
 
December 17, 2015  

3:00 P.M. 

 

 

 

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 

http://www.stpete.org/
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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. 
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December 17, 2015  

3:00 P.M. 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.  

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

B.  Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.  

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

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.  

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

Setting January 7, 2016 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

1. Authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint Participation Agreement (JPA) for the 

Southwest Hangar Redevelopment Project (Project #14168), to be executed by the City, 

as a requirement for receipt of Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) funds 

(Grant) including but not limited to the Aviation Program Assurances (Grant 

Assurances), which, inter alia, require that the City make Albert Whitted Airport 

available as an airport for public use on fair and reasonable terms, and maintain the 

project facilities and equipment in good working order for the useful life of said 

facilities or equipment, not to exceed 20 years from the effective date of the JPA; 

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

$600,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to 

effectuate this Ordinance; providing an effective date; and providing for expiration.  

E.  Reports 

1. I-275 Project Development and Environment Study - Oral (FDOT) 

2. Resolution approving the indigent status of the National Christian League of Councils.  

(a) Resolution approving the indigent status of the National Christian League of 

Councils, St. Pete-Pinellas Council; authorizing the waiver of City fees, costs and 
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insurance requirements for the 31st Annual National Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Drum Major for Justice Parade.  

3. Resolution to Approve Re-Appointment of Aaron Sharpe to the Code Enforcement 

Board. 

(a) Resolution providing for the waiver, on a one-time basis, from City Code Section 2-

337 which limits appointees to City boards, committees, and commissions from 

serving more than two consecutive full terms on the same board, committee, or 

commission; providing for the appointment of Aaron Sharpe to the Code 

Enforcement Board for a third consecutive term 

4. Homeless Leadership Board --- (Oral) (Councilmember Foster) 

5. Approving an agreement between the City and Advantage Village Academy,  Inc.  (in 

conjunction with SCLC of Pinellas County) that provides up to $35,000 of City support 

for a MLK Day Family Festival to be held in the parking lots of Tropicana Field.  

6. Approving a request from St. Petersburg Baseball Commission, Inc. to extend the 

Walter Fuller Term to September 30, 2018 and remove the surety requirement contained 

in Section 44 of the current management agreement.  

7. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement 

with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg 

Toilet Replacement Program Phase 15 in the amount of $100,000. 

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-08-CH2/W, to the 

agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc. in the 

amount of $191,046, for engineering services pertaining to the development of the Wet 

Weather Overflow Mitigation Program, Phase I. (Engineering Project No. 16045-111; 

Oracle No. 15336 and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of 

$231,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects 

Fund (4003) to the SAN Wet Weather Mitig FY16 Project (15336).  

9. Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public 

Services Union representing the White Collar bargaining unit, for the period of 

December 28, 2015 through September 30, 2017.  

10. Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public 

Services Union representing the Blue Collar bargaining unit,  for the period of December 

28, 2015 through September 30, 2017. 

11. Tampa Bay Water - (Oral) (Councilmember Nurse) 

F. New Business 

G.  Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (12/10/15) 

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee.  
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(a) Approval of the release of a Request for Proposal (RFP) for External Audit & 

Assurance Services for fiscal years ending September 30, 2016, September 30, 2017 

& September 30, 2018. 

3. Co-Sponsored Events Committee. (12/3/15) 

(a) Approving events for Co-Sponsorship in name only by the City for Fiscal Year 

2016; waiving the six month requirement of section ‘‘d’’ of Resolution No.  2000-

562, and payment of the waiver fee required by City Council Resolution No. 2009-

353 as to Community Action Stops Abuse, Inc.; waiving the non-profit requirement 

of Resolution No. 2000-562(a)8 for the co-sponsored events to be presented by We 

Are Concerts, LLC and Live Nation Worldwide, Inc.; and authorizing the Mayor or 

his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.  

4. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (11/19/15 & 12/10/15) 

5. Youth Services Committee. (12/10/15) 

H.  Legal 

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

Public Hearings 

 

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

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

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

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

position on any item but may address more than one item.  

1. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Lot Clearing Number(s) LCA 1559 and 

1559. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 1206.  

3. Ordinance 1074-V approving the vacation of the south seven and one-half (7 ) feet of 

Lot 47 of Jackson Park Subdivision, generally located north of Arlington Avenue North 

at the intersection of 14th Street North. (City File 13-33000006-B) 

4. Ordinance 1075-V approving the vacation of all rights-of-way and easements as 

dedicated on Section D Florida Riviera Plat No. 5, as recorded in Plat Book 17, Page 

37, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, lying within Lots 28 through 32 

inclusive, Block 3, located at 1085, 1091 and 1095 Plaza Comercio Drive Northeast. 

(City File 15-33000020)  

5. Ordinance 206-H modifying the Comprehensive Plan to implement legislative 

requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of 

the Capital Improvements Element. (City File LGCP-CIE-2015)  

6. Ordinance 207-H amending St. Petersburg City Code Chapter 27; providing for alley 

and backyard residential recycling services. 
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7. Ordinance 208-H of the St. Petersburg City Code amending Ordinance 164-H regarding 

major construction project requirements for disadvantaged workers to renumber section 

2-299 to section 2-298.5. 

8. Ordinance 209-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code; revising the definition of false 

security alarm; revising section headings; revising the duration of Security Alarm 

Permits and creating a new renewal period; creating criteria and conditions for 

administrative review of false alarm occurrences; deleting corrective action incident fine 

schedule; revising the fine schedule for permitted versus non-permitted occurrences; 

revising procedure for appeal of decisions to the City Administrator or his designee; 

expanding the grace period for newly installed alarms or change in occupancy 

First Reading and First Public Hearings 

Setting February 4, 2016 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

9. City-initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendments. (City File LGCP-2016-01) 

(a) Ordinance amending Chapter 1, General Introduction, Chapter 2, Vision Element, 

Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, Chapter 4, Conservation Element, Chapter 5, 

Coastal Management Element, Chapter 6, Transportation Element, Chapter 7, 

Housing Element, Chapter 8, Recreation and Open Space Element, Chapter 9, 

Potable Water Subelement, Sanitary Sewer Subelement and Drainage Subelement,  

Chapter 10, Capital Improvements Element, Chapter 11, Intergovernmental 

Coordination Element, Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element and Chapter 14, 

Plan Monitoring and Evaluation Element.  

(b) Resolution transmitting the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments for 

expedited state, regional and county review, in accordance with Chapter 163, 

Florida Statutes.  

Second Reading and Second Public Hearings 

10. Ordinance 201-H amending Comprehensive Plan text in Chapter 1, General 

Introduction, Chapter 4, Conservation Element and Chapter 5, Coastal Management 

Element, pertaining to reducing flood risks and losses; and in Chapter 3, Future Land 

Use Element, pertaining to the recently adopted South St. Petersburg Redevelopment 

Plan and the new Countywide Plan and Rules. (City File LGCP-2015-03)  

Quasi-Judicial Proceedings 

Swearing in of witnesses.  Representatives of City Administration, the applicant/appellant,  

opponents, and members of the public who wish to speak at the public hearing must declare 

that he or she will testify truthfully by taking an oath or affirmation in the following form: 

"Do you swear or affirm that the evidence you are about to give will be the truth, the 

whole truth, and nothing but the truth?" 

The oath or affirmation will be administered prior to the presentation of testimony and will 

be administered in mass to those who wish to speak.  Persons who submit cards to speak 

after the administration of the oath, who have not been previously sworn, will be sworn 

prior to speaking.   For detailed procedures to be followed for Quasi-Judicial 

Proceedings, please see yellow sheet attached to this agenda.  
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11. City-initiated amendments to the Future Land Use Map and the Official Zoning Map for 

property commonly known as a portion of the Allendale neighborhood and described 

more specifically as Subject Areas A, B, and C. (City File FLUM-30-A) 

(a) Ordinance 747-Z amending the Official Zoning Map designation of properties 

located in Subject Area A from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional-3) to NS-1 

(Neighborhood Suburban-1).  

(b) Ordinance 715-L amending the Future Land Use Map designation of properties 

located in Subject Area C from RU (Residential Urban) to PR-R (Planned 

Redevelopment-Residential).  

(c) Ordinance 748-Z amending the Official Zoning Map designation of properties 

located in Subject Area C from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional-3) to NT-2 

(Neighborhood Traditional-2). 

J. Open Forum 

K.  Adjournment 

A 
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St. Petersburg 

Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) 

December 17, 2015 
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Consent Agenda A 

December 17, 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. Awarding a contract to T B Landmark Construction, Inc. in the amount of 

$1,085,375.00 for the Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project.  (Engineering 

Project No. 14090-111; Oracle No. 15335); and approving a supplemental appropriation 

in the amount of $23,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources 

Capital Projects Fund (4003) to the DIS Long Bayou Main Repl FY16 Project (15335), 

and providing an effective date. 

2. Approving the purchase of replacement non-lethal weapons (Tasers), accessories, and 

hardware from Taser International, Inc., a sole source supplier, for the Police 

Department at a total cost of $795,449.43.  

3. Renewing the purchase of annual service agreements from Oracle America, Inc. a sole 

source supplier, for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management 

(WAM) applications, Oracle Spatial, Oracle WebCenter, and other Oracle and Solaris 

technology products at a cost not to exceed $638,514.14. 

(City Development) 

4. Approving disbursement of up to $525,000 from the Capital Repair, Renewal and 

Replacement Sinking Fund for Tropicana Field Capital Projects, and approving a 

supplemental appropriation in the amount of $525,000 from the unappropriated balance 

of the Tropicana Field Capital Projects Fund.  
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Consent Agenda B 

December 17, 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. Approving an increase in allocation for electrical supplies with Mayer Electric Supply 

Company, Inc.; Rexel Inc. formerly known as Southern Electric Supply Company, Inc. 

dba Rexel; and Electric Supply of Tampa, Inc. in the combined amount of $115,000 

which increases the total contract amount to $385,000.  

2. Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to American Chemical & Building 

Maintenance Supply, Inc., Interline Brands, Inc. dba Supplyworks, Sani-Chem 

Janitorial Supplies Inc. dba Sani-Chem, and Southeastern Paper Group of Florida, Inc. 

for janitorial supplies at an estimated annual cost of $375,000.  

3. Approving an annual maintenance agreement for dispatch and records management 

software applications for the Police Department with Intergraph Corporation, a sole 

source supplier, at a cost of $286,938.68. 

4. Approving the purchase of a replacement directional boring machine and vacuum 

excavation system from Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc.,  for the Water 

Resources Department at a total cost of $282,569.36.  

5. Approving an annual software maintenance agreement with Sungard Public Sector, Inc. ,  

a sole source supplier for the Department of Technology Services at a total amount of 

$211,244.81. 

6. Approving an increase to the allocation for traffic signs to McCain Sales of Florida, Inc. 

dba Universal Signs and Accessories, a Division of McCain Sales of Florida,  Inc. for 

the Stormwater, Pavement and Traffic Operations Department in the amount of $51,000 

which increases the total contract amount to $146,000.  

7. Approving the purchase of security guard services from Dynamic Security, Inc. for the 

Sanitation, Fleet Management departments, and the Libraries at an estimated annual cost 

of $128,570. 

(City Development) 

8. Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Fourth Amendment to Lease 

Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit 

organization, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, 
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within Albert Whitted Airport for a fourth extension of the term of the Lease Agreement 

for a period of one (1) year at a rental rate of $946.22 per month, subject to approval by 

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

9. Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement To Terminate Lease 

for the existing Lease Agreement dated June 19, 2014, as amended, between the City of 

St. Petersburg ("City") and Aristiz, Inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use of 

±2,880 sq. ft. of space within the aeronautical hangar located at 421 Eighth Avenue 

S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted Airport ("Premises"); and to execute a five 

(5) year Lease Agreement between the City and Sky Addict Aviation, LLC, a Florida 

limited liability company, for the use of the Premises plus an additional ±200 sq. ft. of 

office space, to operate an aircraft upholstery fabrication and repair service. Requires 

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

10. Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement 

between the City of St. Petersburg and St. Pete Aviation Services, LLC d/b/a St. Pete 

Air, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of 3,064 square feet of space in 

Maintenance Hangar 3-C located at 341  8th Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert 

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

11. Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a three (3) year License Agreement 

between the City of St. Petersburg and the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. for use of fifty 

(50) non-exclusive vehicular parking spaces to accommodate employee parking within 

the Albert Whitted Airport overflow parking area for a use fee of $1,287.50 per month. 

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

12. Approving an agreement between the City and Advantage Village Academy, Inc.  (in 

conjunction with SCLC of Pinellas County) that provides up to $35,000 of City support 

for a MLK Day Family Festival to be held in the parking lots of Tropicana Field.  

13. Approving a request from St. Petersburg Baseball Commission, Inc. to extend the 

Walter Fuller Term to September 30, 2018 and remove the surety requirement contained 

in Section 44 of the current management agreement. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-6] 

(Public Works) 

14. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement 

with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg 

Toilet Replacement Program Phase 15 in the amount of $100,000. [MOVED TO 

REPORTS AS E-7] 

15. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-08-CH2/W, to the 

agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc. in the 

amount of $191,046, for engineering services pertaining to the development of the Wet 

Weather Overflow Mitigation Program, Phase I. (Engineering Project No. 16045-111; 

Oracle No. 15336 and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of 

$231,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects 

Fund (4003) to the SAN Wet Weather Mitig FY16 Project (15336). [MOVED TO 

REPORTSD AS E-8] 

(Appointments) 
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16. Confirming the reappointment of Deborah Close as a regular member to the 

Commission on Aging to fill three-year term ending December 31, 2018. 

(Miscellaneous) 

17. Amending City Council Resolution No. 2015-33 to extend the original closing date from 

September 30, 2015 to March 31, 2016 for 31 Burlington Ltd, for the Burlington Place 

Apartments; providing that all other provisions of Resolution No. 2015-33 not amended 

herein shall remain in full force and effect; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to 

execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

18. Ratifying and approving Revision No. 1 to Task Order No. 15-01-KH/PDS (‘‘Task 

Order’’) to the consulting agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Kimley-

Horn & Associates, Inc. dated June 3, 2015 (‘‘Agreement’’), in the amount of $83,125 

for additional work related to the Parking Demand and Adequacy Study (‘‘Study’’); 

approving Amendment No. 1 to the Task Order as revised to the Agreement in the 

amount of $46,804 for the final work to complete the Study for a total Task Order (as 

revised and amended) amount not to exceed $179,900; and authorizing the Mayor or his 

designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

19. Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public 

Services Union representing the White Collar bargaining unit, for the period of 

December 28, 2015 through September 30, 2017. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-9] 

20. Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public 

Services Union representing the Blue Collar bargaining unit,  for the period of December 

28, 2015 through September 30, 2017. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-10] 

21. Authorizing the waiver of public construction bonds for American Housing Builders, 

Inc. for the construction of two single-family homes under the Neighborhood 

Stabilization Program on City-owned property located at 807 14th Avenue South and 

4119 13th Avenue South. 

22. Confirming the re-appointment of Clifton W. Michaelsen as a regular member to the 

Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments to serve a three-year term ending 

December 31, 2018. 

23. Approving the purchase of permit applications software from OpenCounter Enterprises, 

Inc., a sole source provider, for the Planning & Economic Development Department in 

an amount not to exceed $201,350. 

24. Confirming the appointment of Mark Foster and Peter Ford as regular members to the 

Nuisance Abatement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2018. 

25. Approval of Extension to the Franchise Agreement between TECO/Peoples Gas and the 

City of St. Petersburg. 

26. Supporting the elimination of all forms of discrimination and violence against women 

and girls, promoting the health and safety of women and girls, and supporting their 

being afforded equal academic, economic, social, cultural and business opportunities in 

the city of St. Petersburg; and expressing support for the Cities for CEDAW initiative. 
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27. Encouraging the Board of County Commissioners of Pinellas County, Florida to adopt a 

marijuana civil citation ordinance; requesting a response from the Board of County 

Commissioners within sixty (60) days of the date of this resolution advising City 

Council whether the Board intends to adopt a marijuana civil citation ordinance and the 

anticipated date of such ordinance. 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.  Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, December 10, 2015, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, December 10, 2015, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

Youth Services Committee 

Thursday, December 10, 2015, 10:30 a.m., Room 100 

CRA/Agenda Review and Administrative Update 

Thursday, December 10, 2015, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, December 10, 2015, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, December 17, 2015, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, December 17, 2015, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

City Council Workshop - Election of Chair & Vice Chair / 2016 Calendar 

Thursday, December 17, 2015, 10:30 a.m., Room 100 

Energy, Natural Resources & Sustainability 

Thursday, December 17, 2015, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Civil Service Board 

1 Alternate Member 

(Term expires 6/30/17) 















CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Report Item 

 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council 

 

DATE:  November 24, 2015 

 

COUNCIL    

DATE:  December 17, 2015 

 

RE:   I-275 Project Development and Environment Study  

 
 
 
ACTION DESIRED: 
 
FDOT will present their current study underway for operational and safety improvements on  

I-275 in Pinellas County from south of 54th Avenue South to north of 4th Street North. 

 
                                    

Jim Kennedy                         

City Council                         
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DST_4722973 



 
 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Honorable Chair and Members of City Council 

 

FROM: Public Issue Speech Staff Committee 

 

DATE: November 30, 2015 

 

SUBJECT: Report of Public Issue Speech Meeting 

  
 

The Public Issue Speech Committee, appointed to review the Application for and Affidavit of 

Indigency submitted by the sponsors of public issue speech events, met in City Hall on Tuesday, 

November 24, 2015 at 1:00 p.m. The meeting was noticed to the public. 

 

Roll call was taken, and those present were Gary G. Cornwell, City Administrator; Joseph P. Patner, 

Assistant City Attorney; and Thomas J. Jackson, Parks and Recreation Manager. Also present were 

Sevell Brown, III and Rev. Alvin Miller, both from the National Christian League Council (NCLC). 

 

The Committee reviewed the document (Application for and Affidavit of Indigency) submitted by 

Mr. Brown on behalf of the local chapter of the NCLC. The purpose of the request is to stage the 

traditional parade in honor of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. in downtown St. Petersburg on Monday, 

January 18, 2016. The Committee asked Mr. Brown if he had any other assets or property, and Mr. 

Brown replied in the negative. Therefore, the Committee concluded that the Application for and 

Affidavit of Indigency submitted by Mr. Brown supported the claim that the organization is 

financially unable to purchase liability insurance or pay for City services associated with staging the 

parade. 

 

Mr. Jackson moved that the Committee find the event deemed to constitute speech and public issue 

and the request for waiver of liability insurance and fees for the City services be granted on the basis 

of indigency. The motion was seconded by Mr. Patner and passed unanimously. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:26 p.m. 

 

cc: Gary Cornwell, City Administrator 

 Cathy Davis, Deputy City Clerk 

 Mike Jefferis, Parks and Recreation Director 

 Jacqueline Kovilaritch, City Attorney 

 Sherry McBee, Leisure Services Administrator 

 Joseph P. Patner, Assistant City Attorney 

 Chan Srinivasa, City Clerk 

 Phil Whitehouse, Parks and Recreation Superintendent 



RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 

  

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE INDIGENT 

STATUS OF THE NATIONAL CHRISTIAN 

LEAGUE OF COUNCILS, ST. PETE-PINELLAS 

COUNCIL, AND AUTHORIZING THE WAIVER 

OF CITY FEES AND COSTS FOR THE 31ST 

ANNUAL NATIONAL DR. MARTIN LUTHER 

KING, JR. DRUM MAJOR FOR JUSTICE 

PARADE AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 

DATE. 

 

  

  WHEREAS, the National Christian League of Councils, St. Pete-Pinellas Council, 

submitted an application for and affidavit of indigency requesting the waiver of City fees and costs 

regarding the 31st Annual National Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Drum Major for Justice Parade to 

be held on ________________, 2016; and 

 

  WHEREAS, the Public Issue Speech Committee met on November, 24, 2015, and 

determined that the National Christian League of Councils, St. Pete-Pinellas Council, fulfilled the 

public issue speech and indigent status requirements in its application for and affidavit of 

indigency for the waiver of City fees and costs.  

 

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

Petersburg, Florida, that the indigent status of the National Christian League of Councils, St. Pete-

Pinellas Council, is approved and that City fees and costs for the 31st Annual National Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr. Drum Major for Justice Parade are waived.  

   

  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

 

Approved as to Form and Substance: 

 

______________________________ 

City Attorney (Designee) 

 

 

 

 













MEMORANDUM 
Council Meeting of December 17, 2015 

 

TO:   City Council Chair and Members of City Council  

 

FROM: Robert Gerdes, Director, Codes Compliance Assistance Department  

 

RE:   Resolution to Approve Re-Appointment of Aaron Sharpe to the Code   

  Enforcement Board  

 

 

 Pursuant to St. Petersburg City Code Section 2-337, appointees to City boards, including 

the Code Enforcement Board (“Board”), may serve no more than two consecutive full terms on 

the same board.  City Council may waive this section for an appointee by resolution.  Such 

resolution must pass with six (6) affirmative votes and is required to be presented as a report 

item on the agenda.  A demonstrated benefit to the City must also be shown in the resolution. 

 

 Mr. Sharpe has served on the Board for two consecutive terms of three years each and his 

current term will expire on December 31, 2015.  Mr. Sharpe has also served as the Chair of the 

Board for the past two years.  The Department believes that Mr. Sharpe’s leadership on the 

Board has been invaluable both to the Department and the citizen participants appearing before 

the Board.  Mr. Sharpe’s private sector experience in the banking industry has assisted the Board 

on numerous occasions with understanding and explanations relating to real estate finance and 

foreclosures.   Additionally, his leadership as Chair has helped the Board as it transitions back to 

a single day format of dual hearings for violations and lien certifications.  Therefore, the Codes 

Compliance Assistance Department recommends the re-appointment of Aaron Sharpe to the 

Code Enforcement Board, and believes that his reappointment will provide a benefit to the 

Department, the Board and the City.  

 

 A resolution waiving the term limit prohibition contained in Section 2-337 for the 

reappointment of Aaron Sharpe to the Board is attached for your consideration. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attachments:  

 Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. ______ 

 

A RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR THE 

WAIVER, ON A ONE-TIME BASIS, FROM CITY 

CODE SECTION 2-337 WHICH LIMITS 

APPOINTEES TO CITY BOARDS, 

COMMITTEES, AND COMMISSIONS FROM 

SERVING MORE THAN TWO CONSECUTIVE 

FULL TERMS ON THE SAME BOARD, 

COMMITTEE, OR COMMISSION; PROVIDING 

FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF AARON SHARPE 

TO THE CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD FOR A 

THIRD CONSECUTIVE TERM; AND 

PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  

 

 

WHEREAS,  St. Petersburg City Code Section 2-337 currently limits appointees 

to City boards, committees, and commissions from serving more than two consecutive full terms 

on the same board, committee, or commission; and 

 

WHEREAS, a vacancy will occur on the Code Enforcement Board, starting on 

January 1, 2016; and 

 

 WHEREAS, a current member, Aaron Sharpe, who has served two consecutive 

full terms ending December 31, 2015 on the Code Enforcement Board, seeks appointment to the 

Code Enforcement Board for a third consecutive term, in excess of the term limits provided by 

Section 2-337; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Aaron Sharpe’s experience in the banking industry has been a 

benefit to the Board, the City, and the public because of his ability to assist the Board in  

understanding the foreclosure process and the impact it has on cases before the Board; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Codes Compliance Assistance Department supports the 

reappointment of the proposed appointee, Aaron Sharpe, to the Code Enforcement Board; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Section 2-337 allows for a waiver of the two term limit by 

resolution. 

 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St 

Petersburg, Florida, that the term limits in Section 2-337 are hereby waived on a one-time basis 

to permit the appointment of  Aaron Sharpe to the Code Enforcement Board for a third 

consecutive term. 

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this waiver will provide a benefit to the City 

and its citizens.  

 



 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Aaron Sharpe is hereby appointed to a third 

term on the Code Enforcement Board to begin January 1, 2016. 

 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

 

 

             

City Legal      Administration 

 

 









































 

Page 1 of 10 

AGREEMENT NO. 15C00000050 
 
 

COOPERATIVE FUNDING AGREEMENT (1) 
BETWEEN THE 

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
AND 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
FOR 

ST. PETERSBURG TOILET REPLACEMENT PROGRAM (N655) 
 
THIS COOPERATIVE FUNDING AGREEMENT (Agreement) is made and entered into by and 
between the SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, a public 
corporation of the State of Florida, whose address is 2379 Broad Street, Brooksville, Florida 
34604-6899, hereinafter referred to as the "DISTRICT," and the CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, 
a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, whose address is 175 Fifth Street North, St. 
Petersburg, Florida 33701, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY." 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 
WHEREAS, the CITY proposed a project to the DISTRICT for funding consideration under the 
DISTRICT'S cooperative funding program; and 
 
WHEREAS, the project consists of a water conservation incentive program that will provide 
CITY retail water customers with a toilet rebate, hereinafter referred to as the "PROJECT"; and 
 
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT considers the resource benefits to be achieved by the PROJECT 
worthwhile and desires to assist the CITY in funding the PROJECT. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the DISTRICT and the CITY, in consideration of the mutual terms, 
covenants and conditions set forth herein, agree as follows: 
 
1. PROJECT CONTACTS AND NOTICES.  Each party hereby designates the individual set 

forth below as its prime contact for matters relating to this Agreement.  Notices and reports 
shall be sent to the attention of each party's prime contact as set forth herein by U.S. mail, 
postage paid, by nationally recognized overnight courier, or personally to the parties' 
addresses as set forth below. Notice is effective upon receipt. 

