes.  
	Inside Sales QTI Project.pdf (4 pages)

	Arts & Culture Economic Impact. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt)
	SHINE: St Petersburg Mural Festival. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt)
	SPF15, the St. Petersburg Festival 2015. (Oral) (Wayne Atherholt)
	Resolution declaring the results of the Special Primary Election held on August 25, 2015. (Chan Srinivasa)
	Resolution and Results.pdf (4 pages)

	Approving a resolution approving a First Amendment to the Construction Manager at Risk Agreement (“CMAR”) with the Haskell Company for additional pre-construction phase services associated with the Biosolids to Energy Project to include State Revolving Fu
	Haskall.pdf (4 pages)


	New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing)
	Approving the vacation of a 20-foot east-west alley in the block bounded by Central Avenue and 1st Avenue South between 60th Street South and 61st Street South. (City File 15-33000013) 
	Central Ave Vacation.pdf (9 pages)

	Utility Rates for FY 2016:
	Utility Rate Ordinance.pdf (24 pages)
	Additional Info Provided.pdf (2 pages)

	Ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations (LDRs) pertaining to nonconforming lots.  (City File LDR-2015-04)
	Nonconforming Lots.pdf (58 pages)
	REVISED.pdf (3 pages)

	Ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations (LDRs) pertaining to tree protection and landscaping requirements. (City File LDR-2015-05) 
	Trees and Landscaping.pdf (64 pages)

	Ordinance of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, relating to Code Enforcement; Amending Chapter 9 of the City Code to clarify the powers of the Code Enforcement Board to certify, assess, and reduce liens on properties which are found to be in violation o
	Code Enforcement - Amending Chapter 9 .pdf (5 pages)


	New Business
	Requesting to schedule a Committee of the Whole or Workshop prior to Administration bringing an extension to the Grand Prix contract for Council approval. (Councilmember Nurse)
	extension to the Grand Prix contract.pdf (1 page)

	Referring to a Committee of the Whole to discuss funding from Weeki Wachee Funds,  the purchase of land adjacent to Boyd Hill Nature Preserve. (Councilmember Kornell)
	Boyd Hill Nature Preserve.pdf (1 page)


	Council Committee Reports
	Legislative Affairs & Intergovernmental Relations (LAIR). (08/20/15)
	Report.pdf (2 pages)
	HUD Resolution.pdf (1 page)

	Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (08/20/15)
	Report.pdf (4 pages)
	REVISED Bond Resolution Only.pdf (1 page)
	REVISED Bond Resolution Packet.pdf (48 pages)
	Morgan Stanley Agreement.pdf (1 page)

	Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (08/27/15) [DELETE]
	Energy, Natural Resources & Sustainability Committee (ENRS). (08/20/15)
	ENRS.pdf (2 pages)

	Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (08/27/15)
	Report.pdf (3 pages)

	Housing Services Committee. (08/27/15)
	Report.pdf (3 pages)
	Unbuildable Surplus Real Property Resolution.pdf (4 pages)
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	Open Forum
	First Public Hearing -- Fiscal Year 2016 Budget - 6:30 P.M.
	Fiscal Year 2016 Tentative Budget and Proposed Millage Rate
	FY2016 Tentative Budget and Proposed Millage Rate.pdf (17 pages)


	Adjournment

	Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA)
	City Council convenes as Community Redevelopment Agency.
	Resolution of the St. Petersburg Community Redevelopment Agency recommending City Council approve amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan. 
	IRP Amendments.pdf (4 pages)
	REVISED.pdf (4 pages)

	Adjourn Community Redevelopment Agency.                                 ~RECONVENE CITY COUNCIL MEETING~   (City Council takes action on Ordinance 192-H adopting amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan (IRP). 

	Consent Agenda A
	(Procurement)
	Approving the purchase of fuel from Indigo Energy Partners, LLC and J.H. Williams Oil Company, Inc. for the Fleet Management Department at an estimated annual cost of $4,943,497.
	Fuel for Fleet.pdf (5 pages)


	(Public Works)
	Gandy Boulevard Limited Access Road Improvements Project:
	A - Utility Work Agreement.pdf (4 pages)
	 B - Oak Street Stormwater Drainage Improvements.pdf (3 pages)



	Consent Agenda B
	(Procurement)
	Awarding a five year blanket purchase agreement for office supplies to Staples Contract and Commercial, Inc., at an estimated annual cost of $480,000.
	Office Supplies.pdf (4 pages)

	Awarding a contract to Cathey Construction & Development, LLC in the amount of $289,615 for the construction of a Fleet Maintenance Vehicle Wash Facility. (Engineering Project No. 15063-115; Oracle No. 14604).
	Fleet Wash Facility.pdf (2 pages)

	Accepting a proposal from the Florida Department of Management Services, a sole source supplier, for communications services through the State’s CentraNet (CNET) SUNCOM program for the Department of Technology Services at an estimated annual cost of $130,
	Communication Services.pdf (2 pages)


	(City Development)
	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a one (1) year agreement with the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority in an amount not to exceed $75,000 to operate a daily fixed route trolley service program from St. Pete Beach to the eastern terminus of
	PSTA Agmt.pdf (9 pages)

	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell the surplus, unimproved City-owned parcel located at approximately 747 – 4th Avenue North, St. Petersburg, to Marcal Investments, LLC for $32,000, with net proceeds of $2,800 to the City.
	Marcal Investments 747 - 4th Ave. So..pdf (9 pages)

	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a License Agreement with St. Petersburg Warehouse Arts District, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for use of three (3) unimproved parcels located on the westerly side of 22nd Street South between 6th
	Warehouse Arts District License Agmt.pdf (6 pages)


	(Appointments)
	Confirming the appointment of Ashley C. Burke as a regular member to the Arts Advisory Committee to serve an unexpired three-year term ending September 30, 2015.
	Ashley C. Burke.pdf (2 pages)


	(Miscellaneous)
	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a grant from WorkNet Pinellas, Inc. d/b/a CareerSource Pinellas in the amount of $30,000 for the specific purpose of continuing education and training of current Fire & Rescue Department employees as paramed
	WorkNet Pinellas.pdf (4 pages)

	Approving the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg (“City”), Pinellas County Property Appraiser (“Property Appraiser”), and Pinellas County Tax Collector (“Tax Collector”) for Tax Management Associates, Inc. (“TMA”) to receive thirty percent (30%)
	Pinellas County Property Appraiser - Macall.pdf (6 pages)
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