 
Contract Manager for the DISTRICT: Josh Madden 

Southwest Florida Water Management District 
2379 Broad Street 
Brooksville, Florida 34604-6899 

 
Project Manager for the CITY: Christine Claus 

City of St. Petersburg 
1650 Third Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33713 
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Any changes to the above representatives or addresses must be provided to the other 
party in writing. 
 
1.1 The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is authorized to approve requests to extend a 

PROJECT task deadline set forth in this Agreement.  Such approval must be in 
writing, explain the reason for the extension and be signed by the Contract Manager 
and his or her Bureau Chief, or Director if the Bureau Chief is the Contract Manager, 
unless the DISTRICT’S Signature Authority provides otherwise. The DISTRICT’S 
Signature Authority supersedes the approval requirements provided in this 
provision.  The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is not authorized to approve any 
time extension which will result in an increased cost to the DISTRICT or which will 
exceed the expiration date set forth in this Agreement. 

 
1.2 The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is authorized to adjust a line item amount of 

the PROJECT budget contained in the Project Plan set forth in Exhibit "A" or, if 
applicable, the refined budget as set forth in Subparagraph 3.4 below.  The 
authorization must be in writing, explain the reason for the adjustment, and be 
signed by all appropriate DISTRICT staff in accordance with the DISTRICT’S 
Signature Authority.  The DISTRICT'S Contract Manager is not authorized to make 
changes to the Scope of Work and is not authorized to approve any increase in the 
amounts set forth in the funding section of this Agreement. 

 
2. SCOPE OF WORK.  Upon receipt of written notice to proceed from the DISTRICT, the 

CITY shall perform the services necessary to complete the PROJECT in accordance with 
the CITY'S Project Plan set forth in Exhibit "A."  Any changes to this Agreement, except 
as provided herein, must be mutually agreed to in a formal written amendment approved 
by the DISTRICT and the CITY prior to being performed by the CITY.  The CITY shall be 
solely responsible for managing and controlling the PROJECT, including the hiring and 
supervising of any consultants or contractors it engages. 

 
The parties agree that time is of the essence in the performance of each obligation under 
this Agreement. 

 
3. FUNDING.  The parties anticipate that the total cost of the PROJECT will be One Hundred 

Thousand Dollars ($100,000).  The DISTRICT agrees to fund PROJECT costs up to Fifty 
Thousand Dollars ($50,000) and shall have no obligation to pay any costs beyond this 
maximum amount.  The CITY agrees to provide all remaining funds necessary for the 
satisfactory completion of the PROJECT. 

 
3.1 The DISTRICT’S performance and payment pursuant to this Agreement are 

contingent upon the DISTRICT’S Governing Board appropriating funds in its 
approved budget for the PROJECT in each fiscal year of this Agreement.  The 
CITY’S payment of any financial obligation under this Agreement is subject to 
appropriation by the CITY’S Council of legally available funds. 
 

3.2 The CITY shall pay PROJECT costs prior to requesting reimbursement from the 
DISTRICT. The DISTRICT shall reimburse the CITY for the DISTRICT’S share of 
allowable PROJECT costs in accordance with the PROJECT budget contained in 
the Project Plan set forth in Exhibit “A.”  Reimbursement for expenditures of 
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contingency funds is contingent upon approval by the DISTRICT. If a 
reimbursement request includes the expenditure of contingency funds, the CITY 
shall provide sufficient documentation to the DISTRICT to explain the basis of the 
expense. The DISTRICT shall not reimburse the CITY for any contingency funds 
that the DISTRICT determines, in its sole discretion, to be in excess of what was 
reasonably necessary to complete the PROJECT.  The DISTRICT shall reimburse 
the CITY for fifty percent (50%) of all allowable costs in each DISTRICT approved 
invoice received from the CITY, but at no point in time will the DISTRICT’S 
expenditure amounts under this Agreement exceed expenditures made by the 
CITY. 

 
3.3 Unless otherwise stated in this Agreement, any federal, state, local or grant monies 

received by the CITY for this PROJECT shall be applied to equally reduce each 
party's share of PROJECT costs.  The CITY shall provide the DISTRICT with written 
documentation detailing its allocation of any such funds appropriated for this 
PROJECT. 

 
3.4 The CITY may contract with consultant(s), contractor(s) or both to accomplish the 

PROJECT.  The CITY must obtain the DISTRICT’S written approval prior to posting 
solicitations for consultants or contractors and prior to entering into agreements 
with consultants or contractors to ensure that costs to be reimbursed by the 
DISTRICT under those agreements are reasonable and allowable under this 
Agreement.  The DISTRICT shall provide a written response to the CITY within 
fifteen (15) business days of receipt of the solicitation or agreement.  Upon written 
DISTRICT approval, the budget amounts for the work set forth in such contract(s) 
shall refine the amounts set forth in the PROJECT budget and be incorporated 
herein by reference.  The DISTRICT shall not reimburse the CITY for costs incurred 
under consultant and contractor agreements until the DISTRICT approvals required 
under this provision have been obtained.  

 
3.5 Payment shall be made to the CITY within forty-five (45) days of receipt of an 

invoice with adequate supporting documentation to satisfy auditing purposes.  
Invoices shall be submitted to the DISTRICT every two (2) months electronically at 
invoices@WaterMatters.org, or at the following address: 

 
Accounts Payable Section 

Southwest Florida Water Management District 
Post Office Box 15436 

Brooksville, Florida 34604-5436 
 

The above-referenced payment due date shall not apply to that portion of an invoice 
that includes contingency expenses.  The DISTRICT agrees to reimburse the CITY 
for contingency expenses within a reasonable time to accommodate the process 
provided for in Subparagraph 3.2 of this Agreement.  

 
In addition to sending an original invoice to the DISTRICT’S Accounts Payable 
Section as required above, copies of invoices may also be submitted to the 
DISTRICT’S Contract Manager in order to expedite the review process.  Failure of 
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the CITY to submit invoices to the DISTRICT in the manner provided herein shall 
relieve the DISTRICT of its obligation to pay within the aforementioned timeframe. 

 
3.6 The parties acknowledge that the PROJECT was approved for funding by the 

DISTRICT based upon the resource benefits expected to be achieved by the 
PROJECT (the “Measurable Benefit”).  The parties also acknowledge that the CITY 
is solely responsible for implementing the PROJECT in such a manner that the 
expected resource benefits are achieved. If at any point during the progression of 
the PROJECT, the DISTRICT determines that it is likely that the Measurable Benefit 
as set forth in the Project Plan will not be achieved, the DISTRICT shall provide the 
CITY with fifteen (15) days advance written notice that the DISTRICT shall withhold 
payments to the CITY until such time as the CITY demonstrates that the PROJECT 
shall achieve the required resource benefits, to provide the CITY with an 
opportunity to cure the deficiencies. 

 
3.7 Any travel expenses which may be authorized under this Agreement shall be paid 

in accordance with Section 112.061, Florida Statutes (F.S.), as may be amended 
from time to time.  The DISTRICT shall not reimburse the CITY for any purpose not 
specifically identified in Paragraph 2, Scope of Work.  Surcharges added to third 
party invoices are not considered an allowable cost under this Agreement.  Costs 
associated with in-kind services provided by the CITY are not reimbursable by the 
DISTRICT and may not be included in the CITY’S share of funding contributions 
under this Agreement. 

 
3.8 Each CITY invoice must include the following certification, and the CITY hereby 

delegates authority by virtue of this Agreement to its Project Manager to affirm said 
certification: 

 
"I hereby certify that the costs requested for reimbursement and the CITY'S 
matching funds, as represented in this invoice, are directly related to the 
performance under the (Insert Project Title and Unit Code) agreement between 
the Southwest Florida Water Management District and City of St. Petersburg 
(Agreement No. 15C00000050), are allowable, allocable, properly documented, 
and are in accordance with the approved project budget.  This invoice includes 
$__ of contingency expenses.  The CITY has been allocated a total of $__ in 
federal, state, local or grant monies for this PROJECT (not including DISTRICT 
funds) and $__ has been allocated to this invoice, reducing the DISTRICT'S 
and CITY'S share to $__." 

 
3.9 In the event any dispute or disagreement arises during the course of the PROJECT, 

including whether expenses are reimbursable under this Agreement, the CITY will 
continue to perform the PROJECT work in accordance with the Project Plan.  The 
CITY is under a duty to seek clarification and resolution of any issue, discrepancy, 
or dispute by providing the details and basis of the dispute to the DISTRICT’S 
Contract Manager no later than ten (10) days after the precipitating event. If not 
resolved by the Contract Manager, in consultation with his or her Bureau Chief, 
within ten (10) days of receipt of notice, the dispute will be forwarded to the 
DISTRICT’S Assistant Executive Director. The DISTRICT’S Assistant Executive 
Director in consultation with the DISTRICT’S Office of General Counsel will issue 
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the DISTRICT’S final determination.  The CITY’S continuation of the PROJECT 
work as required under this provision shall not constitute a waiver of any legal 
remedy available to the CITY concerning the dispute. 

 
4. COMPLETION DATES.  The CITY shall commence and complete the PROJECT and 

meet the task deadlines in accordance with the project schedule set forth in Exhibit “A,” 
including any extensions of time provided by the DISTRICT in accordance with 
Subparagraph 1.1 of this Agreement.  In the event of hurricanes, tornados, floods, acts of 
God, acts of war, or other such catastrophes, or other man-made emergencies such as 
labor strikes or riots, which are beyond the control of the CITY, the CITY'S obligations to 
meet the time frames provided in this Agreement shall be suspended for the period of time 
the condition continues to exist.  During such suspension, this Agreement shall remain in 
effect.  When the CITY is able to resume performance of its obligations under this 
Agreement, in whole or in part, it shall immediately give the DISTRICT written notice to 
that effect and shall resume performance no later than two (2) working days after the 
notice is delivered.  The suspension of the CITY’S obligations provided for in this provision 
shall be the CITY'S sole remedy for the delays set forth herein. 

 
5. REPAYMENT. 

 
5.1 The CITY shall repay the DISTRICT all funds the DISTRICT paid to the CITY under 

this Agreement, if: a) the CITY fails to complete the PROJECT in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of this Agreement, including failing to meet the 
Measurable Benefit; b) the DISTRICT determines, in its sole discretion and 
judgment, that the CITY has failed to maintain scheduled progress of the PROJECT 
thereby endangering the timely performance of this Agreement; c) the CITY fails to 
appropriate sufficient funds to meet the task deadlines, unless extended in 
accordance with Subparagraph 1.1; or d) a provision or provisions of this 
Agreement setting forth the requirements or expectations of a Measurable Benefit 
resulting from the PROJECT is held to be invalid, illegal or unenforceable during 
the term of this Agreement.  Should any of the above conditions exist that require 
the CITY to repay the DISTRICT, this Agreement shall terminate in accordance with 
the procedure set forth in Paragraph 10, Default. 
 

5.2 Notwithstanding the above, the parties acknowledge that if the PROJECT fails to 
meet the Measurable Benefit specified in this Agreement, the CITY may request 
the DISTRICT Governing Board to waive the repayment obligation, in whole or in 
part. 

 
5.3 In the event the CITY is obligated to repay the DISTRICT under any provision of 

this Agreement, the CITY shall repay the DISTRICT within a reasonable time, as 
determined by the DISTRICT in its sole discretion. 

 
5.4 The CITY shall pay attorneys’ fees and costs incurred by the DISTRICT, including 

appeals, as a result of CITY’S failure to repay the DISTRICT as required by this 
Agreement. 

 
6. CONTRACT PERIOD.  This Agreement shall be effective March 1, 2016 and shall remain 

in effect through December  31, 2017, or upon satisfactory completion of the PROJECT 
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and subsequent reimbursement to the CITY, whichever occurs first, unless amended in 
writing by the parties.  The CITY shall not be eligible for reimbursement for any work that 
is commenced, or costs that are incurred, prior to the effective date of this Agreement. 

 
7. PROJECT RECORDS AND DOCUMENTS.  Upon request by the DISTRICT, the CITY 

shall permit the DISTRICT to examine or audit all PROJECT related records and 
documents during or following completion of the PROJECT at no cost to the DISTRICT.  
Payments made to the CITY under this Agreement shall be reduced for amounts found to 
be not allowable under this Agreement by an audit.  If an audit is undertaken by either 
party, all required records shall be maintained until the audit has been completed and all 
questions arising from it are resolved.  Each party shall maintain all such records and 
documents for at least three (3) years following completion of the PROJECT.  Each party 
shall allow public access to PROJECT documents and materials made or received by 
either party in accordance with the Public Records Act, Chapter 119, F.S.  Should either 
party assert any exemption to the requirements of Chapter 119, F.S., the burden of 
establishing such exemption, by way of injunctive or other relief as provided by law, shall 
be upon the asserting party. 

 
8. REPORTS. 

 
8.1 The CITY shall provide the DISTRICT with a quarterly report describing the 

progress of the PROJECT tasks, adherence to the performance schedule and any 
developments affecting the PROJECT.  The CITY shall promptly advise the 
DISTRICT of issues that arise that may impact the successful and timely completion 
of the PROJECT.  Quarterly reports shall be submitted to the DISTRICT’S Contract 
Manager no later than forty-five (45) days following the completion of the quarterly 
reporting period.  It is hereby understood and agreed by the parties that the term 
“quarterly” shall reflect the calendar quarters ending March 31, June 30, 
September 30 and December 31. 
 

8.2 Upon request by the DISTRICT, the CITY shall provide the DISTRICT with copies 
of all data, reports, models, studies, maps or other documents resulting from the 
PROJECT.  Additionally, one (1) set, electronic and hardcopy, of any final reports 
must be submitted to the DISTRICT as Record and Library copies. 

 
8.3 The CITY shall provide the data, reports and documents referenced in this provision 

at no cost to the DISTRICT. 
 

9. RISK, LIABILITY, AND INDEMNITY. 
 

9.1 To the extent permitted by Florida law, the CITY assumes all risks relating to the 
PROJECT and agrees to be solely liable for, and to indemnify and hold the 
DISTRICT harmless from all claims, loss, damage and other expenses, including 
attorneys’ fees and costs and attorneys’ fees and costs on appeal, arising from the 
implementation of the PROJECT; provided, however, that the CITY shall not 
indemnify for that portion of any loss or damages proximately caused by the 
negligent act or omission of the DISTRICT’S officers, employees, contractors and 
agents.  The acceptance of the DISTRICT’S funding by the CITY does not in any 
way constitute an agency relationship between the DISTRICT and the CITY. 
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9.2 The CITY agrees to indemnify and hold the DISTRICT harmless, to the extent 

allowed under Section 768.28, F.S., from all claims, loss, damage and other 
expenses, including attorneys’ fees and costs and attorneys’ fees and costs on 
appeal, arising from the negligent acts or omissions of the CITY’S officers, 
employees, contractors and agents related to its performance under this 
Agreement. 

 
9.3 This Paragraph 9 shall not be construed as a waiver of the CITY’S sovereign 

immunity or an extension of CITY’S liability beyond the limits established in Section 
768.28, F.S.  Additionally, this Paragraph 9 will not be construed to impose 
contractual liability on the CITY for underlying tort claims as described above 
beyond the limits specified in Section 768.28, F.S., nor be construed as consent by 
the CITY to be sued by third parties in any manner arising out of this Agreement. 

 
9.4 Nothing in this Agreement shall be interpreted as a waiver of the DISTRICT’S 

sovereign immunity or an extension of its liability beyond the limits established in 
Section 768.28, F.S., nor be construed as consent by the DISTRICT to be sued by 
third parties in any manner arising out of this Agreement. 

 
10. DEFAULT.  Either party may terminate this Agreement upon the other party's failure to 

comply with any term or condition of this Agreement, including the failure to meet task 
deadlines established in this Agreement, as long as the terminating party is not in default 
of any term or condition of this Agreement at the time of termination.  To effect termination, 
the terminating party shall provide the defaulting party with a written "Notice of 
Termination" stating its intent to terminate and describing all terms and conditions with 
which the defaulting party has failed to comply.  If the defaulting party has not remedied 
its default within thirty (30) days after receiving the Notice of Termination, this Agreement 
shall automatically terminate.  If a default cannot reasonably be cured in thirty (30) days, 
then the thirty (30) days may be extended at the non-defaulting party’s discretion, if the 
defaulting party is pursuing a cure of the default with reasonable diligence.  The rights and 
remedies in this provision are in addition to any other rights and remedies provided by law 
or this Agreement. 

 
11. RELEASE OF INFORMATION.  The parties agree not to initiate any oral or written media 

interviews or issue press releases on or about the PROJECT without providing notices or 
copies to the other party no later than three (3) business days prior to the interview or 
press release.  This provision shall not be construed as preventing the parties from 
complying with the public records disclosure laws set forth in Chapter 119, F.S. 

 
12. DISTRICT RECOGNITION.  The CITY shall recognize DISTRICT funding in any reports, 

models, studies, maps or other documents resulting from this Agreement, and the form of 
said recognition shall be subject to DISTRICT approval. 

 
13. LAW COMPLIANCE.  The CITY shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local 

laws, rules, regulations and guidelines, including those of the DISTRICT, related to 
performance under this Agreement. 
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14. ASSIGNMENT.  Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, no party may assign any 
of its rights or delegate any of its obligations under this Agreement, including any operation 
or maintenance duties related to the PROJECT, without the prior written consent of the 
other party.  Any attempted assignment in violation of this provision is void. 

 
15. CONTRACTORS.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to create, or be implied 

to create, any relationship between the DISTRICT and any consultant or contractor of the 
CITY. 

 
16. THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to benefit 

any person or entity not a party to this Agreement. 
 

17. LOBBYING PROHIBITION.  Pursuant to Section 216.347, F.S., the CITY is prohibited 
from using funds provided by this Agreement for the purpose of lobbying the Legislature, 
the judicial branch or a state agency. 

 
18. PUBLIC ENTITY CRIMES.  Pursuant to Subsections 287.133(2) and (3), F.S., a person 

or affiliate who has been placed on the convicted vendor list following a conviction for a 
public entity crime may not submit a bid, proposal, or reply on a contract to provide any 
goods or services to a public entity; may not submit a bid, proposal, or reply on a contract 
with a public entity for the construction or repair of a public building or public work; may 
not submit bids, proposals, or replies on leases of real property to a public entity; may not 
be awarded or perform work as a contractor, supplier, subcontractor, or consultant under 
a contract with any public entity; and may not transact business with any public entity in 
excess of the threshold amount provided in Section 287.017, F.S., for Category Two, for 
a period of 36 months following the date of being placed on the convicted vendor list.  The 
CITY agrees to include this provision in all contracts issued as a result of this Agreement. 

 
19. GOVERNING LAW.  This Agreement is governed by Florida law and venue for resolving 

disputes under this Agreement shall be exclusively in Hernando County, Florida.   
 

20. SEVERABILITY.  If any provision or provisions of this Agreement shall be held to be 
invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, the validity, legality and enforceability of the remaining 
provisions shall not in any way be affected or impaired thereby.  Notwithstanding the 
above, if a provision or provisions of this Agreement setting forth the requirements or 
expectations of a Measurable Benefit resulting from the PROJECT is held to be invalid, 
illegal or unenforceable during the term of this Agreement, this Agreement shall terminate 
in accordance with Subparagraph 5.1. 

 
21. SURVIVAL.  The provisions of this Agreement that require performance after the 

expiration or termination of this Agreement shall remain in force notwithstanding the 
expiration or termination of this Agreement including Subparagraphs 3.3 and 8.2, and 
Paragraphs 5, 7, 9, 19 and 20 and any provisions requiring an offset or other continuing 
resource benefit.  

 
22. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.  This Agreement and the attached exhibit listed below constitute 

the entire agreement between the parties and, unless otherwise provided herein, may be 
amended only in writing, signed by all parties to this Agreement. 
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23. DOCUMENTS.  The following document is attached and made a part of this Agreement.  
In the event of a conflict of contract terminology, priority shall first be given to the language 
in the body of this Agreement, and then to Exhibit "A." 

 
Exhibit "A" CITY'S Project Plan 

 
 
 The remainder of this page intentionally left blank. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto, or their lawful representatives, have executed 
this Agreement on the day and year set forth next to their signatures below. 
 
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
 
 
By:_______________________________________________ 
 Brian J. Armstrong, P.G. Date 
 Assistant Executive Director  
 
 
 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
 
By:_______________________________________________ 
 Gary G. Cornwell, City Administrator Date 
 
 
 
ATTEST 
 
By:_______________________________________________ 

Chan Srinivasa, City Clerk 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
 
 
By:_______________________________________________ 

Kim Streeter, Assistant City Attorney 
 
 
 

COOPERATIVE FUNDING AGREEMENT (1) 
BETWEEN THE 

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
AND 

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
FOR 

ST. PETERSBURG TOILET REPLACEMENT PROGRAM (N655) 

DISTRICT APPROVAL  INITIALS       DATE 

LEGAL _________    _________ 

RISK MGMT _________    _________ 

CONTRACTS _________    _________ 

BUREAU CHIEF _________    _________ 

DIRECTOR _________    _________ 
GOVERNING BOARD _________    _________ 
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AGREEMENT NO. 15C00000050 
 
 

EXHIBIT "A" 
CITY’S PROJECT PLAN 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The PROJECT is a water conservation incentive program that will provide CITY retail water 
customers with up to a $100 rebate per toilet for the purchase and installation of a high efficiency 
toilet (HET) (1.28 gallons per flush) that replaces a high-volume toilet installed prior to 1995. 
 
MEASURABLE BENEFITS: 
The PROJECT will replace approximately 600 high-volume toilets, producing a water savings of 
approximately 14,256 gallons per day.  The PROJECT’S estimated cost/benefit ratio is $1.93 per 
thousand gallons (20 years at 8% interest).  
 
DELIVERABLES: 
The CITY shall provide quarterly status reports and a final report. The final report shall be submitted 
with the final invoice and shall contain the following information: Number of toilets installed and 
rebates issued, reported by rebate type; full accounting of all funds expended during and in relation 
to the PROJECT; description of all public awareness efforts; customer surveys to determine the 
satisfaction with the toilets and the PROJECT; description of old toilet removal and disposal 
methods; calculation of water savings. 
 
PROJECT BUDGET: 

ITEM CITY DISTRICT TOTAL 
600 Toilet Rebates, to include: 
 Single, Multi-family, and Commercial toilets @ 

$100.00 each 
$30,000 $30,000 $60,000

Program Administration:  
  600 @ $50.00 each 

$15,000 $15,000 $30,000

Program promotion $5,000 $5,000 $10,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $50,000 $50,000 $100,000
*NOTE: In no instance will the rebate exceed the actual cost of the rebated toilet(s) and 
installation(s). 
 
COMPLETION SCHEDULE: 

TASK START DATE END DATE 

Toilet Rebate March 1, 2016 March 1, 2017 

Final Report March 2, 2017 June 1, 2017 

 
IMPLEMENTATION:  
The CITY is responsible for, but not limited to: 

 Working with customers to guide them through the program. 
 Tracking all program activity. 
 Procuring and collecting customer survey data and performing subsequent data analysis. 
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 Promotion of the PROJECT through interaction with the plumbing industry. 
 Establishing PROJECT policy. 
 Providing program marketing. 
 Overseeing program operations. 
 Providing for collection and disposal of replaced toilets. 

 
INSPECTIONS: 
The CITY shall be responsible for ensuring that all installed toilets are inspected prior to issuance of 
rebates.  All inspections shall include the following, at a minimum: 

 Toilet(s) is secured and properly installed. 
 Insure that the toilet(s) being replaced was installed prior to 1995. 
 Installed HET(s) must be certified to meet WaterSense criteria through the Environmental 

Protection Agency's (EPA's) WaterSense labeling program.  To be eligible for a rebate, the 
CITY shall verify that each HET installed is on the EPA's approved list. 

 HET(s) flushes with no more than 1.28 gallons. 
 Toilet(s) does not exhibit any evidence of leakage. 
 Observation of the flush out and refill of the toilet(s) to ensure proper operation and to confirm 

the water level in the tank and bowl is consistent with the manufacturing standards. 
 Mark the toilet(s) with the application number using permanent ink. 



REVISED  
12-1-15 

 

 

1 
 

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
 

Consent Agenda 
 

Meeting of December 17, 2015 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Charles Gerdes, Chair and Members of City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-08-
CH2/W, to the Architect/Engineer agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and 
CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc. in the amount of $191,046, for architectural and engineering 
design services pertaining to the development of the Wet Weather Overflow Mitigation 
Program, Phase I. (Engineering Project No. 16045-111; Oracle No. 15336 and approving 
a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $231,000 from the unappropriated balance 
of the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003) to the SAN Wet Weather Mitig FY16 
Project (15336) and providing an effective date. 
 
EXPLANATION:  On July 18, 2014 City Council approved an Architect/Engineering 
Master Agreement with the professional consulting engineering firm of CH2M Hill 
Engineers, Inc. (“Engineer”), for architectural services related to Miscellaneous Potable 
Water, Wastewater and Reclaimed Water Projects.   
 
On October 22, 2015, the City Council’s joint Budget, Finance and Taxation (BFT) and 
Public Services and Infrastructure  (PSI) Committees requested that the budgetary costs 
required to eliminate wet weather overflows from the City’s wastewater collection system 
and water reclamation facilities (WRF) for a range of wet weather events be evaluated.   
 
The goal of this effort is to evaluate a range of budgetary cost estimates for improvements 
to the City’s collection system, Water Reclamation Facilities (WRFs), and reclaimed water 
disposal facilities to determine budgetary cost allocations for improvements to collection, 
treatment, and disposal so as to have no wet weather overflows within a determined Level 
of Service and within the WRF’s flow projections through year 2035.  Engineer will 
conduct an inflow/ Infiltration (I/I) assessment for the City of St. Petersburg’s sanitary 
sewer system and ultimately develop an I/I Abatement Program, including associated 
budgetary cost for implementation. Engineer will take a phased approach, initially making 
best use of available data to provide the City with a preliminary recommendations and 
budgetary costs to mitigate I/I such that peak flows to the SWWRF do not exceed 40 MGD 
for rainfall conditions to be determined. Under this initial assessment, Phase I, the 
Engineer will collect and analyze available data, estimate the quantity and sources of I/I 
entering St. Petersburg’s sewer system, and develop and evaluate alternative scenarios 
to mitigate I/I and reduce peak flow to the SWWRF. Reiss Engineering, Inc. (REI) will 
subcontract with Engineer to validate the CITY’s current wastewater collection system 
model. Engineer will estimate costs for each scenario and provide the CITY with 
preliminary budgetary costs for the achievement of I/I abatement and peak flow reduction.  
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The findings of this evaluation will support the development of a pilot study to further 
characterize I/I sources and the efficacy of available mitigation technologies.  In an effort 
to find the optimal cost of wet weather overflows mitigation at the City’s WRFs, the cost 
of treatment facility and disposal upgrades will also be developed. Flow projections for 
the NEWRF, NWWRF, and SWWRF are currently being reviewed and updated under a 
separate Task Order 12-06-CH2/W by Engineer. A review of hydraulic restrictions at the 
SWWRF and identification of potential concepts for expanding the SWWRF treatment 
facility if needed per the updated flow projections are also being conducted under Task 
Order 12-06-CH2/W. Project cost estimates for identified expansion concepts will be 
developed under this scope of work. As a future flow diversion of influent flow from the 
SWWRF to the NWWRF is planned to occur, hydraulic restrictions and subsequent 
potential expansion projects will be estimated for NWWRF. Potential expansion projects 
will also be identified and estimated for NEWRF as necessary to mitigate theoretical wet 
weather overflows per the updated flow projections. 
 
This program will be completed in two subsequent phases described under separate Task 
Orders: Phase II – A pilot study will be conducted for I/I abatement; Phase III – Based on 
the pilot study, a comprehensive wet weather overflows mitigation plan will be developed 
to describe long term I/I abatement projects, and preliminary Engineering for Water 
Reclamation Facility treatment and disposal upgrades will be performed.  
 
Task Order No. 12-08-CH2/W, cost is $191,046.  The expected completion of Phase I is 
March 2016.  The scopes, associated fees and schedules of Phase II and Phase III will 
be developed further after the completion of Phase I.  The additional funding being 
appropriated will cover Engineering Design costs to manage the project and a 
contingency. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Administration recommends authorizing the Mayor or his 
designee to execute Task Order No. 12-08-CH2/W, to the Architect/Engineering 
agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc. in the 
amount of $191,046, for architectural and engineering design services pertaining to the 
development of the Wet Weather Overflow Mitigation Program, Phase I. (Engineering 
Project No. 16045-111; Oracle No. 15336) and approving a supplemental appropriation 
in the amount of $231,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources 
Capital Projects Fund (4003) to the SAN Wet Weather Mitig FY16 Project (15336) and 
providing an effective date. 
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COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:  Funds will be available in the Water 
Resources Capital Project Fund (4003) following a supplemental appropriation in the 
amount of $231,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital 
Project Fund to the SAN Wet Weather Mitig FY16 Project, 15336. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: Resolution 
 
 
 
APPROVALS:  __________________________ ________________________ 
 Administrative  Budget 











     ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 

Committee Report 
 

December 10, 2015 
8:00 a.m. - City Hall Room 100 

 

 
Present: Chair James R. “Jim” Kennedy, Jr., Vice-Chair Karl Nurse, Councilmembers Charles Gerdes 

and William Dudley. 
 
Also:  Councilmembers Steve Kornell and Amy Foster, City Attorney, Jacqueline Kovilaritch; Chief 

Assistant City Attorney, Jeannine Williams; City Administrator, Gary Cornwell; City Auditor, 
Bradley Scott; Human Resources Director, Chris Guella; Benefits Manager, Vicki Grant; Arthur 
J. Gallagher & Company Representative, Chuck Tobin; Risk Management Analyst, Robert 
Coats, Human Resources; Manager Parks and Recreation, Linda Seufert and Senior Deputy 
City Clerk, Cathy E. Davis.  

 

                Councilmember Rice (Alternate).  Councilmember Rice was reported present at 9:00 a.m. 
 
 
     

A. Call to Order 

Chair Kennedy called the meeting to order with the above persons present. 

B. Approval of Agenda 

In connection with the approval of the meeting agenda Councilmember Gerdes motioned that the 

agenda be approved as written.  All were in favor of the motion.  Ayes: Kennedy, Nurse, Dudley, 

Gerdes.  Nays. None. Absent: Rice (Alternate). 

C. Approval of Minutes  

In connection with the approval of meeting minutes Councilmember Gerdes requested that the 

minutes be revised to reflect those in attendance and those absent during the committee meeting.  

Councilmember Gerdes also asked that the meeting minutes of October 22nd be revised to reflect 

a Joint Meeting of the Budget Finance & Taxation and Public Safety & Infrastructure Committee  

and that the November 16th meeting minutes be revised to reflect a meeting of the BF&T 

Committee.  Councilmember Gerdes then motioned that the following meeting minutes be 

approved by the committee as amended:   

August 20, 2015       

 August 27, 2015 

September 10, 2015 

            September 24, 2015 

 October 8, 2015 

             October 22, 2015 (Joint Meeting of BF&T and PS&I Committees) 

             November 16, 2015 
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              November 23, 2015 

All were in favor of the motion.  Ayes: Kennedy, Nurse, Dudley, Gerdes.  Nays. None. Absent. 

Rice (Alternate). 

  

D. New/Deferred Business  

 

1.   December 10, 2015 

 

a. Employee Health Insurance Renewal  

 

Chris Guella, Human Resource Director, along with Vicki Grant, Benefits Manager, and 

Chuck Tobin with Gallagher and Company presented the 2016/2017 Health Plan Review.  

The presentation included a review of medical and prescription drug claims experience, 

health plan cost projections PYE2016, and proposed health plan benefit changes.  

 

The claims history presented showed that the PEPM’s (claims cost per employee per 

month) for PYE 2015, FYE 2015, and PYE 2016 to date totaled $989.26 and $954.52 

respectively. Large claims from April 2015 to October 2015 total $256,960 for spouses of 

male employees, $218,934 for spouses of female employees, $207,711 for all retirees, 

and $206,876 for all employees. 

 

 

Health plan cost projections with no plan changes for plan year April 2016 through March 

2017 will increase total expenses from $41,276,479 for the current plan to $44,443,294 

for the proposed plan. This represents an increase of 5.7%. 

  

Proposed changes to each of the available health plan options would include the 

following: 

 

Choice Plan 

 Increase the deductible from $500/$1000 to $750/$1500 

 Increase the primary care copay from $20 to $30 

 Increase the specialist copay from $30/$40 to $35/$50 

 Estimated plan savings total $900,000 

 

Choice Plan Plus 

 Increase the deductible from $500/$1,000 to$750/$1500 

 Increase the primary care copay from $25 to $30 

  Increase the non-tier1 specialist copay from $45 to $50 

 Estimated plan savings total $90,000 
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Base Plan 

 Increase the deductible from $500/$1000 to $750/$1500 

 Increase the primary care copay from $25 to $30 

 Increase the non-tier 1 specialist copay from $45 to $50 

 Estimated plan savings total $70,000  

 

All plans 

 Have all out-of-network claims reimbursed on schedule based Medicare allowable 

charges, patients would be balanced billed. This will not apply to emergency services. 

 

Health plan cost projections with the proposed changes for plan year April 2016 through 

March 2017 will increase total expenses from $41,276,479 for the current plan to 

$43,380,793 for the proposed plan with changes. This represents an increase of 3.1%. 

Mr. Tobin discussed increasing revenues an additional 5% in order to add the health 

insurance fund reserves. 

 

An aggregating specific stop loss option was presented. This option would provide 

reimbursement for all individual claims that meet the stop loss criteria. The option would 

add a middle tier deductible which will result in total premium savings.   

 

Action: Councilmember Nurse motioned that the committee approve the proposed health 

plan and forward to City Council for consideration and approval.  Motion approved 

unanimously. Ayes: Kennedy, Nurse, Gerdes, Dudley.  Nays. None. Absent. 

None. 

    
b. Discussion for Use of Tourist Development Tax 

Joe Zeoli, Managing Director, CDA  provided an update on the Tourist Development Tax 
It was reported that FY 2015 the net proceeds of the tax totaled $38.8 million, which is a 
12% increase from 2014. Each 1% of the 5% tax nets 7.7 million. In October 2015 the 
proceeds from the tax were up 15% from October 2014. In January of 2016 the tax will 
be increased to 6%.  This increase should net an additional $6 million in fiscal year 2016. 
 
An update on the Tourism Development Committee’s Tourist Development Plan provided 
that that a minimum of 60% of the tax revenues must be spent on marketing and 
advertising, and that a maximum of 40% can be used for facilities and capital 
improvements. This plan was moved forward to the BOCC who modified the TDC’s 
version. The words maximum and minimum were struck from the plan providing flexibility 
in allocation of the Tourist Development Tax revenues. The BOCC further amended the 
plan to allow any unused capital funds to be saved as reserve for future projects. 
   
 
Lastly, it was reported that Mr. Zeoli met with David Downing the Executive Director of 
the CVB regarding how the Tourist Development Tax funds are allocated to arts and other 
allocation concerns of the BF&T Committee. Dr.  Mr. Downing is willing to make himself 
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available to come and speak with the Budget, Finance, and Taxation Committee. 
Members of the Committee agreed that a meeting would be beneficial, and urged staff to 
work on scheduling same 

 
 

E. Continued Business 

 

F. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 

 

1. December 17, 2015 

 

a. RFP Approval for External Audit and Assurance Services (Scott) 

 

b. Banking RFP recommendation-JP Morgan Chase (Fritz) 

 

c. Quarterly Grant Reports (Ojah-Maharaj) 

H.    New Business Item Referrals  

       There being no further business, the meeting was adjournment at 9:18 a.m. 
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Resolution No. 2015-________ 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING EVENTS FOR CO-SPONSORSHIP IN 

NAME ONLY BY THE CITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016;  WAIVING 

THE SIX MONTH REQUIREMENT OF SECTION “D” OF 

RESOLUTION NO.  2000-562, AND PAYMENT OF THE WAIVER FEE 

REQUIRED BY CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO. 2009-353 AS TO 

COMMUNITY ACTION STOPS ABUSE, INC.; WAIVING THE NON-

PROFIT REQUIREMENT OF RESOLUTION NO. 2000-562(a)8 FOR 

THE CO-SPONSORED EVENTS TO BE PRESENTED BY WE ARE 

CONCERTS, LLC AND LIVE NATION WORLDWIDE, INC.; 

AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL 

DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS RESOLUTION; 

AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

 WHEREAS, various entities have requested that the City co-sponsor their public events in 

name only for Fiscal Year 2016; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council Co-Sponsored Events Committee has reviewed these requests 

in accordance with City Council Resolution No. 2000-562, as amended, and has made 

recommendations to City Council as to which requests to approve in name only; and 

 

 WHEREAS, City Council has reviewed the recommendations and has determined which of 

these requests to approve in name only; and 

 

 WHEREAS, City Council Resolution No. 2000-562(a) 8. requires: 

 

The applicant agency [requesting co-sponsorship] 

must have been a non-profit or not for profit 

corporation, exempt from federal income tax (26 

U.S.C. Sec. 501(c)(3) or similar federal tax provision) 

for a period of 1 year prior to the date of application 

and must provide a letter of endorsement for the event 

from the corporation’s board of directors.  Proof of 

corporate existence and tax status are required at the 

time of making application. 

;and 

 

 WHEREAS, City Council Resolution No. 2006-119 exempts governmental entities from the 

non-profit requirements of Resolution No. 2000-562(a) 8; and 

 

 WHEREAS, We Are Concerts, LLC and Live Nation Worldwide, Inc. (collectively, “For 

Profit Entities”), do not meet the non-profit requirement of Resolution No. 2000-562(a) 8; and 

 

 WHEREAS, in order for the City to enter into co-sponsorship agreements with the For Profit 

Entities, the non-profit requirements of Resolution No. 2000-562 (a) 8. must be waived by City 

Council; and   
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 WHEREAS, the Administration and the City Council Co-sponsored Events Committee have 

reviewed the events set forth below that have been proposed by the various entities and recognize 

them as events that will benefit the community and recommend approval of the events for co-

sponsorship and that a waiver be granted to the For Profit Entities.  

 

 WHEREAS, Section “D” of City Council Resolution No. 2000-562, as amended, (“Section 

D”) requires that all requests for co-sponsorship must be made no fewer than six (6) months prior to 

the first date of the event; and 

 

 WHEREAS, City Council Resolution No. 2009-353 amended Section D to establish a $1,200 

waiver fee for applicants seeking a waiver of the six (6) month requirement of Section D; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the application of Community Action Stops Abuse, Inc. (“CASA”) did not meet 

the six (6) month requirement of Section D; and 

 

 WHEREAS, in order for City to enter into a contract with CASA, the six (6) month 

requirement of Section D must be waived by the City Council; and  

 

 WHEREAS, CASA has requested that City Council waive the payment of the $1,200 waiver 

fee for the following reasons: 

 

  1. Recent changes in the CASA board have resulted in a change in the type of 

event that the group would like to promote and stage for the benefit of CASA. 

  2. The waiver fee would be a financial burden for CASA, and a waiver of the 

fee will permit CASA to utilize those funds for other programs and projects in the community; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Co-Sponsored Events Committee has reviewed CASA’s application and 

recommends that the six (6) months requirement of Section D, and the payment of the waiver fee be 

waived. 

 

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

Florida, that the following events for co-sponsorship by the City in name only are approved for Fiscal 

Year 2016, provided that the For Profit Entities shall provide evidence to the City of partnering with 

a non-profit organization 45 days prior to the first day of the event:  
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Group B & C Events 

Event Name Non Profit Profit Organization Event Dates 

Mainsail Arts Festival MAINSAIL ART FESTIVAL, INCORPORATED   
04/16/16     
04/17/16 

Rebolution Fest TBD WE ARE CONCERTS, LLC 
06/24/16                 
06/25/16                 
06/26/16 

Slightly Stupid 2015 TBD WE ARE CONCERTS, LLC 
08/12/16 - 
08/14/16 

Take Back the Night THE CRISIS CENTER OF TAMPA BAY, INC.   04/30/16 

Dragon Boat Racing LAO ARTS AND CULTURAL FOUNDATION, INC.   09/24/16 

Movies in the Park (May) SAINT PETERSBURG PRESERVATION, INC.   4/28/16-5/26/16 

CASA Jazz Soiree COMMUNITY ACTION STOPS ABUSE, INC.   04/02/16 

Warped Tour MY HOPE CHEST CORPORATION 
LIVE NATION WORLDWIDE, 
INC. 

07/01/06 

Annual Breast Cancer 
Run/Walk 

THE 2ND BASEMEN, INC.   05/01/16 

St Pete Wine and Food ST. PETERSBURG ARTS ALLIANCE, INC.   TBA 

Tampa Bay CureSearch Walk 
NATIONAL CHILDHOOD CANCER 
FOUNDATION DBA CANCER RESEARCH FOR 
CHILDREN 

  09/17/16 

Sunrise Run-First to the Cross FIRST TO THE CROSS MINISTRIES, INC.   09/24/16 

St. Petersburg Jazz Explosion ST PETERSBURG JAZZ EXPLOSION, INC.   05/14/16 

Out of the Darkness 
Community Walk 

AMERICAN FOUNDATION FOR SUICIDE 
PREVENTION 

 10/22/16 

 
; and   

  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the non-profit requirement of Resolution No. 2000-562(a) 8. is 

waived for the Co-sponsored Events to be presented in FY 2016 by We Are Concerts, LLC, and  Live 

Nation Worldwide, Inc.; and 
  

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Section “D” of City Council Resolution No. 2000-562, 

as amended, (“Section D”) that requires that all requests for co-sponsorship must be made no fewer 

than six (6) months prior to the first date of the event, and the $1,200 waiver fee established by City 

Council Resolution No. 2009-353 for applicants seeking a waiver of the six (6) month requirement of 

Section D, are waived as to the application of Community Action Stops Abuse, Inc. (“CASA”); 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:       



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Public Services and Infrastructure Committee Meeting 

November 19, 2015 @ 9:15 a.m. 

 

 

PRESENT: Committee Chair Bill Dudley; Vice-Chair Steve Kornell, Councilmembers 

James R. Kennedy, Jr., Darden Rice and Amy Foster (alternate) 

 

ALSO PRESENT: Councilmembers Charlie Gerdes and Karl Nurse; Jackie Kovilaritch, City 

Attorney; Rick Dunn, Manager – Building Official, Construction Services & 

Permitting; Tami Simms, The Simms Team, Urban Construction Task Force 

Co-Chair (Coastal Properties Group); Michael Van Butsel, Urban Construction 

Task Force Co-Chair (DPR Construction); Support Staff: Mika Nelson, Library 

Director and primary support staff; Michael Vineyard, Park Operations 

Manager and backup support staff; Chan Srinivasa, 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 in favor of the motion.  

Councilmember Kennedy moved with the second of Councilmember Rice for approval of the 

September 24, 2015 PSI minutes.  All were in favor of the motion. 

In connection with new business, Urban Construction Task Force, Rick Dunn of the City’s 

Construction Services & Permitting department provided information on the formation of the Urban 

Construction Task Force, co-chaired by Tami Simms of The Simms Team, Coastal Properties Group 

International, LLC and Michael Van Butsel of DPR Construction.  Mr. Dunn summarized the task 

force’s charge of reviewing and making recommendations for best practices in urban construction to 

improve construction site plans and procedures affecting neighboring residents and businesses in the 

City of St. Petersburg’s downtown area.   

 

Tami Simms, along with Michael Van Butsel, reported the task force’s findings, including detailed 

information on their review of the industry’s best practices and the group’s resulting 

recommendations regarding construction hours, noise and traffic; location of deliveries and 

equipment; contractor parking; training opportunities; and communication between contractors, 

developers, the City, and neighboring residents.   

 

Mr. Dunn and the co-chairs addressed the Council committee’s questions and provided additional 

details on action items, including the implementation of a construction action plan worksheet, which 

consolidates information for a variety of City departments into a single document for contractors and 

developers.  The success of the task force resulted in strengthened communication and collaboration, 

as the group will continue to meet quarterly to monitor the implementation of action items and to 

review and recommend best practices for future urban construction plans in St. Petersburg. 

 

The next meeting is scheduled for December 10, 2015. 

 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:30 a.m. 

 



City of St. Petersburg 

Youth Services Committee Report 

Thursday, December 10, 2015 

10:30 a.m. 

 

Room 100 

 

Members and Alternates: Councilmembers Amy Foster (Chair), Steve Kornell (Vice-Chair), 

Bill Dudley, and Wengay Newton; Alternate – Karl Nurse 

 

Support Staff:   Mike Jefferis, Parks and Recreation Director 

 

A. Call to Order and Roll Call – Councilmember Amy Foster, Committee Chair 

The meeting was called to order by Chair Foster. Councilmembers in attendance were Bill 

Dudley, Charlie Gerdes, Steve Kornell, Karl Nurse, and Wengay Newton 

 

B. Approval of minutes for Youth Services Committee – October 8, 2015 

The minutes for the meeting of October 8, 2015 were approved as submitted. 

 

C. Agenda Items 

 

Director Leah McRae, St. Petersburg Department of Education and Community 

Engagement, and Assistant Superintendent Lori Matway, Pinellas County Schools (PCS), 

discussed the individual and collaborative efforts of their respective agencies before the 

Youth Services Committee today. 

 

Ms. McRae identified five proactive action steps she will take to assist PCS efforts: 

1. Enhance antibullying efforts – a long-term campaign to end bullying, create 

awareness among students, and work with community partners to stage antibullying 

rallies. 

2. Streamline available resources to support public schools – resources that exist 

include mentoring, tutoring, services to families, etc.; provide more accessibility to 

parents and the community. 

3. Increase educational opportunities for St. Petersburg students – cooperative efforts 

to include partnership with Eckerd College, service learning program with St. 

Petersburg H.S., St. Pete’s Promise, and the creation of a sustainable citywide 

internship program. 

4. Build stronger community partnerships – establish a community PTA to build 

stronger community bonds. 

5. Create safer environments surrounding the schools – improve external 

environments and establish a safe route to school. 

 

Ms. Matway presented data pertaining to students, the school district, graduation rates, 

demographic statistics, dual enrollment, Advanced Placement courses, etc. She also 

discussed continual challenges—tardiness and absenteeism. PCS continues to provide 



staff, social workers, School Resource Officers, volunteers, training, tutoring, mentoring 

to assist both parents and students achieve academic success. 

 

D. Next Meeting Date – Thursday, January 14, 2016 

 

E. Adjournment – Meeting was adjourned at 12:06 p.m. 
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of the south seven and one-half
(7 1/2) feet of Lot 47 of Jackson Park Subdivision of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida. Generafly located north of Arlington Avenue
North at the intersection of 14th Street North. (City File No.: 13-
3300006 B)

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

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the second reading and public hearing; and
2) Approve the proposed ordinance

The Request: The request is to vacate the south seven and one-half (7 1/2) feet of Lot 47 of
Jackson Park Subdivision. (City File No.: 13-3300006 B)

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

This vacation was intended for approval with the other three portions of right-of-way vacated for
the construction of a new police headquarters, but was inadvertently left out of the description
provided to the DRC and to the City Council, even though the Legal Descriptions attached as an
exhibit to the Ordinance included the above described seven and one half (7 1/2) feet of Lot 47.
Previous Ordinance 1050-V was approved by City Council on October 17, 2013 and extended
for one year by the DRC on October 7, 2015.

Agency Review: The application was originally routed to the standard list of City departments
and outside utility providers. The requested vacation can be supported, subject to compliance
with the applicable requirements for protecting, rerouting and/or abandoning existing utilities
within the areas proposed for vacation. The suggested special conditions of approval in this
report have been designed to address the requirements.



Public Comments: As of the date of this report, no questions or comments from the public
have been received.

DRC Action/Public Comments:
On November 4, 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 right-of-way vacation, subject to the
following conditions:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall:

a. Replat the vacated right-of-way, together with the abutting private property.

b. Through the replatting process, any necessary modifications to existing public
infrastructure or non-City utilities shall be coordinated, including, but not limited to,
dedication of any necessary easements, abandonment or relocation.

Attachments: Attachment “A” — Parcel Map, Attachment ‘B’ - Aerial
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SEC lION I ‘ilie li,llowing right—of—way is hereby vacated as recommended by the

Administration and the Development Review Commission on November 4, 2015 (City File No. 13—

33000006 13):

The South seven and one—hall’ (7—1/2) feet of Lot forty—seven (47) of Jackson Park Subdivision of the City

of St. Petersburg, Florida, according to the map or plal thei’eof on tile and of record in the oflice of the

Clerk ol the CircLlit Court in the County of Pinellas, Florida, Plat Book 1, Page 25.

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:

Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall:

a. Replat the vacated right-of-way, together with the abutting private property.

b. Through the replatting process, any necessary modifications to existing

public infrastructure or non-City utilities shall be coordinated, including, but

not limited to, dedication of any necessary easements, abandonment or

relocation.

2. 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 ef[èctive upon the expiration of the fifth business day after adoption

unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice liled with the City Clerk that the Mayor

will not veto the ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall become effective immediately upon filing
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

st..petershurq DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www.stpele.orU STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, Commissioner Griner
resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other possible
conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on November 4, 2015, at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City
Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 13-33000006 B PLAT SHEET: G-2

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of the south seven and one-half (7 1/2) feet
of Lot 47 of Jackson Park Subdivision.

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
One 4th Street North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

AGENT: George F. Young, Inc.
Catherine Bosco
299 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 1301 1st Avenue North

PARCEL ID NO.: 24/31/16/43668/000/0470

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: The South seven and one-half (7-1/2) feet of Lot forty-seven (47)
of Jackson Park Subdivision of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida,
according to the map or plat thereof on file and of record in the
office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court in the County of Pinellas,
Florida, Plat Book 1, Page 25

ZONING: DC-2



Case No. 1 5-33000006 B
Page 2 of 4

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION:

Request The request is to vacate the south seven and one half (7 ‘) feet of Lot 47 of JacksonPark Subdivision. While this is part of a lot, the original plat also called this out as right—of-way.This vacation was intended for approval with the other three portions of right-of-way vacated forthe construction of a new police headquarters, but was inadvertently left out of the descriptionprovided to the DRC and to the City Council, even though the Legal Descriptions attached to theOrdinance included this area. H approved by the Development Review Commission this willbecome a clarifying Ordinance when approved by City Council. Previous Ordinance 1050-Vwas approved by City Council on October 17, 2013 and extended for one year by the DRC onOctober 7, 2015.

The area of the right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached maps(Attachments “A” and “B”). The applicant’s goal is to eliminate this right-of-way and assemble ttogether with the adjacent lots and vacated rights-of-way for redevelopment as a newheadquarters for the Police Department, which is currently located on the site to the southacross 1 Avenue North.

Analysis Staff’s review of a vacation application is guided by the City’s Land DevelopmentRegulations (LDR’s), the City’s Comprehensive Plan and any adopted neighborhood or specialarea plans. In this case, Staff finds that vacating the subject right-of-way would be consistentwith the criteria in the City Code and the Intown West Redevelopment Plan (IWRP).

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

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

Existing infrastructure and utilities will require protection by appropriate easements,abandonment or relocation. The final plan for these issues cannot be confirmed until the finalsite plan is designed. A related condition of approval has been added at the end of this report.

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

The requested vacation, if approved, is not anticipated to substantially impair or deny access toany other lot of record outside of the boundaries of the redevelopment site that is owned by theapplicant.

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

The requested vacation applies to a short segment of the street grid which is not currently usedby the general public, If approved, the proposed vacation is not anticipated to adversely impact



Case No. 15-33000006 B
Page 3 of 4

tlìe existing roadway network, substantially alter utilized public travel patterns or undermine theintegrity of the surrounding street grid.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, forrights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular orpedestrian access, or for public utility cori-idors.

The right-of-way proposed for vacation was originally dedicated to provide additional right-of-way width to Arlington Avenue North. The assembly of the abutting lots for a singleredevelopment project eliminates the need (or which the right-of-way was originally dedicated.The Engineering and Transportation Planning Departments have reviewed the proposed planand agree that there is no present or future need for this area to remain as public rights-of-way.

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

As noted below, the proposed vacations would be consistent with the direction provided by thelntown West Redevelopment Plan (IWRP).

B. Special Area Plan — Intown West Redevelopment Plan (IWRP)
The subject right-of-way and the abutting private properties are within the boundaries of theIWRP. The IWRP specifically identifies rights-of-way in this area as appropriate for vacation tofacilitate land assembly.

Comments from Agencies and the Public — The application was originally routed to thestandard list of City departments and outside utility providers. The requested vacation can besupported, subject to compliance with the applicable requirements for protecting, reroutingand/or abandoning existing utilities within the areas proposed for vacation. The suggestedspecial conditions of approval in this report have been designed to address the requirements.As of the date of this report, no questions or comments from the public have been received.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed vacation, subject to thefollowing special conditions:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall:

a. Replat the vacated right-of-way, together with the abutting private property.

b. Through the replatting process, any necessary modifications to existing publicinfrastructure or non-City utilities shall be coordinated, including, but not limited to,dedication of any necessary easements, abandonment or relocation.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

/ C/JiKAT RYNtiN/AlP,LEED,APBD+C D1TEDevelopment RevieW Stvices Division
Planning & Econom9evelopment Department



Case No. 15-33000006 B
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REPORT APPROVED BY:

ELIZAB TH ABERNETHY, AICP, Zoning Official (POD) DATEPlanning and Economic Development
Development Review Services Division

Attachments: A Parcel Map, B — Aerial Map
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st..pelersburq
www.stpete.org

SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of all rights-of-way and
easements as dedicated on Section “D” Florida Riviera Plat No. 5,
as recorded in Plat Book 17, Page 37, Public Records of Pineflas
County, Florida, lying within Lots 28 through 32 inclusive, Block 3,
of said Section “D” Florida Riviera Plat No. 5. (City File No.: 15-
33000020)

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

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the second reading and public hearing; and
2) Approve the proposed ordinance

The Request: The request is to vacate all rights-of-way and easements as dedicated on
Section “D” Florida Riviera Plat No. 5, as recorded in Plat Book 17, Page 37, Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida, lying within Lots 28 through 32 inclusive, Block 3, of said Section “D”
Florida Riviera Plat No. 5. 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 (Exhibit “A”). 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-ways 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 the standard list of City departments and
outside utility providers. No objections were noted, provided that the applicant be required to
dedicate any necessary easements through the platting process. The special conditions of
approval in this report have been designed to address all of these requirements.

Public Comments: No comments were received from the public on this application.

DRC Action/Public Comments: On November 4, 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
auth or.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the right-of-way and easement vacations,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall:

a. Replat the previously approved and currently proposed vacations, together with the
rest of the land within the block.

b. Through the replatting process, the applicant shall coordinate any necessary
arrangements for existing public infrastructure or non-City utilities, including, but not
limited to, dedication of any necessary easements, abandonment or relocation.

c. The applicant shall be responsible for all required work and costs.

2. As required City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1 F, 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: Attachment “A” — Parcel Map, Attachment “B” — Aerial



ORI)INANC’L NC).

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF ALL
RIG I-I’[’S-( )[‘-WAY ANI) EASEMENTS AS
l)EI)ICA’I’EI) ON SECTION “I)’’ FLORIDA RIVIERA
P1 .AI’ No .5.AS REC’ORI )EI) IN PLAT 1300K 17.
Pi\GE 37. PUBLIC RECORI)S OF PINELLAS
COUNTY. FLORII)A, LYING WITHIN LoTS 2
l’HROUGI-I 32 INCLUSIVE. I3LOCK 3. OF SAID
SECTION “Ii’ FLORII)A RIVIERA PLAT NO. 5:
SE1’TING FORTI-I C( )NDITIONS FOR THE
VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE: AND
PR( )VII )ING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 1)ATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION I. The lollowing right-ol-way is hereby vacated as recommended by the
Administration and the Development Review Commission on November 4, 2015 (City File No. 15—
33000020):

See Exhibit “A” -- Legal Description and Sketch

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned nght-oLway is not needed for public use or travel.

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

a. Replat the previously approved and currently proposed vacations, together

with the iest of the land within the block.
b. Through the replatting process. the. applicant shall coordinate any necessary

arrangements for existing public infrastructure or non—City utilities. including, but not. limited to.
dedication of any necessary easements. abandonment or relocation.

c. The applicant shall be responsible for all required work and costs.

2. As required City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1 F, approval of i’ight-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 ovemde the veto.

LEGAL: PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT:
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LEGAL DLSCRIP1ION

All those rights—of—way and easements as dedicated on SECTION “D” FLORIDA
RIVIERA PLAf NO. 5, as recorded in Plot Book 1 7, Page 37, Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida, lying Within Lots 28 through 32 inclusive, Block .3, of said
SECTION “D’ FLORIDA RIVIERA PLAT NO. 5.

Containing 4,790 square feet, or 0.110 acres, more or less.

St. Petersburg, Florida

NOTES

1. George F. Young, Inc. and the undersigned make no representations or
guarantees pertaining to easements, rights—of—way, setback lines, reservations,
agreements and/or other matters pertaining to survey.

2. NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY.

.3. Basis of Bearings: S.7T44’OO”VV. along the North right—of—way line of Plaza
Comercio, per plat of SECTION “0’ FLORIDA RIVIERA PLAT NO. 3.

4. As per the City of St. Petersburg Zoning Department, the fronts of Lots 31 and
32 abut San vlerino Boulevard, and the fronts of Lots 28, 29 and 30 abut
Plaza Comercio.

5. This sketch is a graphic illustration for informational purposes only and is not
intended to represent a field survey.

6. This sketch is made Without the benefit of a title report or commitment for
title insurance.

7. Addftions or deletions to survey mops and reports by other than the signing
party or parties are prohibited Without Written consent of the signing party or
parties.

8. Certification is understood to be an expression of professional opinion by the
surveyor and mopper bosed on the surveyor and mopper’s knowledge and
information, and it is not a guarantee or Worranty, expressed or implied.

9. Not valid Without the signature ond the original raised seal of a Florida
Licensed Surveyor and 4apper.
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0
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

___

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

____

LIIIII DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

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

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on November 4, 2015, at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City
Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 15-33000020 PLAT SHEET: C-54

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of all rights-of-way and easements as
dedicated on Section “D” Florida Riviera Plat No. 5, as recorded in
Plat Book 17, Page 37, Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida, lying within Lots 28 through 32 inclusive, Block 3.

OWNER: Q S Investment, Inc.
3112 44th Avenue North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33714-3808

AGENT: Catherine Bosco, PSM
George F. Young, Inc.
299 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701

ADDRESS: 1085 Plaza Comercio Drive Northeast
1091 Plaza Comercio Drive Northeast
1095 Plaza Comercio Drive Northeast

PARCEL ID NOs: 17-30-17-28566-003-0280
17-30-17-28566-003-0300
17-30-17-28566-003-0310

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File

ZONING: Neighborhood Suburban Multi-Family (NSM-1)
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DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION:

Request The request is to vacate all rights-of-way and easements as described in the above
request and shown on Exhibit “A’. These easements and rights-ot-way are within live originally
platted lots and dedicated by plat language as both easement and rights-of-way.

The area of the rights-of-way proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached maps
(Attachments “A” and “B”) and Sketch and Legal Description (Exhibit “A”). The applicant’s goal
is to eliminate the rights-of-way in order to assemble the land for a replat into five north/south
oriented single family lots. This replat is in process.

Analysis Staff’s review of a vacation application is guided by:
A. The City’s Land Development Regulations (LDR’s);
B. The City’s Comprehensive Plan; and
C. Any adopted neighborhood or special area plans.

Applicants bear the burden of demonstrating compliance with the applicable criteria for vacation
of public right-of-way. In this case, the material submitted by the applicant does provide
background or analysis supporting a conclusion that vacating the subject rights-of-way would be
consistent with the criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan, or any applicable special
area plan.

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

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

Staff is suggesting a special condition at the end of this report requiring the applicant to replat
the vacated areas together with the rest of the land under his ownership. Through that replat,
already in process, the applicant can make the necessary arrangements for dedication of
easements for future stormwater drainage and utilities.

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

The requested vacation, if approved, is not anticipated to substantially impair or deny access to
any other lot of record beyond the boundaries of the redevelopment site that has been
assembled by the applicant.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.
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The requested vacation, if approved, is not anticipated to adversely impact the existing roadway
network. Given that the land is being assembled for division into single family lots, the
easements proposed [or vacation are no longer necessary.

The alley to the north will remain intact and serve the proposed residential lots, as well as an
ingress egress easement shown through the lots on the pending plat. The vacation is not
anticipated to substantially alter utilized public travel patterns or undermine the integrity of the
surrounding sIred grid.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The easements proposed for vacation were presumably dedicated to provide access between
the individual lots within the block. The assembly of the individual lots for redevelopment as five
north/south residential lots eliminates the need for which the rights-of-way and easements were
originally dedicated. The Engineering and Transportation Planning Departments have reviewed
the proposed plan and agree that there is no present or future need for the easements to
remain. If needed, new easements to better serve the redeveloped lots will be dedicated on the
plat.

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

As noted below, there are portions of the Comprehensive Plan which apply to this application.
These issues are discussed in detail below.

B. Comprehensive Plan

Transportation Element Policies T 2.3 and 2.4 support the elimination of unnecessary right-of-
way to promote efficient use of land where right-of-way is not necessary for present or future
public use. Through the assembly of the lots within the block this redevelopment will function
differently than how these lots were originally platted and makes the originally dedicated
easements unnecessary. Vacation of these unnecessary encumbrances will facilitate land
assembly and redevelopment of the site in a manner is consistent with the zoning regulations.
The circumstances in this case support the determination that approval of the requested
vacation would be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans

There are no neighborhood or special area plans which affect vacation of right-of-way in this
area of the City.

Comments from Agencies and the Public
The application was routed to the standard list of City departments and outside utility providers.
No objections were noted, provided that the applicant be required to dedicate any necessary
easements through the platting process. The special conditions of approval in this report have
been designed to address all of these requirements.
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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed easement and rights-of-way vacations. If the
DRC is inclined to support the vacation, Staff recommends the Following special conditions of
approval:

1. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall:

a. Replat the previously approved and currently proposed vacations, together with the
rest of the land within the block.

b. Through the replatting process, the applicant shall coordinate any necessary
arrangements for existing public infrastructure or non-City utilities, including, but not
limited to, dedication of any necessary easements, abandonment or relocation.

c. The applicant shall be responsible for all required work and costs.

2. As required City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1 F, 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.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

/c/77/s
NT’HR A. YtJNKIN, AICP, LED, A BD+C DATE

Development Review Services vision
Planning & Economic Develop ent partment

REPORT APPROVED BY:

10 - 5
ELIZ BE[H ABE NETHY, AICP, Zoning Official (POD) DATE
Planning and Economic Development
Development Review Services Division

Attachments: A — Parcel Map, B — Aerial Map, Exhibit “A” Sketch and Legal Description
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Exhibit A- 1

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
All those rights—of—way and easements as dedicated on SECTION “D” FLORIDA
RIVIERA PLAT NO. 5, as recorded in Plat Book 1 7, Page 37, Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida, lying Within Lots 28 through 32 inclusive, Block 3, of said
SECTION “0” FLORIDA RIVIERA PLAT NO. 5.

Containing 4,790 square feet, or 0.110 acres, more or less.

St. Petersburg, Florida

NOTES
1. George F. Young, Inc. and the undersigned make no representations or

guarantees pertaining to easements, rights—of—way, setback lines, reservations,
agreements and/or other matters pertaining to survey.

2. NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY.

3. Basis of Bearings: S.7244’0O”. along the North right—of—way line of Plaza
Comercio, per plat of SECTION “D” FLORIDA RIVIERA PLAT NO. 3.

4. As per the City of St. Petersburg Zoning Deportment, the fronts of Lots 31 and
32 abut San Merino Boulevard, and the fronts of Lots 28, 29 and 30 abut
Plaza Comercio.

0

5. This sketch is a graphic illustration for informational purposes only and is not
intended to represent a field survey.

6. This sketch is mode without the benefit of a title report or commitment for
title insurance.

7. Additions or deletions to survey mops and reports by other than the signing
party or parties are prohibited Without Written consent of the signing party or
parties.

8. Certification is understood to be an expression of professional opinion by the
surveyor and mapper based on the surveyor and mapper’s knowledge and
information, and it is not a guarantee or Warranty, expressed or implied.

9. Not valid Without the signature and the original raised seal of a Florida
Licensed Surveyor and Mapper.

LEGEND
LB Licensed Business PSM Professional Surveyor and Mapper
LS Licensed Surveyor R/V Right—of—way
P.B. Plot Book

0

b IOuynh Tron
I I

PREPARED FOR: I LEGAl. DESCRIPTION y I DArE I DESCRIPTION

,:OT Construction, Inc. I SEcTIoN 17 7oNsHIP 30 S. RANGE 17 E.
INITIALS DATE I

I JOB NO.CRE’IN CHIEFI I i i
I

( George F. Young, Inc. iCRA*N 1 *DX 09/03/151 i
CHECI(ID I CAB

09/03/151

Cotherne A. Doses PSIA ES 5251 I 299 DR. UART]N LUTI(R K4C JR. STREET II. ST. PETERS8000, FLOReA 33701-3128 I
FIELD 9001(1 September 3, 2015 I 822-4311 FAX (727) 822—2919 I SHEET No.

LICENSED 80SIESS 18021
AXCHIIECTURE EIIGAITERINC E F0IINTAI. . $(3J( . pj&5Ø. 5URVETTNG UTiLITiES OF 2SCALE I 1 = 50 DATE 1nce 1919 CAINESLLEL.4J(E00D RANCH.ORI)N00PALU 8F.ACHST. PETERSRURCLU4PA

0,

0)
0
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0,
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0)
a
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0
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Exhibit “A-2’

I BY I DATE I DESCRIPTIONPREPARED FOR I LEGAL DESCRIPTION I IQuynh Tran
IOT Construction, Inc. I SECTION 17 To(NsHIP 30 S. RANGE 17 E. I

I INITIALS DATE I JOB NO

DRAWN *06 109/03/15 1*0 FOR SIGNATURE. SEAL.
DESCRIPTION. LEGEND 299 DR. (4ARTIN LUTHER KING JR STREET N. ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33701—3126 I

CRE* CHIEFI SEE SHEET ONE OF

(

George F. Young, Inc. i
CHECKED CAB 109/03/(5 AND NOTES PHONE (727) 622-4317 FAx (727) 822-2919 I SHEET NO.

LKDEN$E0 BUSINESS 19021FIELD BOOK
ABCHITECTIJRE . ENGINEERING. ENGIRONMENTAL . PLANNING SD EyiNG UTIIII1ES I 2 OF 2SCAI.E l 5)• ince 1 919 G.AINESLLE LAxE’OOD RANCH ORLANDO. PALM BEACH ST. PETERSBURG TAA)PA

25

C
“.3

(2

a

If,
a
a

C
“.3

Ix
D
U,

Li
Li

Ix
a

(Ii
-J

z
(2
0
-J

a

a

03
0

a
Li

0
-J



Sru. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of I)ecernber 17, 2015

r1(): The 1-lonorable Charlie Gcrdes, Chair, and Members ol City Council

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE

________—1-I

modifying the Comprehensive Plan to implement
legislative requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the
annual update of the Capital Improvements Element.

REQUEST: It is requested that a IJLoposed modification to the Local Government
Comprehensive Plan related to the annual update of the Capital Improvements
Element he approved.

Detailed analysis of the proposed modification is provided in the attached Staff
Report to the Community Planning & Preservation Commission (City File LGCP
CIE-201 5).

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the proposed
ordinance.

Comnuinity Planning & Preservation Commission: The Community Planning &
Preservation Commission held a public hearing on this issue on November 10,
2015 and recommended approval by a vote of 5 to 0.

Public Input: The Planning & Economic Development Department did not
receive any phone calls, visitors or correspondence regarding these amendments.

City Council Action: On December 3, 2015 the City Council conducted the first
reading of the proposed ordinance and set the second reading and adoption public
hearing for December 17, 2015.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading of the
proposed ordinance and public hearing; AND 2) ADOPT the ordinance.

Attachments: Proposed Ordinance including CIP schedules, Draft CPPC
Minutes, Staff Report and Roadway Data and Analysis.



( )Rl )INi\N( ‘I N( ). —II

AN ( )RI)INANCE Nvl( )I )IFYING ‘II IF CAPITAL
Ir\’II’ROVEfVIFN’I’S ILI\1INiI’ ( )1 FI—IE
(‘NvlI3RIIIINSIVI PLAN ()l’TFIL (‘ITY OF’ ST.
PVI’LRSB(!RCi. FL()RII)i\ BY UPI)ATING TI-IE
FIVL-YEAR CAPITAl. IMPR( )VEMENT
SC[IEI)ULE ANI) REPIj\CIN(i ALL PREVIOUSLY
Al )( )PTEI) CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
SCI ILl )ULLS; Al )( )VI’ING FUNI ) SUMMARIES
FOR TI-IF GENERAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
RINI) (30() I ), BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN SAFETY
GRANTS CAPITAL PROJ ECTS FUNI) (3004).
N EIG I-I BORI-lOOl) AN I) CITYWIDE
INFRASTRUCTURE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
FUNI) (3027), TRANSP( )RTATION IMPACT FEES
CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (3071), WATER
RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (4003),
STORM WATER DRAINAGE CAPITAL PROJECTS
FUND (4013), AIRPORT CAPITAL PROJECTS
FUNI) (4033), MARINA CAPITAL PROJECTS
RJNI) (4043), ANI) PORT CAPITAL PROJECTS
FUND (4093) FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 2016
THROUGH 2020; ADOPTING THE FOOT
DISTRICT 7 ROAI) CAPACITY PROJECTS
REPORT FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 2016
THROUGH 2020; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish
goals, policies and objectives to guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City has adopted level of service (LOS) standards for potable water,
sanitary sewer, drainage, solid waste, recreation and open space, transportation, and mass transit;
and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan includes a Capital Improvements Element
containing five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources for capital
improvements necessary to achieve and/or maintain the City’s adopted LOS standards; and

WHEREAS, the Capital Improvements Element of the City’s Comprehensive Plan,
including the five-year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources, must be
reviewed by the City on an annual basis pursuant to F.S. § 163.3 177(3)(b); and



WI-IEREAS, the City has reviewed the Capital Improvements Element br Fiscal Year
20! 5—2() 16 and has revised (lie live—year capital impmvement schedules of costs and revenue
sources for Fiscal Years 2016 through 2020, as set forth in Exhibits A through I attached to this
ordinance; and

WI—IEREAS, the five—year capital improvement schedules of costs and revenue sources
for (lie Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 7 Road Capacity Projects have
heen reviewed and revised for Fiscal Years 2016 through 2020, as set forth in Exhibit J attached
to this ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to modify its Capital Improvements Element to update the
live—year capital improvement schedules ol costs and revenue sources for Fiscal Years 2016
through 2020; and

WHEREAS, modifications of the Capital Improvements Element to update the five—year
capital improvements schedules may he accomplished by ordinance pursuant to F.S. §
163.3!77(3)(h); and

WHEREAS, under F.S. 163.3 1 77(3)(b), such modifications of the Capital
Improvements Element to update the five—year capital impro ernents schedules may not be
deemed to he amendments to the City’s Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Community Planning and Preservation Commission has reviewed the
proposed updated live-year capital improvements schedules of costs and revenue sources at a
public hearing on November 10, 2015, and has recommended approval; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the
City Administration and the Community Planning and Preservation Commission, and the
comments received during the public hearing conducted by the City Council on this matter, linds
that the proposed modifications of the Capital Improvements Element to update the live-year
capital improvements schedules are in the best interests of the City; now, therefore,

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

Section 1. Chapter 10, the Capital Improvements Element of the Comprehensive
Plan, is hereby modified and updated by deleting pages C115-C125 containing the existing fund
summaries for Fiscal Years 2015 through 2019, and by replacing such deleted pages with the
attached Exhibits A through J containing the fund summaries for Fiscal Years 2016 through
2020:

Exhibit Fund Summary

A General Capital Improvement Fund (3001)
B Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Grants Capital Projects Fund (3004)
C Neighborhood & Citywide Infrastructure Capital Improvement Fund

(3027)



I) ‘l’raiisportatioii lililiaci lees (‘apital l)Iecis ltiiid (3071)
Water Resoiiices (‘apiutl Projeels ltiiid (:1003)

I Storiiiwater Drainage ( ipital Pn)jects lun(l (-10 I 3
G /\ii’poii (‘ 1)iial Pneets Fund (4033)
I—I Marina Capital Projects lund (4043)

l’ort Cipital li’oje.’is Iund (—l-0’—)3
.1 II )( )T I )istrict 7 Road Capacity Pmjects

(Fxhibii J lists projecis for which the City has no funding responsibility)

Section . Severahi I ity. Ihe provisions ol this ordinance shall be deemed to be
severable. II any provision ol this ordinance is deemed unconsli tutional or otherwise i nvaljd,
such (leienyiinalion shall not affect the validity ol any other provision of this ordinance.

Section 3. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter. it shall become elThctive upon the expiration of’ the ii ili (5th)

business day aller adoption unless the Mayor nod lies the City Council through written notice

Ii led with the City Clerk that the Mayor ill not veto the ordinance. in which case (lie ordinance
shall become effective immediately upon Ii Ii ng ol’ such written notice with the City ClerL. 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,

REVIEWED AND APPROVED AS TO City File: LGCP-CIE-2015
FORM AND CORRECTNESS:

City Attorney/Desigri4 Date

J/--/
P1ning & Economic Development Dept. Date
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)<ei__iii’rI ii’,nb )r hi’ \lttit I’ioOr
Sldc\s-.ICt— Nci.’iibii,i mid di. AI).s Itanins
Sidess ilk’.— b’iriebl,i’. ((oiiiiv liihcrloc 1
5) tit:itc S. e ,nd St_ca i.e i:iceaent

Brid2lc I{ceilIIsIrIIcIj(iIl/ItcIlI(ict’lll CIII:
itid--e lteci’ns(riiei ‘‘i I ‘id be’.tin
II lb A 55cr looker (‘ieck (iSo it 3(H)))

1571 7’) 2nd SN lIver! innev (‘icek

( hound I)rciI(iit:
Dredin_c AOci it (‘(i;innets 65’! 7

Storm motel- SI aiioeIuu cult Pu’ojccls:
4th St & I 4th AN 10 (‘reseeni I ike SD) (ilso in 4013)
11th A Sat 44th 115 (alsO in 41)13)
titcnwice tine t)e)rih Itepkicenien) (also in 4(113)
inn_dc ) cike Ni’rtti I lasin (also ii 41(13)
Stornusa(cr \ iidt’. (also in 411)3)

Iconomic I)cvrlopuu cull Infrastructure:
55 fist (‘cmiii .\seniie Streetseape

.Seissatl Renos (it in) & )tep)oceiilciil

‘maids nut in tIme CII) lenient

lOlA) 0) Q( ,))()\))5) S

Increase (Decrease) mn Fund ll.itance
I lecinnaic I (dccc

(JNAPI’b(()Pl(l.\ It-i) iIA).ANCi 03))

I’rinr

( airvlbruori) IluilOel ( iianc III l)(1’.[ [.sIini;iIi
.SCIIIOI IS IS II, 17 It) II 2)) 14—2))

))I))Os nun Illill)

23,52% 23,528
(Oil-It ‘(‘iSa 392 ‘1,1)4—h ) 1(171 I .861, (2.070 20)0 1,1,455

30% 3D! Ii 2’))) 29)) 2l0 290 2mb 2.1(18
14 (I (I I) (I (I (I (I 14

(I (I Ii .7)))) Ii 0 11 (I 1,7)10
II 0 il I) 4300 1) b’ Ii 430))

usia l02i,x 392 11.1)34 ISis 2_iSo (2.3110 2. I’’’ (9)0,5

.‘,rui,’pi If,

%5h1(l 4.500 (41 4,511)) 49(9) 45i(0 4.5(1(1 14115 32.481
500 500 (21 500 5(10 500 5110 (65 3,11,3
fibS) (sill) (5 iii))) ((1111 (501 ‘(5) 9% 3,7)3

5450 50). l( 45)) 0 1, (( (1 1,3)11)

1100 300 Ii 3)0) 300 300 300 99 2,1))

(I 11 (I 247 )( () ii )) 247

0 (1 (i (I Ii 50 255 (( 305

‘150 50 (i-) 1)11) 00 tOO 00 3) 1,427
) ,iflio ii 1) 25)) 250 250 29)) 51 2,083

I) (( Ii 1,))!) (1 (I 0 0 1,))))
550 9)) (5) 5)) 5(1 50 5): 7 817
147 5). (i II))) (i) 1)’ lii 33 1)3))

(i (I ii 7)) 70 70 (: 23 303
(i (I 1) 1,7)))) (( (i (1 1) 1,7))))

25 —°ii (1 150 50 (50 )Sb 50 1,1)75

500 250 (24) 25)) 250 25)) 25)) 83 J,8)I))

I ill) I) I) II 1) .72)) 1) ii 1,821)
(1 Ii 1) I) (1 0 1.100 396 1,4)6

(I (1 (1 I) 400 0 1) 1) 40))

(1 400 (1 7(8) ii (1 0 1) 1,10))
1) 1) 0 75)) (,S(( 0 0 (( 1,73))
1) 1) 0 7)1)) 700 701) 700 231 3,1131
(1 (1 1) (I 0 2.300 0 0 2,30))
(I (1 (I 3)11) (1 300 1) ‘111 6(0)

1) (i It II 4,3(8) 1) (( 11 4,3))))

1.200 40)) lb 40)) 400 400 400 132 3,332

‘(.452 4,4(h’) (747) 615 ‘(72 1.263 (.414 7411 18,126

2’).7113 2.4)1’) (7’11) 13,332 4,1122 3M0 :0.7)’) 3.1173 97,565

(2.141) 1,18% (2,2)%) 1.03’) )t.t47( (‘21 (1,573)
4.1)1 1.071) 3,1511 81,1) 51(i) 451 2.073

4.) ii (.970 3.15% 86)) IX’S) 453 2.1173 500

Notes

1) (‘robeets shown in the plait flit years 20) 6—202(1 m,iy lie moved on a year—to—year basis to hatanee this lund. Decisions to mime prolcets svill he (vised on the status 01 tires ausiv

setteduded prolecls and )iislleet priontles

21 tn FYI 6, as pros ded fir in au tut(er)ocal acreenicult ss di )‘inehd,ls Conn(y. St 7 million is proorniunted as a rcsouuce tiont ‘meSas CoonS aid svi(l he med to lund die ntstatt,ition
of missing sidcss ilk seontent, along euunuubv roads svithni the city.

3) In \.‘ 17. (is pros ided or in an (oter() ‘((It ,,c:-eehient ssitbi I ‘aeit,,s Coon)’-. 54 3 ntmb)uon is ),rocr,itni1ued is a resi ‘itree ((lid svSi he used to pri ‘s-ide 1i’r ( eSi ii .\verne ni pros e:mlefl(
between ‘amk Street and 58113 Sireet
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IIASP()RIII(F\ III’.(I’ Fi’:i’:S (AI1I.I. IIrIu)vI:iI’:i F1I) (l’1I) 3071)
2015—2020 (‘.I1I’I. IIi)(IAI I’I,

I’:.\I(iI’)ii ‘‘I )‘‘

I{I:SoIR(’I:S

I (ei’iiiiiiii’ t6ilaiice
I ailillies ,ii his L’llllcI1t’,

I ilIspliltIllilIll Iiiitiic) (IL

(Ai ISAI

I tistrict 8 Ililt ivitliiii Siilidistiict
I )istiict I I (1’!t ii tliiii SuI’,Iistiici)
hiitiiisn (I )lstiict II

)i,ti ct ii
I )isiiisitiii ii) Ii cd Assr’is

1 (tIAL RI St 1 IR(l 5

RI’))) I I{Ii’I I:7l’s

I AI’ISA F Pi’ojecls:
28th Street Thu I— (i\FISAF

(itv Trade - Hicvcle Tin Is
iilpIL’tL’ Streets

I)ivtevn Inter. & Pedestri,m htcilities
I iaI’I’ic S)nnal 54nt /\rni l’ruuiiiii
SideisaIIs
(ra)’l’ic Suds Iiigruiii

I’rojecls not in the F’ I’ I Iei lent

I’()’I’AL RIQI IIRFMFN’IS

Increase ( l)ecrease liii Fund I3alance
I Ic iiii ii 13a lance

I’i’i))I’ ‘I (ill’

(uiI’I’ 0)I’l6aI’(l I)iitIcl (‘Iuiiue I3II)(1I’ FsIiiii)e
AcIiiI IS IS 10 17 18 19 20 14—20

) Hole led)

t I, II’) I 0,44’)

203 223 tt 213 213 213 213 213 1,491

2 ott it lOt) IOtt bit hOt) I)))) 612

77 0 I I) it 0 ii 7,S

325 532 33 35)) 35)) 350 350 350 2,74))
27! 3)i, 918 3)))) 35t) SOt) 525 300 .3,3(3

56 () (t (I 694 (I (I ti 1)52
10 0 0 I) 0 0 0 0 I))

I 7407 1,201 1,052 963 I 607 963 I 88 963 25,344

Appnyiriahioi IS of
‘(3)) II

0 (1 (1 5(0) 2,500 0 0 0 3,0)0)
2,57t) 950 0 50)) 5(61 500 (1 (1 5,02))

0 0 0 45)) 45)) 450 20)) 00 1,65))
46! 25 0 25)) 250 250 250 25)) 1,856

4,800 0 0 3)0) 0 0 0 1) 5,10))
800 200 (26) 20)) 200 200 200 20c1 1,974
880 250 0 25)) 250 25)) 250 250 2,38))

620 600 (1,960! 0 04 83 68 80 (406)

10,151 2 25 (1986) 2,450 4,254 1,733 968 880 20,574

(924) 3,038 (1,487) (2,647) (770) 22! 83
7,257 6,333 9,370 7,863 5.237 4.467 4,688

UNAPPROPRIA’I’I 1) I3ALANCI: 930 7,257 6,333 9,370 7,883 5,237 4,467 4,o88 4,77)
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ii:it Rl:sol R(’IS( I’II SI.I’RO.JI’(IS II ,l)(l’l I)-l(l)I3)
21)11—2021) ( ‘I’II.SI. lIIIlONINIl ‘ I I’Il()lI11.SI I’I..’N

Ixhihi1 II:’’

RI S( II I{( ‘I S

I’riiir

( ‘ai-n Iirw ;ii’iI IlII(I)t’t I ‘Ii.iiigi’ Ill It) I I I’ %IiTiiIti’ I

.CILiiII 15 IS 16 17 I)) 19 211 14—2))
(OltOs iiiiiiltiiI)

)cc!ccIIcIIic I )cilaci.c

I cccl I ‘cciccccls

lciliii C I (iii \ IIi)’S

I iiciicii’’. ‘II Iic c lint)))’.

.IIcsIcc

\cctcI I(csc,circcs I )pcraliiici I ciii&I
I ciiccc’tIiciic te’, Ilcctr Salts

S c

I(ccl,cc,,,ccl \( ccc
I(ccl ci, nitcl ‘3’ ccc, t’..sicccni
SI) I
I)) (I —I)t)’IclccicciI cc)l’ccccs I),c,soI,(ls

lIntIcc) I)c,s I siciccI’, I’rctljccc—I)I’SI( (III (rcc,cc
Sc It Icncc ci)

11)1, I RI 5 )) (C’) S

57.247 57,247
22)27 (1 (1 II I) I) 0 (I 22927

I) 2), 121) 3.2o4 28,243 75)4.) 1757)) I 7,30) 11)770 139725
(1))) 2)1) 1) 187 200 21))) 200 2(11) 1,377

I) 5,1)111) 1,3)111) 7(1)))) 1)000 9.1)18) 42)11)))

522 1,11)) II 07 735 7(, 796 527 5,1)32

1,1)2 25)) I) 25)) 25)) 25)) 251) 250 2,612
15 5)) I) 5)) 51) 5(1 51) 5)) 345

4 5 0 15 IS IS 15 (5 11)4
0 (I II 511,001) 1) 1) 0 (1 5(),))))))

941) 1) 1,212 II I) I) 1) 1) 2,161

0 (I (I 2’I II 1) (1 (I 271
30 1) 1) I) 1) (I )) (I 3))

5(1)27 34,333 4.476 114,724 32.604 25,85)) 26,617 2’). 112 323,833

I )UIRL NIl. ‘5’ I’S
r\)i)ii 9)111)1cc)

cs o)’9’3)) II

‘I RI..).I 7iIETSI’/Sll’I’I,’i
( icsilte ‘I I’ IiIIpr(i)ciilenIs

icclcai,ccd \\,ccc, I(catniccc) — I’lc,ise 2
(cot, N Rdcc I i Ilc)cllc),ic

ccIIi,,—i ci I’S 11cc MC’).’ Soi1chcccr Rcl,ah
)(,,,,l I ci u,iIcocciI(clccih
‘cccl ccc cOil I)) ‘ccc’,’, I),ts,it Secu, iii Cove,

155 (I (I I) (‘.111)1) (I 1) (1 (i,155
(1 1) 1) II 1) 1) 2 I 525 546

1 1) 63 3(19 1) 0 (1 452
1) 1) II (I 53 1)41) 1) 893
1) (1 II 31)1) 779 (1 (1 1,117))

\Nt’IiiiiIiiii Ici’rtci. I’S

c I(cplacciccccit 1) (I II 25)) 0 0 1) 25))

I IISIRI III lION S’S’II’7I IM I’.
11)1)1 1 mdv ltId (1 Its’, (miii Sito 4th St
I’.).’, I )clclccm I(c,,d (35)11 Sc. to 54th Si.)
I’ C’. I Icmcmmcs Road 54th to 25th St.
P (,‘ I’ai k,’Sarkc\ Roach
l’oti)’Ic \,ctcr N lain Relocation

b’otihlc Nlamn \a1 c RepI qmcccImIs C ru’,’,
I’otahlc \\mtCr Scr, Iiijs. \1ctcrsl1ackl1ovs
I’otahic \Imtcr I lick tloo I’rc’, Nlctcr RcpI
4%’’ \‘ 1 NI at I ukc ‘I crpon I (ictOtil C ,cnctl

NN Ms I’IW .v[I:Ik (‘()I.I.I’( lION
Scmnilcirv Smiwr ( oIIm,’cnon Sy’,.

,‘mnnucil Nianimole Rehabilitation Contract
,nnmmal l’mpe Rcp.mm r 1.111, ‘c’ Contract

.‘iimmmimcil I’ipc Rchiah & RcpI,iccmcnt Contract
II))) F) and) Itlvd (hcrpass (16th to 1tIt St)
IS 87 ChiLls I’ark I orce Mant
lnh1ov amid Iimtihtralion Rento, il
l’as,mclcn,m Iorccmmimmn l’ltasc Ill

I ill Slalion Iiiipro’cnwnI
I .51 I .andsc.tpe & Fcncc h’iepl—2)1 Stations
lilt Si. 2. 12. 29. 55 Reltah,li)aiion ‘(an
I ilt Si. a 3, 9, 57, oO Rchiahcl,iaicocc Plan
lilt St. n 10,14,37,3% Rchah Replace

Lilt St. ã3(, 34, 40, 41 Rc)mah,ch,iat,ictt Plait
Lilt St.” 23.24,7’t,S1( Rcltah Replcic
Lilt St. 042.1cm \\ altcr Rchah
ill St. i 1,3 NI Master lmtcrovccnents

Lilt St. 1) 87 Clii Ids l’ccrk \lastcc

Lilt St. SC’.Nl).\ System Rcplaccmcnt
1.111 St. l’ortalmle I mcrpcctcy ( icncrator

.II’il N’ lillicil V RI—InhImroveillcnts
.‘i\V l)cncm,Iitcon

Norllivnsl NVRF—InmI)rovm,nwImts

1.170 614 0 (1 1) (1 3,499
(701)) I) (1 70)) 1) 0 70))
(350) 35)) (I (1 1) (1 350

1) 1,4(11) (1 (1 (I (I 1,4211

(125) 0 15)) 15)1 IS)) 10)) 725
1) 3,00)) 331151 33)0)) 3,00(1 3.000 21,1))))

93 625 650 (iSO 7111) 70)1 4,443

(13) 1,235 1.21)0 1.325 1.37)) 1.37(1 8.902
(1 (1 (1 (I 100 1.00)1 1,10)1

(II’) 500 500 50)) 50)) 50)) 3,984

(26) l,S0)) 2.0)))) 2,00)) 238)0 1.000 13,418
(I 1,95)) 2.45)) 2,45)) 2.45)) 1,95(1 2)1,450

(1 361 (I () 1) 0 1,346
19)) 3,5)))) 1) 1) II 1) 3,99))

(I 50)) 50)) 50)) 500 50)) 2,551)
0 I) 0 1) 500 3.50)) 4,00))

1) (I It (I 1) 0 250 25))

(I (I (I (I 225 1.501) 0 1,725
(1 (I I) 100 I 20)) (1 0 1,30))
(I (1 I) 0 1) (t 300 30))

1) 0 h) I) 0 )) 300 I .60)) 1,9))))

0 (1 (1 1) (1 1) (1 300 3))))

1) (1 7)) II))) 1310)) (I II 0 1,17))
(I 0 1) I) 150 1,50)) (1 0 1,650
(1 45)) (190) 3,50)1 0 1) 1) 0 3,761)
(1 (1 (1 15)) 1,20)) 0 0 0 1,35))
(1 1) 1) 50)) 0 0 (1 (1 500

0 0 1) (I 62

1.37%

I)
(1

IS))
3,1)5))

400

1.145

1,1)))))

2.’i34
6.300

955

))

337
701)
35))

2))
IS))

33)5))

(i25
1.1’)))

(I

51)))

21)0))
2.90))

(1
300

5))
1)

W,NS’[IVmVI’Ik ‘I’RIA’I’N11N’l’ 4(1 0 (75)

(1 (1 1) 3,304 0 0 (1 (1 3,304
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\IFR RIS()II{(IS(I’l Il. IItI)31(IS FINI))IINI) 411113)
21(10—2)12))) AlilAl, iIIIU) III N I II0fl)I1 i II

IxhiI’liI ‘‘I’

\eiiiiiii ii ansi \ ili s, IiciIas_siiis_’iiI
\ciliisiIs Il,i,i,i lii Iii’,csl \ii l<cIii(i

I tasI,i\ iIi I j)pillhIe
I ‘Isiiilici 3. 1. 5 \0ei,
( lii lies 4 lIe6,,1 & ( lea,

I- leeliseal I i,lrilu,I,,sii li,ipmseiiieiil

I leash, ii k liehisl
Nl- ,S N\\ Slisdee S lump .SIaIisiis I-’i I)
NI N\V Slssd’e S line hlauw FY13
NI Slsislize I” & I-sb Itoh FYI 0

Isis_c’s I sash ii Iiistruitteils,

NI- Se issliiv I,,) heists ii Sslem
I libel 1’n’’ I Ill ide

NI- I iislsssg 2,’ I,si us

I’IIei ‘situp Shsiiso,i

101 lute, I’iing Valve \ehiusibuu, Repi
NI- lilies \‘.,Is e & I’ipiiis (cli eeiuenb
NI- I lajilier 5 (lean & I(ehu,I
S( ‘Al )-\ base II

)i,nlliw vst Vl(I’—Iiiiprssvi’iiiniiIs
( ‘Iii icr 2 hell1
I )i.stnil,utisu I,iitips
IiII,ient (. nurse Serecu-( (dust ( ‘uutrsul
Iter,tiedviie hluutsui

‘,
I’uiiitps

Ness I leadwsnI, Screening!) )rlsr 1_suitlniul
N\\’ ( cuter os I(uidiuutuuu Repleettienl

111(1 InIluseith I’sump Station I(eplaeittcusu

Nh’ New (11W I-sItes a
N\V Iueehisn \Vel I seudi /,uIions

Suti I list cot \V Il I’— I Itipi’,sVcIlithItIS

I Iisussulids I )esvleniits(

( ‘l,ri Ii e Ileliab

( NI l’,,elins’, Station
l,’N( I enerats,r I’,t’iiltiatusin
I 1, eSters (‘snstrusehi,ull (I)( (I I’anluallt’)
I - iIl,ietil Filler (ddili,u
( dii’ I(elilsilitate,n
lit np sinai (, urb I(eplaements
Replace Relsiru l’iimps and I -qi,ipnteiil
SW 4 New Relurn l’unips
S’$, Replace - Rebuild I )i strilulisin Pumps
SW ,(dministralis,n Iluildins

W A’I’I:R lb l!S() I R( ‘I’S 11111 I .DIN( I MI’.
SAC Iimerr’ene (ienerator Impro’elisenls

l’mjeels list in lie 1_Il’ I-lenient

i’(YI’AI - Rl-))(’IRIsNHsN’FS

Increase/I I )eeresise) in lund I (alance
I Ieus,snninp Ialanee

H()0, ,iiiiIIciI)

(I 2)0) 2(t)) 2(1(1 2(l))
II II 25)) 111)))
II Si))) II (I

(70) II Ii 2S0 750
Ii 51(11 Ii (I II
Ii (I (I II 5)10

I) (15)) I) I)
I) I) (1
II 1) (1 (1

711 731) (I (I (I
(I II II 30)1 (1
0 I) 0 4(1(1 Ii
0 II I) 51)0 II

I) (I 250 I)
I) (1 0 5)1))

0 II 1) 1) 750
II 1) (1 500

(1 II (I (I 500
(1 (1 500

(I I) 7)))) (I 1) 1)
II I) 41(1) 10)) 21)))

1) (1 I) (.02)) II
2111) (1 (1 I) 40)1 411)) 200

(III) 1) II II (1 (1 (I
(I (1 5)) 5)) 1)
I) (1 I) 51))) 4,1)11))

(I (1 I) (I 1(1(1 4,))))))
0 1) II (I (1

1) I(),650 1) 0
(1 I) I) (I 50))

I .493 6,481) I) 11

0 2,951) 1) II 1)

454 39,300 II 1)
I) 1) 1) 31111

(1 2,24)) 1) 1)
1) I) (1 200 20))
1) II IS)) IS)) ISO
(I (I 250 (I
(I (I 150 151)
I) (I (I (I

20)) 1,11)1(1
1,1)5)1

Ii 51)1)

1)00)
Ii 5))))

4300) 4,5)0)
I) 2,45))
1) 531
1) (,53
1) 3,1)1
1) 3)01

1) 4110
5011

Ii 25))
1) 5))))

75)1 1,5011
11 511))
11 511)1
(1 5(01

II 7))))
1) 1,1)10)
1) 6,82(1
1) 1,281)

250 85))
11 II)))

(1 4,5111)
(I 4,1)0)

1)11) 411)1

(1 11,221
1) 1,000
1) 7,973

(1 13,249
1) 43,392

3,0110 3,30))
(1 2,240
II 401)

II 450
0 251)
(I 3011

300 300

Notes:

I) ‘I los is c—year plan includes apprsxitnatcly SIt 2M in future borrowings necessary to hind (lie CII’ program,
2) 1-lorida I)epturli sent oil ransportillion (FOOl’) prqleeta shows, are based on he IDOl’ Pro)ecl plan. I lowcser, 11)04’ p’uecla schedules are very u,icerlau,i,

14)1) I’ prss eels base liislsnieaIl ii pacted the water transmission mains.
3) Arts in Public l’luces landing is triggered by the lbllowing I Iiosolids to I nerg propects: SW I )igestcr, SW l’rimary Clanilier, and SW I liosolids l)ews,lenine.

I leeause these propeels will he linded wills State Res olving lund (SRI) loan proceeds, (lie arts landing must be budgeted separately because it still 001 be
ehiurible under SRI rules, I’ay—as—Yon—(io landing will be used Or (his eimponenl.

I’i’ii,r

( ‘sii’i’s’lu,i’n-mm’,l IlmitlOt’) ( ‘Ilitiipi’ Ill ‘Il(,I- I l’,liiii,ilt’

,(a’tiisil 15 15 II 7 18 I) 2)) 4—2))

75

I .61)11
531

(‘53
(I

I)

(I

I)

(I
2,1)11 3

(I

I)

(I

571

(1
4,s(9i)

3,6311

(I

11
(I

(1

501)
(I

5,40)1
(1

(I

1)

(1 (1 0 85 200 1) 1) (1 285

511,751 I6,53’) (2,354) 2,469 2,305 2,777 2,636 3,017 78,74))

I N,-\I’l’R( )I’RI,(’l’l .1) IIAI_ANCII

01,245 37,144 722 89,5)16 32,6’14 25.1150 20.6 17 21, I 12 322,889

(2,011) 3.754 (4,782) (1 (1 (1 Il
4,7112 1,971 5,726 5443 5(43 943 943

4,7112 (07 I 5.72 5)43 5443 5443 5443 5443
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SIUI’I ‘I [.R I)l{hI\ (,I’ (PII \I, I’iII’I4(.)VI’’%II’\I I’) ‘.1)111 ‘.1)41114)

21111, 2l)2Il(I’I I ‘.1. III’I4()N I’ll ‘.1 IR(O.I’I II

I\IiiI7it ‘‘I’’

RI S( II R( IS

)i:)uiiIiiIi)’ I iai,iiiu_

I ii iii ii liii .‘sliii,.’iil’.

I [lilsieF Ii,,iii Nk,i iiiis iiei I pci alili’) l)iiduct
iii

I \\\ii I .iIiIl)e I .i). Niiitli Ilasiti
N\\i\V\ii)\IikleI6\ia \iiIi
SW) \\hii) liii Nt & 11th .\ N t Iesciitt lake

I \\ Nil) Nih \ N at 44th N, N
N\VlW\i) I ‘‘uk .\ N at I tunes
N\\ l\\ Nil) I<iieei and Such Isle \‘,tiilts
N\VlWNIl I Snell IsIc lied md RalwI
N\VIWNII Sin uwater Vaults

(. otliri ittliolls unit I Ni clopi’i s

Ii ((‘Al RN))) Nil N

[(I (.11 I i4I.l i:’.i’s

! astir Iliii Sliii’iii I)i’.iiiilp(’ I Iii)iroveiiit’iils
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PIJBIJ(’ 1li’ARIN(;
November 10, 2015

PUBlIC IIEARIN;

A. City File L(;CP-cIE-2o15 Contact Person: Cate Lee, 892-5255

Request: City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan he modified to implement
legislative requirements of Chapter 1 63, Part 11, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of
the Capital Improvements Element (CIE).

Staff Presentation

Cate Lee gave a presentation based on the staff report.

Public Hearing

No speakers present.

Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Smith moved and Commissioner Reese seconded a motion approving

(lie request in accordance with (lie staff report.

VOTE: YES — Reese, Wan,zemnachei Rogo, Smith, Whiteinan
NO-None

Motion passed by a vote of 5 to 0.
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st.petersburg
wwwstpete. org

Stall Report to the St. Petersburg (‘ommiinitv Planning & Preservation Commission

Prepared by the Plannmg & Economic’ I )evelopment I )epartnient,
Urban Plannm and 1—listoric Preservation Division

For PuN ic I—lean n and Iixecutivc’ Action on NoVember I 0, 20 I S
at 3:O() p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall.

I 75 Fi Iih Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File #LGCP-CIE-2015

Reiuest

City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan he modi lied to implement legislative
requirements ot Chapter 1 63, Part II, Florida Statutes, related to the annual update of the Capital
Improvements Element (CIE). Florida law continues to require that the CIE and the schedule o1
capital improvements, also referred to as the Capital Improvement Program (CIP), he reviewed
oii an annual basis and modified as necessary.

Changes to the growth management laws in 2011 resulted in the Following changes to the CIE
modi hcation process From prior years:

1. The CIP is no longer required to be financially feasible. (Regardless of this change, the
City’s budget remains in balance and the CIP continues to he financially feasible as
explained further in this report and as reflected in the CIP schedules.)

2. The annual CIE update is now considered a modification to the Comprehensive Plan and
not an amendment, therefore can now he adopted by ordinance. (Pursuant to the 2011
Community Planning Act, the City can modify its CIE faster as there is no longer state
and regional agency review. The ordinance will continue to require public hearings by the
Community Planning & Preservation Commission and City Council.)

3. Capital projects must be identified as either funded or unfunded and given a level ol’
priority for funding. (All projects listed in the City’s CIP are considered priority and are
fully funded. There are no unfunded or partially funded projects in the City’s budget.)
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4. the statutory pn)visions br school concurrency were rescinded. Al its September 7, 2() I 1
meet in the Pinel las Schools Collaborative recommended that the County and
municipalities work toward an updated Public Schools Interlocal Agreement to reflect the
change. On July 26, 201 2 the St. Petersburg City Council approved a new Public Schools
Interlocal Agreement which rescinded school concurrency requirements while continuing
tl1e City’s residential development reporting and school planning coordination
responsibilifles. On February 2 I , 2013 the St. Petersburg City Council approved
modifications to (lie Comprehensive Plan which deleted provisions related to the
implementation of school concurrency, including the requirement to adopt the Pinellas
County School Board’s Five Year Work Program by reference in the CIE Annual Update.

The attached proposed ordinance modifies (lie CIE and replaces (lie existing schedules with new
hive—year capital improvement schedules (Exhibits A through J) [or FY 2016 through FY 2020.
These ten schedules itemize projects over $250,000 which maintain or improve the City’s
adopted LOS (level of service) standards for the following public facilities: potable water,
sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, roadways/mass transit, and recreation and open space. It
shoLild be noted that several projects which fall below (lie $250,000 threshold have also been
included because they either support mobility or fund mobility within the City. Additional public
facility capital pro;ects related to the City’s municipal airport, port and marina have also been
included.

Con cii uren cv

Concurrency means that the necessary public facilities and services to maintain the adopted LOS
standards are available when the impacts of development occur. The schedules of capital
improvements that are part of the CIE contain prioritized projects meant to ensure that adequate
levels of service are maintained.

The City has adopted LOS standards for the following public facilities and services: potable
water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, recreation and open space, and roadways/mass
transit. The City is in the unique position of having excess public facility capacity, with the
exception of portions of the drainage system and approximately two percent of the major street
segments. The City’s CTP projects generally fall under the category of “replacement” and
“maintenance” rather than “new” facilities or even “expansion” of existing facilities, largely due
to the built-out nature of St. Petersburg. The adopted LOS standards for all of the City’s public
facilities and services are being maintained.

Potable Water

Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the City’s 2014 potable
water demand is approximately 27.7 million gallons per day (mgd). While the City’s adopted
LOS standard for potable water use is 125 gallons per capita per day, it is estimated that the
actual per capita demand is 78 gallons per capita per day. With an overall potable water system
capacity of 68 million gallons per day, there is more than adequate capacity 1.0 meet demand.
Due to the excess capacity in the water system, no additional capital expenditures are anticipated
beyond those concerning replacement and maintenance (see Exhibit E, Fund 4003).
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Sanitary Sewer

In 2() I—I-, the City’s auureuated sanitary sewer system capacity or its lour wastewater treatment
I aci Iii ies vas X.4 niid. vlii Ic the average I lo\V tie was 33.(3 mgd, resti lit ng n an esti mated
excess c pacily of 34.77 mgd. In April oF this year, the Albert Whi (ted Water Reclamation
I ad Ii tv was closed and the wastewater how was transl’ened to the Southwest WRF. reducing the
overall sanitary sewer system capacity to 5( mgd. I )ue to the excess capacity at the remaining
three Facilities, no additional capital expenditures are anticipated beyond those concerning
teplaceitient and maintenance (see Exhibit E. Fund 4003).

Sanitation/Solid Waste

Solid waste ( ‘o/lc(!ioll is the responsibility of the City, while all solid waste di.’yo.suI is the
responsibility oh Pi nd las County. The City and the County have the same designated level oh
service ( L( )S ) oh’ I .3 tons per year per person. while there is no generation rate For nonresidential
uses. The City’s actual demand (or solid waste service is approximately I .0 tons per person per
year, less than the adopted L( )S standard. For 20 14, the overall county demand (‘or solid waste
service was approximately 0.83 tons per person per year. The CoLinty currently receives and
disp ses oh’ municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris generated throughoLit
Pi nd las County. The li nd las County Waste—to—Energy ( WTE) h’aci lily and the Bridgeway Acres
Sanitary Land till ate the responsibility of Pi nel las County Utilities. Department of Solid Waste
Operations. While the WTE Facility incinerated 805.252 tons of garbage in 20 14, it has the
capacity to burn 985,500 tons per year. The Bridgeway Acres landfill has approximately 30 years
remaining, based on current grading and disposal plaits. There are no solid waste related projects
listed in the capital improvement schedules.

Drainage/S tormwater

Prior to the development or redevelopment of any properly in the City, site plan approval is
required. At that time, the storrnwater management system For the site will he required to meet
all City and SWFWMD (Southwest Florida Water Management District) stormwater
management criteria. The City’s Stormwater Management Master Plan (SMMP) contains
detailed information on the 26 basins that comprise the stormwater management area. The
SMMP includes 85 projects. It is estimated that the City will spend an average of $6 million per
year over a 20 year horizon to complete the projects. SWFWMD grants are listed under funding
resources in Exhibit F, Fund 4013, with the City match coming from “Penny for Pinellas” funds
which are listed in Exhibit C, Fund 3027.

Roadways

Data and analysis related to roadway levels of service is attached to this staff report. Since
the 2014 update to the CIP schedule, the City has not issued a development order or permit for a
proposed development deemed to have a de minimis impact. Consequently, a summary of de
minimis records is not applicable to this year’s annual update. A de minimis impact is one which
will generate less than 1 % of the maximum average daily volume of traffic that a particular
roadway can carry without decreasing the level of service below the City’s adopted standard of
“D.” In addition, it should be noted that pursuant to 2009-96 Laws of Florida (Senate Bill 360)
the City is a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) in its entirety and thus is
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exempt li’oin ITaIlsI)oIlalI()n concurrency l(.(,ltIIIeflhL’Iut5 as well as tie iniiìiniis recoi’dkeeping

req u i tel en Is.

Recreation & ( )pen Space

While the City has n.lopted a L( )S standard ol nine (t_)) acres ol recreation and open space per
I .OP() residenl population. ii enjoys an estimated 27.X acres per I .000. There are no recreation or
cultural projects listed in the capital improvement schedules to address L( )S deficiencies.

Financial Feasibility

While 2(11 I legislative changes no longer require the CII’ to be financial lv I’easihle. the City
continues to demonstrate a balanced program. Financial leasibi lily means that sullicieni lunding
sources (revenues) are available br l’inancinii capital improvement projects (expenses) intended
to achieve and maintain the adopted LOS standards. St. Petersburg accomplishes this by
bollOwine biscal policies that are codified in the City’s Administrative Policies and Procedures:

General Fiscal Policy I.A.4. — “The city shall pI’epare and implement a Capital
Improvement Program (CII’) consistent with State requirements, which shall schedule the
t’undi ng and construction ob’ projects ‘or a Five—year period, including a one—year CIP
Budget. The CII’ shall balance the needs br improved public l’acilities and infrastructure,
consistent with the city’s Comprehensive Plan, within the Fiscal capabilities and
limitations ob the city.’’

2. General Fiscal Policy l.A.5. — “The city shall maintain its accounting records in
accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), applied to
governmental units as promulgated by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board
(GASB) and the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB). In addition, federal and
state grant accounting standards will be met.”

3. Fiscal Policy for Capital Expenditures and Debt Financing, Policy IV.A.l.a. — “Revenue
projections for the one-year Capital Improvement Program Budget and five-year Capital
Improvement Program Plan shall be based on conservative assumptions of dedicated fees
and taxes, future earnings and bond market conditions.”

4. Fiscal Policy l.or Capital Expenditures and Debt Financing, Policy IV.A.2.a. — “Capital
projects shall be justified in relation to the applicable elements of the City’s
Comprehensive Plan.”

Capital Improvement Budget

Each year the City Council approves an operating budget and a capital improvement budget.
The capital improvement budget is the first year of the five-year Capital Improvement Program
(CIP). The Capital Improvements Element of the Comprehensive Plan includes the five-year CIP
along with ten exhibits which are fund summaries for the various capital improvement funds.
The fund summaries provide detailed revenue sources and project expenditure amounts, by fund,
for FY16 through FY20. All funds are balanced in all years.
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( OIliI)liaIiCC VI( h t lie ( omprclwiisive Plaii

I nly in each calendar yew, the Plaiiiìing & Econoniic I )evelopmen( I )epar(nient reviews the
Prll capital ii proveileilt projects br the next hscal years budget to iiiake sure the projects
comply with the requirenients ol the Comprehensive Plan objective mid policies identified
below.

Ihe attached proposed ordimiance nirl (IP schedules have been pIe)aIed to update the Capital
Impmovenients Element of the (‘oniprehensmve Plan. Ihe proposed (IP schedtiles (Ii) lot commit
the (itV to aims limvnicial expenditure beyoiid those itemied in the annwil Capital Improvement
Program (ClI) Himdeet. The lolkwniu objective mid policies Irom the Capital Improvements

Element ol (lie (‘oiuprehensive Plan are applicable to this annual update.

POlicy CILI:

Those projects exceeding 25O.OOO, identi lied in the other elements ol’ the
Comprehensive Plan as necessary to maintain or improve the adopted level of service
standards and which are of relatively large scale and high costs, shall he included in the
Capital I m proveiuenl Element.

Objective (15:

Fo demonstrate the Citys ability to provide [or needed improvemens identifled in the
other elements of the Comprehensive Plan, the City shall develop and adopt the capital
improvement schedule, as part of the Comprehensive Plan. The Capital Improvement
Schedule shall include: a schedule of projects; funding dates; all costs reasonably
associated with the completion of the project; and demonstrate that the City has the
necessary funding to prouide public facility needs concurrent with or prior to previously
issued Development Orders or future development.

Policy C15. I:

Proposed capital improvement projects must be reviewed by the Development Services
Department [now known as the Planning & Ecoiioinic Development Department] based
on the following:

A. General consistency with the Comprehensive Plan - projects found inconsistent
with the Comprehensive Plan shall not be approved until appropriate revisions are
made to the project and/or the Comprehensive Plan to achieve consistency.

B. Evaluation of projects regarding the following eight areas of consideration from
the State Comprehensive Planning Regulations:

I. Elimination of Public Hazards;
2. Elimination of Existing Capacity Deficits;
3. Local Budget Impact;
4. Locational Needs Based on Projected Growth Patterns (Activity Centers);
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5. J\cLIlun1hltiuii I Nev I )e’eIupiiieiii iiid 1’edeveIupiiieni Sei’iue I )eiiiiiids
(‘. (‘HIeCtifl OC reJ)Ik.eflefl1 )I UISUIe[e )T \\)Ifl—OIt IitiIi1ies
7. IinineiaI IeasiIiIitv utitI
. I’Lins ul Sti1e /\L’l1cies iiid \A’itei VIintueiiieii1 I)isIr iLls that iiovide puhlic

IiciIilies \vilhill the IociI (‘iuveinnientsjiiiisdiction.

‘I’he I )evelopment Services I )epartnient I iion’ kiionii ci.s I/u P/aniunç’ & L(’(nio!liu

I)eie/o/uh!(’nI l)eno;ienI shall advise the I )eart ment ol Budget and Mi agement ol its
findings regarding these eight ieas 01 consideration to assist said I )epartment with the
ranLing and prionti’/ation ol capital improvement protects.

Reconmiended Action

Stall recommends that the Community Planning & Preservation Commission, in its capacity as
the City’s Local Planning Agency, recommend to City Council APPROVAL of the attached
ordi mince modi lying the Capital Improvements Element based on consistency with the
Coniprehensi ye Plan and compliance with statutory requirements.

Attachments: Roadway l)ata and Analysis
Proposed Ordinance and Exhibits A through J CIP Schedules)
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l’oadvvay I)ata eS A tialysis

The kd lowine, thscussion relaWs to Lund 3027 ( Exhibit C), Fund 307 1 ( Exhibit I)). and the
Ii )( )‘l’ I )istrict 7 Road (‘apaci Iv Projects spreadsheet ( Exhibit .1). These exhibits are attached to
the proposed ordinance. In previms annual updates to the Capital Improvements Element, City
stall listed I3inellas County road capacity projects in St. Petersburg. There are no Pinellas
County road capacity projects planned fl)r the next live years in SI. Petersburg.

Comprehensive Plan Policy T3. slates that all major city, county and state roads shall operate at
a level ol service ( L( )S ) I) or better ii the peak hour of vehicular traffic. The City’s major
roadways not on the Interstate system that currently do not meet the Citvs adopted LOS
standard ol’ “1Y ale listed in Table I, below. Two road segments in the City are del’icient (LOS
“F” or “V ). The total length of these two segments is I .9 I miles. The total distance ol’ the
Ci tys major roadways not including the Interstate system is 207.54 miles. as shown in Table 2.
Consequently. only ,9(/ of the niajor roads not on the Interstate system are deficient. The vast
majority of the major streets iii the City 99. I ) linction at the adopted level of service (LOS)
standard of ‘‘I).’’ This is undoubtedly dLIe to the street network’s efficient grid pattern and history
ol providing extensive road capacity improvements citywide.

Table 1
2014 Deficient Road Segments in St. Petersburg

Juris- Distance
Roadway Section From To diction LOS (Miles)

22111 Ave. N 1-275 34I1 St. N City E 1.16

Candy Blvd. Brighton Bay Blvd. 411 St. State F 0.75

Total 1.91

Sources: Pinellas County MPO’s “2015 Level of Service Report.” September 2015

Notes:
The Piiiellas County MPO completed a corridor study for 22nd Avenue North in November 2003. EDOT
has programmed funding through their Highway Safety Program to construct an additional eastbound left-
turn lane oii 22Id Avenue North to northbound 1-275. The project is scheduled to be let for construction in
June of 2015.

2. The EDOT advanced $83 million in funding for the Gandy Boulevard (SR 694) improvement project from
west of Dr. ML King Jr. Street to east of 4 Street. Overpasses will be constructed at 94’’ Avenue North.
Dr. ML King Jr. Street and Roosevelt Boulevard/4” Street. The proposed roadway will be an elevated,
controlled access facility and will he reconstructed to six lanes from west of Dr. ML King Jr. Street up to
the Dr. ML King Jr. Street bridge and four lanes from the Dr. ML King Jr. Street bridge to east of 4111 Street.
This project will improve traffic how on Gandy Boulevard between Brighton Bay Boulevard and 411 Street.
The project is anticipated to be completed by the spring of 2017.



riIl)l 2
Miles ol Maior Roadway in St. Petersburg

Classification I)istance ( Miles)

Pri nci pal Arterial I .6 I

l\4 i nor Arterial 90. 2

Collector 77(7

eiehhor Collector 21)44

rutI 207.54

Source: Planning and Economic Development Department. July 20 3

In 2005. Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) officials asked City staff to project
levels ol service on major roadways for the current year and live years out. Due to slow growth
and ihe built out nature of St. Petersburg, it is unl ikel that traffic conditions will change
significantly over the next five years. However, in an eflbrt to anticipate possible deficiencies
that may occur in the next five years, City staff has reviewed the MPO’s 2015 Level of Service.
Report to determine if there are an major road segments in the MPO’s report that are currently
operating at LOS “D’’ or better and have a volume—to—capacity ratio of 0.90 or higher. There are
no road segments that operate at LOS “1)’’ or better and have a volume—to—capacity ratio that is
greater than 0.90.

Roadway and traffic improvements are primarily located in Funds 3027 (Exhibit C) and 3071
(Exhibit D). Road capacity projects listed in FDOT’s work program are shown in Exhihiti.



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

MEETING OF DECEMBER 17, 2015 

 

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

FROM:  Mike Dove, Neighborhood Affairs Administrator 

SUBJECT : Amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 27 relating to Single-Family Single Stream  

Recycling Service pick-up locations  

The attached ordinance amends St Petersburg City Code, Chapter 27 Article V to include alley and 

backyard service for Single-Family Single Stream Recycling Services.  

The Sanitation Department, working with the City Attorney’s office, has prepared the attached proposal 

to amend the St. Petersburg City Code Article V.  It includes amendments to two (2) sections of Chapter 

27 generally providing for alley or backyard collection of recyclables from those residences that have 

alley or backyard solid waste collection.   

The Sanitation Department plans to implement this change in January of 2016.   

The monthly fee for Single-Family Single Stream Recycling Services will remain at $2.95. 

 



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE 

CHAPTER 27; PROVIDING FOR ALLEY AND BACKYARD 

RESIDENTIAL RECYCLING SERVICES; AND PROVIDING AN 

EFFECTIVE DATE. 

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

Section One. Section 27-539 subsection (b) of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 27-539 

(b) Single-family residences, multiple-family residences and commercial establishments not using 
commercial bulk garbage or bulk recycling containers shall place all garbage that is to be removed 
in bulk garbage containers and have a choice of for curb/ or alley residential service, whichever is 
designated by the POD, or backyard residential service. Single-family residences shall place 
recyclable materials in a bulk recycling container for curbside or alley residential service, which is 
designated by the POD, or backyard residential service. 

(1) Curb/alley residential service. Bulk garbage containers shall be placed at the curbside in front 
of property in such manner as not to obstruct pedestrian passage and no further away from 
the curb than two feet with the container handle away from the street, or if a serviceable 
service in an alley is available provided, not more than three feet from the alley right-of-way. A 
bulk container placed in an alley will be located by the POD and not relocated without POD's 
permission.  

(2) Backyard residential service. Approved waste containers shall be placed not more than 80 feet 
from street right-of-way and shall not be placed within any completely fenced or walled area 
or enclosure of any kind. This prohibition shall include sunken cans, unless such sunken cans 
are approved by the POD.  

(3)   Single-family single stream recycling service. Bulk recycling containers shall be placed at the 
curbside in front of property in such manner as not to obstruct pedestrian passage and no 
further away from the curb than two feet with the container handle away from the street 
or if service in an alley is provided, not more than three feet from the alley right-of-way. 

 

Section Two.  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 Three.  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 Four.  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) 

 

 









































T. PUTERSBUR( CiTY C( )UNCIL

I\leeting ol December 17, 2015

The I lonorable Charlie Genies, Chair, and Members ul City Council

SUBJFCT: City File LGCP—2016—() 1: City—initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendments.

A detailed analysis oF the regnest is provided in Stall Report LGCP—20 16—01
attached.

REQU FST:
(A) ORDINANCE —H amending Chapter 1, General Introduction,

Chapter 2, Vision Element, Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, Chapter
4, Conservation Element, Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element,
Chapter 6, Transportation Element, Chapter 7, Housing Element, Chapter
8, Recreation and Open Space Element, Chapter 9, Potable Water
Suhelement, Sanitary Sewer Subelernent and Drainage Suhelernent,
Chapter 10, Capital Improvements Element, Chapter I I
Intergovernmental Coordination Element, Chapter 12, Historic
Preservation Element and Chapter 14, Plan Monitoring and Evaluation
Element.

(13) RESOLUTION

________________

transmitting the proposed Comprehensive
Plan text amendments tor expedited state, regional and county review, in
accordance with Chapter 163, Florida Statutes.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: No visitors, phone calls or correspondence have been received, to
date.

CommunitvPhmning Preservation Commission (CPPC)j On November 10,
2015 the CPPC held a public hearing regarding these proposed text amendments
to the Comprehensive Plan, and recommended APPROVAL by a unanimous vote
ol 5 to 0.

Recommended City Council Action: I ) (‘ONI )(JCT the first reading and public
hearing br the attached proposed ordinance; 2) APPROVE the attached
transmittal resolution; AN I ) 3) SI i’ the second reading and adopt ion public
hearing for I ehruary 4, 2016.

Attachments: ( )rdi nance, Resol til iuii, I )raft ( ‘PP( Minutes, Staff Report



( )RI)INANCE N( ). -II

AN ORI)INANCF AMLNI)ING ii IL C()MPREI IENSIVE PLAN
OF TIlE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORII)A; AMENI)ING
Cl IAPTER I, GENERAl. INTROI)UCTION; AMENI)ING
CI-IAPTER 2, VISION ELEMENT; AMENI)ING CI-IAPTER 3,
FUTURE LANI) USE ELEMENT; AMENI)ING CI-IAPTER 4,
C( )NSERVATION ELEMENT; AMENI)ING CI-IAPTER 5,
CoASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT; AMENDING
CI-IAPTER 6, TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT; AMENI)ING
CI-IAPTER 7, HOUSING ELEMENT; AMENDING CHAPTER 5,
RECREATION ANI) OPEN SPACE ELEMENT; AMENI)ING
CI-IAPTER 9, POTABLE WATER SUBELEMENT, SANITARY
SEWER SUBELEMENT ANI) l)RAINAGE SUI3ELEMENT;
AMENI)ING CHAPTER 10, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
ELEMENT; AMENDING Ci-IAPTER II,
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOR 1)INATION ELEMENT;
AMENI)ING CHAPTER 12, HISTORIC PRESERVATION
ELEMENT; AMENI)ING CHAPTER 14, PLAN MONITORiNG
AND EVALUATION ELEMENT; PROVI1)1NG FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, consistent with the requirements ol’ Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the City
of St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish goals, objectives and policies to
guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Administration has initiated amendments to several Comprehensive
Plan elements, including issue areas, objectives and policies; and

WHEREAS, the Community Planning & Preservation Commission of the City has
reviewed the proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing on November
10, 2015 and has recommended approval; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the
Community Planning & Preservation Commission and the City Administration, and the
comments received during the public hearing conducted on this matter, finds that the proposed
amendments to the Comprehensive Plan are appropriate; now, therefore

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

Section 1. That all references to the “Local Government Comprehensive Planning
and Land Development Regulation Act” be replaced with “Community Planning Act”
throughout the Comprehensive Plan.



SecOon 2. Ihat ill relerences to the “I )epartment 01 Community Affairs.’’ IX’i\’’ or
“I)eparlmeiil ul lo)numic ( )pportuiiily’’ be rel)laced with the “sate land planning agency
lhrouejioiit he Coniprehensive Plan.

Section 3 Ihat all relerences to Rule 9.1—5, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) he
deleted throughout the Comprehensive Plan, except where indicated in this section:

Section I .4 Historical Planning Ellorts
1: Is

/ 996 Li’aliiaieaii and Appraisal Report (E/l R)

As per Chapter I 63 F.S and 9J —5 F.A.C. (repealed in 2011), the Evaluation and Appraisal Report
(EAR) of [lie I 989 Comprehensive Plan was adopted by City Council in December 1996.

2007 Era/nation and Ap, raisal I?epoul (EAR)

As required by Chapter 163, F.S.. and Chapter 9J—5, F..—\.C. (repealed in 2011), the Evaluation
and Appraisal Report (EAR) of the Comprehensive Plan was approved by the City Council in
May (;) I’ 2(107.

1.8 POPULATION FORECASTS

Population and Land Area changes since the last EAR:

As detailed in the City’s 2007 Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR), and pursuant to 163.3 177
F.S. and 9J-5.005 F.A.C. (repealed in 2011), the following tables assess the changes in
population since the last EAR based amendments adopted in June of 1998.

Section 4. That all references to the “Development Services Department,” the “Urban
Planning, Design and Historic Preservation Division” and “the Division” be replaced with the
“planning department” or “the department” throughout the Comprehensive Plan.

Section 5. That all references to the “Community Preservation Commission
(“CPC”)” and the “Planning & Visioning Commission (“PVC”)” he replaced with “the
commission(s) designated in the LDRs” throughout the Comprehensive Plan, except where
indicated in this section:

1.3.1 .3.F. Board; Commission; Officials

The terms Community Planning & Visioning Preservation Commission (‘i2\GCPPC”)
Community Preservation Commission (“CPC”), and Development Review Commission

2



(“l)RC’’). shall iiieati the respective commissions ui the City ut St. Petersburg. and their
anthori i.cd agents.

Section I .4 I lisloTiell Plannille. Eliorts

I 970’s ( ,i,e,iv (oa/ ( ()I1l11li!lee

:1: 1: :1: :1: :1:

Also in I 973. the St. Petersburg City Council cieated Iwo new advisory commissions, the
Planning Commission and Environmental l)evelopment Commission Wi El )C). l3oth
commissions were renamed in 2007 to the Planning & Visioning Commission (PVC) and the
l)evelopment Review Commission ( DRC). In 2013 the PVC was consolidated with the
Community Preservation Commission (CPC) to create the Community Planning & Preservation
Commission (CPPC). The DRC reviews development proposals dealing with requirements oh’ the
Land l)evelopment Regulations, such as site plans, special exceptions, and subdivisions. The
P-V-C CPPC is charged with preparing the long—range plan tor the City. Council mandated that a
new plan be developed dealing with land use, open space and recreation, transportation, public
l’aci I ities and drainage, conservation and community Facilities.

I .5.2 Public Participation Plan

Noti iieation M ai Ii ng List

The Planning & Visioning Commission (currently the Community Planning & Preservation
Commission) and City staiT initiated a notitication mailing list that provides groups and
individuals with advance notification of Community Planning & Visioning Preservation
Commission meetings and workshops that have Comprehensive Plan items on the agenda.

* * * * :1:

Section 6. Section 1 .6 List of Abbreviations in Chapter 1, General Introduction, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

CPPC Community Plannina and Preservation Commission

CPC Community Preservation Commission

PVC Planning and Visioning Commission

TMP Transportation Management Plan

3



Section 7. Scctiii 1.7 I )cliiiitioiis in (‘liaptci’ I. (icncral liitioductioii. is hcrchy
amended k TCd as k)IIOWS:

Slate land plannine agency — Means the I )eparlmenl of Economic ( )pu)u1unily. (I 63.3 I 64, ES.)

Transportation Management Plan — A transportation management plan (TMP) is rertuired for
development projects that add a significant number of new vehicular trips to roads with high
levels of traffic congestion. A TMP can include strategies such as trail, sidewalk, bus stop and
intersection improvements, trip rcdLmction programs such as vanpool ing or telecommuting, and
provi5i0T ol traditiomial design features.

Section 8. Section 2.1 Introduction in Chapter 2, Vision Element, is hereby amended
to read as follows:

2.1 Introduction

* * * :1:

/1 Vision /r Si. Ie!L’1vIn1rt in 2020

This summary is intended to provide the citizens of St. Petersburg an o erview of Vision 2020,
and an invitation to be involved in this ongoing process. For more information, \ isit the City’s
website at http://www.stpete.org or contact the Development Services plannine d1epartment,
One 4th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida (727) 893 7153.

Section 9. Policy LU3. 1 .B.3 in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

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

Section 10. Policy LU3. 1 8 in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, is hereby amended
to read as follows:

All retail and office activities shall be located, designed and regulated so as to benefit from the
access afforded by major streets without impairing the efliciency of operation of these streets w
lowering the LOS below adopted standards, and with proper facilities for pedestrian convenience
and safety.

4



Scclnn I. objective 1135 in Chapter 3, Iuturc Land Use Flemeiit, is hereby aniended
to read as lol lows:

Ihe City shall O)Idina1e the provision ol the lohlowiiig lacilities aiìd serVices concurrent with
the needs oh the existin and Future land uses consistent with the adopted minimum level of
service stan(lards contained in this Comprehensive Plan:

• I )rainagc 4. Sanitary Sewer 7. Mass Transit
2. Solid Waste 5. Recreation/( )pen Space
3 Pot able Water (—Roudways

Section 12. Policy LU 14.2 in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, is hereby amended
to read as lohlows:

Public schools are an allowable use within the Following Future Land Use Plan categories:

Residential Low
Residential Urban
Residential Low Mcdi urn
Residential Medium
Residential/OFfice General
Intutional
Planned Redevelopment — Residential
Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use
Central Business District

Section 13. The Following issue in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

ISSUE: The Downtown Waterfront

The St. Petersburg downtown waterfront is a unique amenity and recreational asset of the City.
Major cultural and recreational events are frequently held on the waterfront, making it a focal
point of the community. Preserving and enhancing the integrity of the waterfront, integrating
downtown development at a scale compatible with the waterfront park system, preserving view
corridors and ensuring that development around the waterfront encourages street level pedestrian
activity for the citizens of St. Petersburg are ongoing priorities.

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (DWMP) is the community’s vision for the future of the
City’s Downtown Waterfront. The DWMP was adopted to protect, enhance, and redevelop one
of the City’s greatest assets in line with community desires to create a downtown waterfront that
is socially, economically, and environmentally sustainable for generations to come. The purpose

5



o the I )WMP is to IWOVide planiiing recommendations based on strong community input to
create a vision for the 21 Century.

The I )W l\l P is a set of guiding principles that provide a Iramework br conceptually designed
proicLis to he implemented over time. This Iramework is made up of overarching themes called

the Fi ye I )i mensions ol the Waterlront which characterize and provide a home br all the various
input received irom the community. The waterfront is divided into six distinct Character l)istricts
that subdivide the prolect area into zones of specific use and locus along with a set of
Comprehensive Water! ront Needs that apply to the entire downtown water! ront study area.

The community’s l)WMP Vision:

The City of St. Petersburg, through the l)owntown Waterfront Master Plan, envisions a
continued legacy of preserved and enhanced open space that is inclusive and oilers opportunities
br all. It is our unclerstandi ng and belief that the unrivaled, vibrant and di verse array of
community assets stretching from the Coffee Pot to the Pier, and the Pier to Lassing Park
working together, will afford greater economic and ecological resiliency for future generations.
As a community we seek to be a national model for waterfront stewardship, acknowledting that
“we are all connected by water” and that solutions to social, environmental and physical places
are best solved by a common understanding that “your issue is my issue.’’ As such our master
plan is guided by the following overarching community themes, the five dimensions of the
water! ron t:

Stewardship of the Waterfront Environment
Developing a sustainable relationship between the natural and built environments

Enhancing the Experience of the Water
Expanding St. Petersburg as a waterfront destination for boaters and non-boaters

An Active Waterfront Parks System
Diversifying the activities of the waterfront to meet a growing community’s needs

Economically Vibrant Downtown Places
Leveraging the economic potential of in-water and upland areas along the water’s edge

A Connected, Accessible Downtown and Waterfront
Creating continuous linkages, service oriented parking and transit, and increased public access to
the waterfront

Section 14. Policy LUI7A.2 in Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The waterfront park system should provide a variety of passive and active recreational and
cultural uses as identified in the 1)owntown Waterfront Master Plan.

6



Sectioii I 5. ( )hjective LL.J I 713 and associated Pol icisre herehy renumbered LU I 7C
and Ii. II 7(’. I through Ii. I I 7(’.S, and a new ( )hjective I All 7B and associated policies in Chapter
3, luiure I Sand t Ise liemeni, are hereby added to read as Follows:

OBJECTIVE LtJ 1711:

The City shall take into account the Five themes, the six character districts, and the
comprehensive needs outl ned in the I)WMP developed 1mm extensive community outreach and

input when considen n L development, protection, and enhancement decisions.

Policies:

LU I 71-3. I When nreparing and implementing the Capital Improvement Program, the City
shall consider applicable projects outlined in the DWMP.

Projects, improvements and proerams oronosed for the downtown waterfront shall
be consistent with the DWMP.

Section 16. Section 5. I Introduction in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

The purpose of this document, as uumncu iii eeuOn 9J 5 is, ... ‘to plan for and where
appropriate restrict development activities where such activities would damage or destroy coastal
resources, and protect human life and limit public expenditures in areas that are subject to
destruction by natural disaster.” is to protect and prevent loss of human life, public infrastructure
and private property from coastal hazards.

Section 17. Policy CM 11 .8 in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Areas within the coastal area of St. Petersburg in need of redevelopment are identified in the
Future Land Use Element pursuant to 9J 5.012(2)(a) by the City of St. Petersburg pursuant to
Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the Community Redevelopment Act of 1969.

Section 18. Policy CMI2.7 in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City shall evaluate Pinellas County and other local government post disaster guidelines and
propose appropriate guidelines for post-disaster redevelopment in St. Petersburg. The proposed
guidelines will also address the relocation, mitigation or replacement of CHHA infrastructure
and will implement the minimum requirements of Chapter 9J 5.01 2(3)c.5 F.A.C. and the City’s
Coastal Management Element. The post disaster guidelines shall distinguish between the

LUI7B.2
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recovery phase aII(I long—tcrni rcdcvelol)mcnE including (he removal. relocation or structural
nìodi hca(ion ol I maed and unsale structures and inlntsiructure.

Sect ion I ). Section 6. I Introduction in Chapter 6, Transportation Elenieni, is hereby
amended to ‘cad as lol k)ws:

6. I INTR( )l )UCTI()N

The City of St. Petersburg is required under Chapter I 63, Part II, Florida Statutes (ES), the
“Lt+cal Government Comprehensive Community Planning and Land I )evelopment Act,’’ and the
Florida I )epartment of’ Community A flairs Rule OJ 5.01 9, Florida Administrative Code ( FAC),
to produce a Transportation Element because it is located within the urbanized area of the
Pinel las Cou nty Metropolitan Planning Organization. The City is encouraged to coordinate the
Transportation Element of its Comprehensive Plan with the Long Range Transportation Plan of
the Pinel las County Metropolitan Planning Organization ( MPO).

Section 20. Issue: Levels of Service, Concurrency Management and Urban Infill in
Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

Levels of Servii jncurr’n’” Mnniiernnt and Urban Infill Traffic Circulation and
Mobility

Growth management law established the concurrency principle as a basic tenant of Florida
planning practice in 1985. Concurrency requires that facilities such as roads needed to serve a
given development, at a minimum level of service (LOS) or better, be in place at the time
impacts occur. Since the 1 985 the issue of transportation concurrency has received a great deal
of attention and been the subject of several amendments to Chapter 163 FS and 9J-5 FAC. The
purpose of the revisions has been to mitigate the unintended negative effects of transportation
concurrency, primarily encouraging urban sprawl and discouraging urban infill development.
The City of St. Petersburg, with less than 4 percent of the land supply vacant and available for
development and few roadway expansion opportunities due to its built out status, is an urban
infill community. Maintaining a minimum level of service standard for roadways remains a City
objective. However, the City also strives to provide opportunity for infill development and
redevelopment, encourage the development of a multimodal transportation system and maximize
the use of existing infrastructure. The objectives and associated policies set forth below provide
the framework for balancing the need to maintain a minimum roadway level of service while
allowing flexibility to promote urban infill and multimoda] transportation system development
through the transportation concurrency exception mechanism.

The City established a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) lbr the portion of
the City located south of 77th and 78 Avenues North in 2000. The City’s TCEA met the State’s
Rule 9J-5 criteria for an urban mull area and contained several community redevelopment areas.
During the 2008 update to the Transportation Element, the City reassessed its TCEA to ensure
that it still met the 9J 5 criteria for an urban infill area. The City’s TCEA still meets the criteria
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because only 3 of the land urea is developahie vacant land (less than the State maximum
standard of I 0.0), 72.0% of (he developed land is residential ( greater than the State’s minimum
standard of 6( )% ) and the residential density fln—-he—res-d±-n4—i-al-l—y—-dtve4i-ped land is 7.7 dwelling
ui+i+s—per aci’e—(—grealer than the State’s mini nm-i—tiindd-*--5-(—4

The 2005 CIrowih Management Act (SR 360) amended the requirements for TCEAs listed in ES.
—1—63.3 I SO. An emphasis was placed on long term strategies to support and lund mohi Ii ty and
assess the impact of the TCEA on the adopled level of service standards for the Strate-g-i-
Intermodal System SIS and roadway facilities funded by the State’s Transportation Regional
Incenti e Program. The (‘I t is fortunate to have an efficient grid network and an abundance of
road capacity in the TCEA to support urban infi II and redevelopment. Consequently, the City
has been able to focus on the implementation of its Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, funded
largely through federal giants. property taxes, transportation impact lees and the Penny for
Pinellas, and its plans for premium transit services such as the Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit
project. The City’s recently’ updated Land Development Regulations have established new
design guidelines to promote walking, bicycling and transit through the encouragement of
mixed use developments, buildings designed at a human scale, and higher densities and
intensities in appropriate locations. 1 275 and its feeders, 1 175 and I 375, are currently the only
SIS facilities in the TCEA. Several sections of 1 275 do not meet the State’s and City’s level of
service standard of D. As a carrier of regional traffic, the Interstate system is largely’ impacted
by the rapid growth of the Tampa Bay area and areas outside Tampa Bay. The 2005 legislation
(SB 360) placed an emphasis on the funding of the State’s SIS facilities such as the Interstate
system. Until improvements are funded, the City’ will continue to monitor the impact of the
TCEA on the SIS and work with FDOT on possible solutions, as described in Policy T4.9.

In response to the 201 1 Community Planning Act, which removed State mandated transportation
concurrency management requirements, the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) endorsed the Pinellas County Mobility Plan on September 1 1, 2013. The Mobility Plan
provides a framework for a coordinated multimodal approach to managing the traffic impacts of
development projects as a replacement for local transportation concurrency systems. City staff
participated in the process that led to the development of the Mobility Plan, which is also
intended to ensure consistency between County and municipal site plan review processes as they
pertain to reviewing and managing the traffic impacts of development projects while increasing
mobility for all users of the transportation system. Because of the Community Planning Act and
the Pinellas County Mobility Plan, the City has eliminated adopted level of service standards for
roads and mass transit, which are no longer required by the State of Florida. The City and
Pinellas County MPO will continue to monitor roadway levels of service for planning purposes.
The City will determine the need for transportation management plans for large development
projects that are located on deficient roads. The City will also identify strategies for alleviating
traffic congestion on deficient roadways, which could include additional roadway capacity or
projects that increase mobility for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and motorists. The City
will place a high priority on transportation projects that will help reduce traffic congestion on the
State’s Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) facilities in St. Petersburg, which include the Interstate
system and Gandy Boulevard, or provide alternatives to driving a personal vehicle on these
facilities.
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Section 2 I ( )hjectivc 13 in (Thapter 6, Iransportation Llcmcni, is hereby amended to

read as l( )l lows:

Roadway level of service standards, as deli ned in Policies T3. I , and tram;it level of service
standards, as dcii ned in T3 .5, shal I he mai ntai ned to pminote safe and efficient traffic flow and
convenient transit service and ensure ihat madwiv n:iv ;iiIIwit-nl In ‘iinnnrI pi’Iin mn(i

Thc City shill dLvLlop indmiint ira i multi modal tianspoitation
system that increases mobility for bicyclists, pedestrians and transit users as well as motorists
and users of aviation and rail iaci I ities, arid that pi’olllotes development patterns that reduce
vehicle miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions.

Section 22. Policy T3. i in Chapter 6, Iransportation Element, is hereby amended to
read as lollows:

All major city, county and state streets, not including those identified as constrained in the City’s
most current concurrency annual monitoring report shall operate at LOS D or better in the peak
how of vehicular traffic. Roadway facilities on the State Highway System, Strategic Intermodal
System and Florida Intrastate Highway System and roadway facilities funded by Florida’s
Transportation Regional Incentive Program shall operate at a LOS that is consistent with Rule
14 94, FAC. The City shall implement the Pinellas County Mobility Management System
throLigh the application of Transportation Element policies and site plan and right—of—way
utilization review processes. Policies pertaining to the application of the Mobility Management
System are listed below.

a. All development projects generating new trips shall be subject to payment of a multi
modal impact fee.

b. Development projects that generate between 51 and 300 new peak hour trips on deficient
roads shall be classified as tier I and required to submit a transportation management
plan (TMP) designed to address their impacts while increasing mobility and reducing the
demand tbr single occupant vehicle travel.

c. Development projects that generate more than 300 new peak hour trips on deficient roads
shall be classified as tier 2, required to conduct a traffic study, and submit an
accompanying report and TMP based on the report findings.

d. Multi-modal impact fee assessments may be applied as credit toward the cost of a TMP.
e. A traffic study and/or TMP for a development project not impacting a deficient road

corridor shall be required if necessary to address the impact of additional trips generated
by the project on the surrounding traffic circulation system.

I. Deficient roads shall include those operating at peak hour level of service (LOS) E and F
and/or volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio 0.9 or greater without a mitigating improvement
scheduled for construction within three years.

g. Multi-modal impact fee revenue shall be utilized to fund multi-modal improvements to
local, county or state facilities that are consistent with the comprehensive plan as well as
the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Long Range Transportation Plan.

h. The City shall work cooperatively with the MPO and other local governments to
complete the biennial update of the Multi-modal Impact Fee Ordinance through the MPO
planning process, which includes review by the MPO Technical Coordinating Committee
and MPO Policy Board.

10



Scclion 23. Idol icy T3.3 in (liapter 6, Iransporlalion I Icnieni, is hereby deleted as
l( )I lovs

The City shal I review all roposed (level opment; and redevelopmenls br Tisistency With (his
Element and impacts upon the adopted LOS standards. All development orders and lermits shall
he issued only when it is documented that such development is consistent with the LOS
standards bo rafl’ected public b’aci I ities adopted by this Comprehensive P1 an and meets the

requirements ol the City’; Concurrency Management Ordinance.

Section 24. Policy T3.4 in Chapter 6, Transporation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3 .3 and amended to read as ill ows:

The City shall identify feasible capacity improvements on city roads necessary to alleviate
existing and projected LOS deficiencies and incorporate such improvements into the City’s
Capital Improvement Element and Capital Improvement Program. Road capacity projects that
are not cost feasible from a construction and right—of—way acquisition perspective or have a
significaniR negative impact on established residential and commercial developments will not he

Section 25. Policy T3.5 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3.4 and amended to read as follows:

The City shall actively participate in the MPO process to assist in the identiflcation and
prioritization of cost feasible capacity improvements on local, county and state roads located in
St. Petersburg that are necessary to alleviate existing and projected LOS deficiencies and do not
have a significantly negative impact on established residential and commercial developments.

Section 26. Policy T3.6 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby deleted as
follows:

The City shall minimize the impacts of development on roads that operate at a LOS that is below
the City’s minimum acceptable standard or arc nearing capacity through the implementation of
the Land Development Regulations and transportation management strategies that are described
in the Concurrency Management Ordinance.

Section 27. Policy T3.7 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3.5.

Ii



Section 25. Policies ‘13.5, ‘13.9 and ‘l. 10 in (‘liapter (, ‘l’i sportatioli Elcnieiit, are
hereby deleted as k d k ws

T3.X to vide trmisi I access loi all major
trip eneiators and attractors with headways less than or equal to 30 minutes in the peak
hour mid no greater than 60 ml flutes in I he oil peak period.

T3.’) In estahlishing adequate level ol service standards for any arterial road or collector road
in the City which traverses an adjacent jurisdiction, the City shall consider compatibi lily
with the roadway fuci lily’s adopted level of service standard in [lie adjacent jurisdiction.

T3. 10 The City shal I continue to pallid pate in the Pinel las County M P0’s ongoing effort to
develol) a common meLhodolog wi thin Pinel las County for measuring impacts on
transportation facilities for the purpose of implementing their concurrency management
systems

Section 29. Objective T4 and Policies T4. I through T4.9 in Chapter 6, Transportation
Element. are hereby deleted as lol lows:

OBJECTIVE f4

The City shall exempt the area shown in Map 30 from transportation concurrency requirements
to promote urban infill development and urban redevelopment, the preservation of historic
resources and the restoration of existing buildings, and encourage the use of public
transportation. This area shall he referred to as the Transportation Concurrency Exception Area
(TCEA).

Policics:

T4.1 In cooperation with the PSTA, (lie City shall strive to increase the frequency of transit
service and hours of service and provide additional facilities for transit within the TCEA.

T4.2 The City shall continue to promote transportation demand management strategies such as
carpooling, vanpooling, flexible work hours and telecommuting in the TCEA.

T4.3 Bicycle and pedestrian facilities such as bike lanes, bike paths, bike racks, bike lockers,
sidewalks and pedestrian pathways, shall be given a higher priority for implementation in
the City’s Capital Improvement Program if located in the TCEA. Bicycle and pedestrian
facilities that improve access to transit routes shall be given the highest priority.

T4.4 The City shall encourage high density, mixed use developments at appropriate locations
within the TCEA to encourage alternative modes of transportation.

TJS xTh City shall mitig -the of th TCEA thD Intermodal S-aft4
roadway facilities funded by the Transportation Regional Incentive Program by providing
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(I pdo turn

Ii ——

P’4.--€ The City shal I evaluate the effectiveness ol the TCEA annually by monitoring t-he—le-v-e-l-—t-f
development and redevelopment activity, the amoimt of transportation funds set aside k)r
transit or parallel roadway Capacity, i nipmvement s to traw;it Iacih ties and service, transit
riderslup, bicycle and pedestrian improvements and the success of transportation demand
fflemkn4-pgffi..

T4.7 . sflat.arflI._ ——A- 1,sed de\.elopmenl that is projected to than 51) peak hour
trips, and is located in the TCEA on a major street that is operating at a LOS that is lower
than the City’s peaL hour standard of LOS D, as determined in the most recent
Concurrency Annual Monitoring Report, shall require special exception approval.
Review of such developments shall be based on compliance with the following criteria:

• On site or otT site road capacity enhancements shall be incorporated into the
proposed development, which may include, but are not limited to:
a. acceleration/deceleration lanes,
h. reduction ol curb cuts,
cshared curb cuts/cross access easements, and
d. intersection capacity improvements, such as, but riot limited to, signal timing and

turn lane storage capacity.

2. Provision of transit accommodations developed in coordination with the PSTA,
which may include, hut are not limited to:
a. new or enhanced transit stop(s) or shelter(s),
b. walkways connecting transit stops to the principle building(s),
c. bus pull off area(s), and
d. dedication of park and ride parking spaces.

3. Provision of pedestrian accommodations, which may include, but are not limited to:
a. sidewalks along all street frontages, and
b. other sidewalks connecting to adjacent neighborhoods.

4. Provision of bicycle accommodations, which may include, but are not limited to:
a. bicycle rack(s), and
h. bicycle lanes.

Implementation of transp::”’
but are not limited to:
a. ridesharing programs,
b. flexible work hours, and
C. telecommuting.

6. Provision of traditional design features, which
a. locate building adjacent to street sidewalk,
b. building entry on street, and

—

- Hu’II’HHI demand management strategies, which may include,
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c. pedestsian protection devices such as, hut not I imited to, awnings over sidewalks
and other outdoor waIkv’ays.

7. Site design should minimize cut thmiic’h traffic on neighborhood streets hv

encouraging vehicular traffic to utilize the major road network to travel to or from the
site, utilizing local roads only for immediate site access.

T4.X The Intown Areawide Development of Regional Impact, located inside the TCEA
boundaries, shall ContinLie to he required to mitigate any adverse and significant
transportation impacts pursuant to Chapter 3X0.06, Florida Statutes.

T4.0 The City Shall continue to implement, in coordination with the FDOT, an annual
monitoring program [or the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) within the TCEA. The
1995 LOS for segments of the SIS shall he the benchmark for comparison with future
LOS. After improvements to the SIS, the adopted LOS standard on the improved
roadway segment shall he the new benchmark. The FDOT reserves the right to
implement measures to improve traffic flow on SIS facilities not meeting the FDOT level
of service standard, These measures may include ramp metering, or other actions as
appropriate.

Section 30. Policy T4. 10 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3.6 and amended to read as follows:

Through the preservation of a grid street network and linking of local streets within the TCEA,
local traffic will he encouraged to use alternative routes that protect the interregional travel
functions of the City’s SIS facilities, particularly the located within the TCEA (Interstate
system. The preservation of the grid system and the linking of streets located within one mile of
the Interstate system shall be given the highest priority, followed by streets located within two
miles of the Interstate system.

Section 3 1. Policy T4. 11 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3.7 and amended to read as follows:

The City shall actively support PSTA in efforts to seek federal, state and local funding and
private contributions toward the development of the Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
project that will connect downtown St. Petersburg to St. Pete Beach and provide enhanced east-
west mobility in the TCEA. The City will also work with PSTA, property owners and
developers in the development of stations along the BRT route and will encourage development
projects along the route that adhere to the principles of transit oriented development.

Section 32. Policy T4.12 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3.8 and amended to read as follows:

The City shall support the development of corridors within the TCEA in addition to Central
Avenue that are identified in the Countywide Bus Rapid Pinellas County Transit Vision Plan ibr
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eiuliaiiced bus service mid luture l)rcmium transit service, with a particular emphasis on the m)rtll—

south routes such as the 4 Street/Roosevelt Boulevard and US 19 corridors that are parallel to
the Interstate system to provide the public with a viable alternative to driving in personal
vehicles along these corridors and the Interstate system.

II ( ) \V5

Section 33. Policy 14. I 3 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby deleted as

The City shall support the Pinel las County M POs long lange plan to develop rail transit service
-k-m-g—4-h4m—S-t-ree4-/—R-o*-evelt Boulevard corridor and other corridors that ‘il I help inwrove
personal mobi-l i ty in the TCE/\ and reduce vehicular trips on the Interstate system

Section 34. Policy T4. 14 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered
T3 .9 and amended to cad as follows:

The City shall support the Tampa Ray Area Regional Transit Authority (TBARTAs) vision of
pro iding Iredluent, short distance rail regional premium transit service Irom downtown St.
Petersburg to Tampa and express bus regional commuter transit service from downtown SL
Petersburg to Manatee County along the Interstate system to help alleviate traffic congestion on
the Interstate system.

T3. 10.
Section 35. Policy T4.15 in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, is hereby renumbered

Section 36. Objectives T5 through T24, and their associated policies, in Chapter 6,
Transportation Element, are hereby renumbered Objectives T4 through T23.

Section 37. Policy T20.I0 and T20.lI in Chapter 6, Transportation Element, are
hereby deleted as follows:

T20. 10 The City shall coordinate its levels of service, concurrency management
methodologies, and Land Development Regulations with the FDOT and Pinellas
County, respectively, to encourage compatibility with the appropriate jurisdictions’
level of service and access management stdds for county and state maintained
roadways.

coordinate -Q - -The City shall with- ,4. that have regulatory .thorit
over the use of land in the city to develop recommendations that address ways to
improve coordination of the City’s concurrency management methodologies and
systems, and levels of service.

LT201 1
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Section 35. Section 9.2.1 IiilroducEioii in Chapter 9.2. Sanitary Sewer Subeleiiieiit, is
lleI(..l’/ aflien(led to ead as lollows:

9.2. I I NTR( )l )( JCTI( )N

The Sanitary Sewer Suhelement of the Corn prehensi ye Plan has been written to meet the
requirements ol the Local Government Comprehensive Community Planning and Land
l3el-ejmen+-—kegt-l-at-i**n—Act, Chapter I 63, Florida Statutes ( F.S ). In addition, it was prepared
in accordance with Chapter OJ 5, Florida Administrative Code (F. AC.), “Minimum Criteria for
Review of Local Government Comprehensive Plans and I )etermination of Compliance.’’ The
suhelement updates earl icr master plans, along with the I 9S9 Comprehensive Plan element, and
covers a twenty—year planning penod.

Section 39, Section 10.2 Goals, Objectives and Policies in Chapter 10, Capital
Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

(OAL-CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS (CI):
The goal of providing public facilities (public utilities, transportation, and recreation) which meet
or exceed adopted level of service standards will be met through sound fiscal policies and shall
he provided concurrently with, or prior to, development.

Section 40. Issue: Construction of Needed Improvements in Chapter 10, Capital
Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

Under the adopted LOS standards, sufficient capacity exists for the following facilities: potable
water, sanitary sewer, solid waste and recreation/open space and transportation (see individual
elements of the Comprehensive Plan). However, rehabilitation and upgrading is necessary for
components of sanitary sewer, potable water, and recreational facilities. To increase the drainage
LOS standard beyond existing conditions approximately $65 million is budgeted for
improvements. In addition, the City has sufficient funds to correct any deficiencies on City
roads. To increase safety on the Airport site, several capital improvements were identified.

Section 41. Issue: Adequate Provision of Public Facilities in Chapter 10, Capital
Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

Development activities on available vacant land will have a negligible ef1ict on the City’s
sanitary sewer facilities because the City is about 95 percent built out. However, land use
amendments may alter demand projections and potentially create a capacity deficit. Therefore,
level of service standards have been established for sanitary sewer, drainage, potable water, solid
waste, traffic circulation, and recreation/open space and mass transit facilities. In addition,
conservation of important resources, such as potable water, can be promoted. Further, the level
of service may be raised to improve service and overall quality of lifi in St. Petersburg.
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Scciioii —l2. Policies (12.1 .( and (12.1.7 in (‘Iall)ter 10. Capital lIllj)fl)vclileIlls

licineni, are herehy deleted us Follows:

Level of Service ( LoS) I) peaL hour shall he—the
standard For all muds within the City.

C12. I .7 Mass Transit:

The following level of service standard is based on the contractual agreement made at
the time of the merging of the City and County bus systems:

• approximately 2.5 million miles of fixed route service;

2. approximately 217,000 miles of DART service;

3. fixed route service within 1/4 mile of approximately 90 percent of the service

4. headway’s less than I hour;

5. The City of St. Petersburg will continue to require at least the same level of
service currently provided by PSTi\ in fixed route, demand response and para
transit service.

Section 43. Policy Cl2.3 in Chapter 10, Capital Improvements Element is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City shall assess new development costs to provide public facility improvements based on a
proportion of the benefits accrued to the development, state government, local government, and
residents. The City will accomplish this task through:

I. Continued cCollection of the Pinellas County Transportation Multi-modal Impact Fee or
other such appropriate measures;

Section 44. Issue: Coordination of Land Development and Capital Improvements in
Chapter 10, Capital Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

A major concern of the City is to provide sufficient capacity of public facilities and services
concurrent with or prior to development. This concern can be met by controlling the location
and timing of land development within City boundaries. The City plans to adopt or already has
in place the following standards, policies, and ordinances: LOS standards, Capital Improvements
Program, Transportation Multi-Modal-Impact Fees, Urban Service Areas, and Dedications.
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Section 1.5. Policy (‘15.7 in (‘haptei 10. Cal)ilal lnipioveiiients Element is hereby
ineiidcl k icad as ollows:

Ihe City sImI I i nd iide ca lal i fllproVeIllellt projects or the renewal and replacement ol puhl ic
laci lilies to nmi nlai ii adopted level ol service standards in the Five—Year Schedule ui
Improvements. The CIP schedules shall include any of the MP( ) transportation p10JCct5 that are
fe-l-ied—-uj-3on to ensure concurrency and financial leasibihty. See Section 163.3 177 (3 )(a)6, F.S.

Sect on 16. Issue: Promotion of Mobi lily in Transportation Concurrency Exception
Area. ( )hjective (16 and Policies C16. I and C16.2 in Chapter I 0, Capital I mprovefllents Element,

hereby deleted as jul lows:

11

A Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) was established in 2000 for that portion
of the City depicted on Map 30. The purpose of the TCEJ\ is to promote urban infill
development and redevelopment in this older, more established area of the City that has excellent
levels of service on the vast majority of its major roadways. The 2005 Growth Management Act
( SB 360) amended the recluirements for TCEAs listed in F.S. 163.3 1 80. An emphasis was
placed on long term strategies to support and fund mobility. Local governments that have a
TCEA now need to produce a schedule of mobility improvements, as well as transportation
projects, needed to maintain or achieve level of service standards,

OBJECTIVE C16:

The City shall improve mobility in the TCEA by funding and seeking funding from other
government agencies for transportation projects that promote the safe and efficient movement of
people and goods within the TCEA.

Policies:

C16.l On an annual basis, the City shall fund transportation projects that enhance mobility
in the TCEA, such as roadway capacity improvements, trails, bike lanes, sidewalks
and Transportation System Management projects, and include these projects in the
annual update to the 5 Year Schedule of Capital Improvements.

1”T6 ... nvprnmpn !l(fl-fl’U-The City shall worL cooperatively ‘.vth -ether b’- involved
in planning, funding and the implementation of capital projects that promote mobility
in the TCEA, including the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization,
Pinellas County, Florida Department of Transportation, Pinellas Suncoast Transit
Authority and the Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority, and include
these capital projects ii the annual update to the 5 Year Schedule of Capital
Improvements.

i 8
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Section 47. Section I 0.3.2.1 Introduction in Chal)Ier I 0, Capital lml)loVements
I lemeni, is Iicrelvy amended to read as lol lows:

:1:

Concurrency is intended to ensure that local governments provide adequate in frastructure to put
its plans ink) place, and that these lad lilies and services will be available within a reasonable
period of time to support development. Section I 63.3 I 77(1 0)(h ), RS .,states:

It is the intent of the Legislature that public faci I ities and services needed to support
dep1nnm-n shall be available concurrent with the impacts of such develooment.”

:1:

The concurrency requirement is applicable to the lollowing seven five public facilities: potable
water; sanitary sewer; solid waste; drainage; traffic circulation; and recreation and open spaee
schools and mass transit.

Section 48. Section 10.3.2.3 Concurrency Management System in Chapter 10, Capital
Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

St. Petersburg shall adopt a Concurrency Management System to ensure that facilities and
services for which a level of service standard has been adopted and that are needed to support
development are available concurrent with the impacts of development. Prior to the issuance of
a development order and development permit, the Concurrency Management System shall insure
that the adopted LOS standards required for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
traffic circulation, and recreation and open space and mass transit are maintained.

Section 49. Section 10.3.2.4 Level of Service Standards in Chapter 10, Capital
Improvements Element, is hereby amended to read as follows:

1. For the purpose of issuance of development orders and permits, St. Petersburg shall adopt
LOS standards for public facilities and services within St. Petersburg for which St.
Petersburg has authority to issue such development orders and permits. For the purpose
of concurrency, these public facilities and services include potable water, sanitary sewer,
solid waste, drainage, traffic circulation, and recreation and open space and mass transit.
If St. Petersburg desires to include in the Comprehensive Plan other public facilities and
services for which LOS standards are adopted, the Comprehensive Plan shall state
whether or not the LOS standard must be met prior to the issuance of a development
order or permit. If the LOS standard must be met, the facility or service must be subject
to the concurrency management system.
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4-. hai facilities on the Florida Intnistate Highway System as defined in Section 338.001,
I .S., the City of St. Petersburg shall adopt the level ot service standards established
l-he—l-)el-a-n-+e+it of rule. For other wads, local governments
shii-I-l—ndupt—a4eq-u-ate—1-e-v-e-l—-f—serv ice standards. These level of service standards shall
he adopted to ensure that adequate Facility capacity will he provided to service the
existing and future land uses as demonstrated by the supporting data and analysis in
the comprehensive plan. (Section 163.3 I 50(10), F.S.

Section 50. Section I0.3.2.53) in Chapter 10, Capital Improvements Element, is
hereby deleted as follows:

For transportation Facilities (roads and mass transit designated in this Comprehensive Plan),
at a minimum, the City of St. Petersburg shall meet the Following standards to satisfy the
concurrency requirement:

a. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary facilities and
services are in place or under construction; or

h. A development order or permit is issued subject to the conditions that the necessary
facilities and services needed to serve the new development are scheduled to be in
place or under actual construction within three years after approval of a building
permit or its functional equivalent as provided in the adopted City of St. Petersburg’s
five year schedule of capital improvements. The schedule of capital improvements
may recognize and include transportation projects included in the first three years of
the applicable, adopted Florida Department of Transportation five year work
program.

The five year schedule of capital improvements
commencement ‘ construction

‘1 FYi Ci fl rI in,

estimate
—e
n

amatea
comr

nclude thit s1 i date of
and the d-date of

A plan ent is reg.ired to eliminate, defer, delay construction of any
transit facility or service which is needed to mthntaln the adopted level of service
standard and which is listed in the five year schedule of capital improvements; or

c. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary facilities and
services are the subject of a binding executed agreement which requires the necessary
facilities and services to serve the new development to be in place or under actual
construction within three years after the approval of a building permit or its functional
equivalent; or

d. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary facilities and
services are guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement, pursuant to
Section 163.3220, F.S., or an agreement or development order issued pursuant to
Chapter 380, F.S., to be in place or under actual construction within three years after
approval of a building permit or its functional equivalent. (Section 163.3180 (2)(c),
F.S.)
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e. For the purpose of issuing a development order or permit, a proposed urban
redevelopment project located within a dehned and mapped Existing Urban Service
Area as established in the City of St. Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan pursuant to
Section 163.3 I 64(2)), F.S., shall not be subject to the concurrency requirements of
Rule 9J 5.(3)(c) I 4, Florida Administrative Code, for up to I 10 percent of the
transportation inWact generated by the previously existing development. For the
purpose of this provision, a previously existing development is the actual previow;
h-u-lit use which was occupied and active within 10 years.

I. For the purpose of issuing a development order or permit, a proposed development
may he deemed to have a de mini mis impact ( an impact that would not altect more
than I percent of the maximum volume at the adopted level of service of the affected
transportation Facility as determined by the City of St. Petersburg), and may not he
subject to the concurrency requirements of Rule 9J 5.0055(3)(c) I 4. No impact will
be de minimis if it would exceed 110 percent of the sum of existing volumes and the
prjecled ‘ olumes irom approved projects on a transportation facility provided,
however, that an impact of a single Family home on an existing lot will constitute a de
minimis impact on all roadways regardless of the level of the deficiency of the
roadway. Further, no impact will he de minimis if it would exceed the adopted level
of service standard of any affected designated hurricane evacuation routes.

The City shall maintain sufficient records to ensure that the 110 percent criterion is
not exceeded. The. City shall annually submit a summary of de minirnis records with
its updated Capital Improvements Element.

Section 5l. Section 10.3.2.5(4) and 10.3.2.5(5) are hereby renumbered Section
10.3.2.5(3) and 10.3.2.5(4).

Section 52. Objective 1C4 in Chapter 11, Intergovernmental Coordination Element, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

The City shall review and coordinate the level of service standards and plans with TBRPC,
MPO, PPC, DCA the state land planning agency, FDEP, and independent special districts such
as SWFWMD, TBW, PSTA, and all other appropriate state, regional and local agencies to
address conflicts in the development of each element of the Comprehensive Plan.

Section 53. Policy 1C4.2 in Chapter 11, Intergovernmental Coordination Element, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

St. Petersburg will initiate workshops, as necessary, between the City Planning & \‘isioning
Ccommission 4 TBRPC, FDOT, DCA the state land planning agency and other agencies to
address LOS conflicts.
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Section 54.
hereby deleted as follows:

.jires that
issued until Fl )( )T completes

lolicy lC.l.3 n (‘liapter II , Intergovernmental Coordination [lenient. is

a review of the development site access plan.

Section 55. Policy 1—I P I .3 in Chapter I 2, 1—listoric Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as IbI lows:

Si. l’(’Iers/)lIrt. ‘s l)esirn (iuideli,ies Joe ilisloin Properties will he used in the City’s CertiFicate

ol Appropriateness ( COA ) process br individual landmarks and to provide inbormation to
property owners, architects and contractors. The City will create new district specific update the
design guidelines as needed. for local historic districts by December of 2010.

Section 56. Policy l—IP 1 .4 in Chapter 1 2, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as lol lows:

By December o F 2008, The City will identify and recom mend to the Community Preservation
commission designated in the LDRs a list of properties eligible for inclusion in the St.
Petersburg Register of Historic Places and shall provide information to the owners regarding the
benefits of designation. This list shall he updated annually.

Section 57. Policy HPI.7 and HPI.8 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, are
hereby deleted as follows:

HPI .7 The City shall update the Ad Valorem Tax Exemption section of the Historic
Preservation Ordinance by December of 2009 to comply with processing requirements
established by the Pinellas County Planning Department and Property Appraiser’s Office.

HP1 .8 The City shall update the Historic Preservation Ordinance by December of 2009 to
incorporate the Markers and Monuments program.

Section 58. Objective HP2 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

To continue to develop programs and policies to protect and preserve the City’s historic
resources.

Policies:
A ;., -1,,,t.,,1 by the numbering, the

I— 1 - - I _-- --

of these policies has
policy.

service standards on state roadways, including instituting a

pernil: ihi Iii n •:lil rni’: hF’
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Section 50. Policy 1—ll2.2 in Chapter 1 2, 1—listoric Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as lol lows:

The l)evelopment Services l)epartment çjjy shall provide technical assistance and a staff liaison
to the Community Preservation €comnhission designated in the Ll)Rs and City Council
regarding efforts to provide public information, education and technical assistance relating to
historic preservation rograms.

Section 60. Policy l—1P2.5 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City N-h-a-14 will endeavor to initiate and process a mini mum of three (3) applications each
year for properties identifled on the historic and archaeological resource inventories to determine
their eligibility for designation as a local landmark, historic district or National Register
landmark. The City will use the following selection criteria to determine which properties should
be subject to City—initiated landmark designation applications:

• National Register or Determination of Eligibility (DOE) status
• Prominence/importance related to the City
• Prominence/importance related to the neighborhood
• Degree of threat to the landmark
• Condition of the landmark
• l)egrce of owner support
• City-owned property

Section 61. Policy HP2.6 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Decisions regarding the designation of historic resources shall be based on National Register
eligibility criteria, the Historic Preservation Ordinance criteria Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development Regulations and Comprehensive Plan
policies. The City will use the following selection criteria for City initiated landmark
designations as a guideline for staff recommendations to the Community Preservation
Commission and City Council:

National Register or DOE status
Prominence/ininortance related to the ri-
Prorninence/imnnrtance
Degree of threat to the landmark
Condition of the landmark

Z Degree of owner Supports
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Section ()2. Policy I 1P2.7 iii (liapter 12, I listoric Preservation Lleineiit, is hereby
aniended to read as lollows:

An appl icant may bring bekwe the C—H+I-l-1+rFrl-t-t-y—-lkeeFv-at--t*+n Commission designated iii the I and
I )eveloprnent Regulatn)ns and City (‘ounci I br nonii nation as a City—initiated landmark district
an area designated as a National Register of Historic Places district and not designated as a local
landmark district, provided that the applicant secures approval from the owners of two thirds of
the properties in (lie proposed district as required by the Historic Preservation Ordinance I—I istoric
arid Archaeological Preservation Overlay section of the Land l)evelopment Regulations.

Section 63. Policy I—1P2. I 3 in Chapter I 2, l—Iistoric Preservation Element, is hereby
a mended to read as loll ows

The City shall create a Historic Property l)isaster Preparedness Plan br historic arid
archaeological resources by December of 2010, l)IIrsIIant to federal and state guidelines.

Section 64. Policy HP3. I in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as Follows:

The City ill continue to implement the ad valorem tax exemption For historic properties: 4
will evaluate raising the exemption limits on residential and commercial properties.

Section 65. Policy HP4.9 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

City stalT will continue to promote local and statewide preservation workshops and encourage
participation by members of the Development Services Department, other appropriate City
Ddepartments, the Community Preservation Gcommission designated in the LDRs, local
preservation interest groups, and the citizens of the City of St. Petersburg.

Section 66. Policy HP5.3 in Chapter 12, Historic Preservation Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The archaeological sites located on City owned land are monitored and maintained by the City’s
Parks & Recreation Department.

a. The Parks & Recreation Department shall be responsible for insuring that any
proposed parkland development will not adversely impact a significant
archaeological site.

b. The Archaeological Resources Management Plan will guide the Parks i)epartment
and the l)evelopment Services 1)epartrnent, jy in determining which City
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j)arklaiid sites aic sieiiihcuiii aIi(l vill he l)rotected lroni eiicroaclimciul,
de\’e lopnieiit . and the Ii.

c. ‘l’he Parks & Recreat ion I )epartment will he responsible for insuring that
individuals arid groups do nothing that might damage the integrity of significant
archaeological sites located on City parkland and for monitoring their condition
on a regular basis.

Section (7. Policy II P5.7 in Chapter I 2, Historic Preservation Element. is hereby
amended to read as H lows:

In an effort to increase awareness of St. Petersburg’s archaeological resources, the City and the
Community Preservation commission designated in the LDRs will conduct an archaeology
workshop by December of 2008 and annually. {-hIefI-ffe-r. This workshop will locus on the City’s
archaeological resources as well as other archaeological issues. City staff involved with
managing and mai ii tai iii ng the archaeological sites Irom various City departments as well as
utility and cable companies shall he invited to aHend.

Section 68. Map 30, TRANSPORTATION CONCURRENCY EXCEPTION AREA,
is hereby deleted and Maps 3 I , 32, 33, 34 and 35 are hereby renumbered Maps 30, 31 , 32, 33
and 34.

Section 69. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall he deemed to be
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid,
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance.

Section 70. Coding. Words in struck-through type shall be deleted. Underlined words
constitute new language that shall he added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue
in full force and effect.

Section 71. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective 31 days after the state land planning
agency notifies the City that the plan amendment package is complete, unless there is a timely
administrative challenge in accordance with Section 163.3184(5), F.S., in which case the
ordinance shall not become effective unless and until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment(s) to be in
compliance. 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.
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RI S( )I 1 I’I’I( )N N( ). 20 I

A RES( )l A J’FI( )N i’Ri-\NSfvi li”FING PR( )P( )Sl1 ) (‘( )TVJPREI IENSI\’E
P1 i\N TEXT AMENI )MENTS H )R STA’l’E, Rh(il( )NAI . ANI )
( ‘( )t N’l’Y RI V IEW AS RIt IRFI ) BY TIlE (‘( )MM (N ITY
P1 .ANN ING t\Ci’ (Cl IAPTER I 63, PART II, El ( )RII )A STATUThS)
ANI ) PR( )Vll )ING AN EFFECTIVE I )ATL

WHEREAS, the Community Planning Act requires that all text
amendments to the Comprehensive Plan be krwarded br state, regional and county
review and comment in compliance with statutory iecluiremen(s and

WI—IEREAS, the St. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation
Commission, acting as the Local Planning Agency, has reviewed and acted on a series ol’
Comprehensive Plan text amendments as required by Section I 63.3 174, ES.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEI) by the City Council of the City
of St. Petersburg, Florida:

Thai the Comprehensive Plan text amendments acted on by the City of St.
Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission on
November 10, 2015 attached to this resolution, be transmitted for state,
regional and county review pursuant to Section 163.3 184(3), Florida
Statutes (Expedited State Review Process).

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: City File LGCP-2016-OI

a11 . ( I . I 15
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOP ENT DEPARTMENT DATE

CITY A’flORNEY &signee) DATE
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(‘oIIiNI’1’\’ PINiN(; & Piu;sI;Iv’I’IoN (‘1iIssIoN
P1!BII(’ llI:1RIN(;

November 10, 2015

PUBLIC IIEARIN;

B. City File LGCP-2016-01 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn, 893-7872

Request: City—initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan pertaining to (1) the General
Introduction Element, the Future Land Use Element, Transportation Element, Capital
Improvements Element, and Intergovernmental Coordination Element to address the new Pinellas
County Mobility Plan and Multimoclal Impact Fee Ordinance; (2) the Future Land Use Element by
adding public schools as a permitted use in the Central Business District (CBD) luture land use
category; (3) the Future Land Use Element to address the recently adopted Downtown Waterfront
Master Plan; (4) the Historic Preservation Element to coincide with the recently updated Historic
Preservation section of the Land Development Regulations (LDRs); and (5) the Comprehensive
Plan to update or delete various outdated refere’ces. 1

.

‘
Staff Presentation ‘,

Derek Kilborn introduced Tom Whalen who then gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.

Commissioner Rogo asked about the Transportation Management Plans. Mr. Whalen stated that the
Transportation Management Plans would he required for a developer if the project reaches a certain size and
located on a deficient roadway, which the City does not currently have. Mr. Whalen went on to say that the
Transportation Management Plans are for large developments and are a little more proactive, identifying some
strategies up front to enable focusing on implementing to improve mobility for all users.

Commissioner Rogo asked if the difference of an impact fee which goes for some type of road improvement
versus a multimodal mobility fee which can be used for transit and pedestrian improvements impacting the
property is correct. Mr. Whalen stated that the current transportation impact fee ordinance allows the City to
use impact fees to pay for transit shelters, build sidewalks or improve intersections, and the multimodal mobility
fee ordinance is a name change to the ordinance allowing to continue those things with further emphasis on the
concept of multimodal transportation.

Derek Kilborn acknowledged the staff who provided assistance with today’s report and then briefly reviewed
the additional report elements.

Public Hearing

No speakers present.



(‘ONINIL NUn’ l’l ANNIN(; & l’I{FSFRVA’I’ION UONIN’IISSION Ni INUTES NoVEN’IuI:k 10, 2015

ExecLitive Sessiwi

MOTiON: (‘tunmissioner S’in i/h lilt) red (111(1 Comm issiomier Reese seconded ti motion upproi’ing
the reqii esi in accordance iviuli the stc:/f eport.

VOTE: YES — Reese, Wannamnacher, Rogo, Smith, Whitemnan
NO — None

11/101101? passed by (1 ;‘ole o/ 5 to 0.
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Staff Report to the SI. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission
Prepared hv the Planning & Economic l)evelopmenl 1)epartment.

Urhan Planning and 1—listonc Preservation I )ivision

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on November 10. 2() 15
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers. City Hall.

I 75 Fi lih Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

(‘ity File #L(CP-2016-0l

Request: City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan he amended as follows:

The General Introduction Chapter and the Future Land Use, Transportation, Capital
Improvements and Intergovernmental Coordination elements he amended to address the
new Pinellas County Mobility Plan and Mullimodal Impact Fee Ordinance.

2. The Future Land Use Element he amended to add public schools as a permitted use in the
Central Business District (CBD) future land use category.

3. The Future Land Use Element be amended to address the recently adopted Downtown
Waterfront Master Plan.

4. The Historic Preservation Element he amended to coincide with the recently updated
Historic Preservation section of the land development regulations.

5. The Comprehensive Plan he amended to update or delete various outdated references.

Staff Analysis: The following analysis addresses the above-described proposed
Comprehensive Plan amendments in greater detail.

1. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments Related to Transportation Concurrency.

Since 1985 concurrency has been required by Florida Statutes. Concurrency means that the
necessary public facilities and services to maintain the adopted level of service standards are
available when the impacts of development occur. The City has adopted LOS standards for the
following public facilities and services: potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
roadways, mass transit, and recreation and open space.

City File: LGCP-2016-01
Page 1 of 13



lii 2000, the (ity established a Ii’ Tisporlation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEJ\) for the portion

of the City located south of’ 77th and 7th Avenues North. The City’s TCEA met the State’s Rule
..)J —5 cii ten a for an urhan in fill area and con tai ned several corn ni ii n ity redevelopment areas. Senate
Bill 36() ( 200)—% Laws of’ Florida), adopted in the 2009 legislative session, added a dehnilion in
Section I 63.3 I 64 ES. for a I )ense Urban Land Area ( DULA ). The City met the deli nition of a
I )U LA. Pursuant to Senate Bill 360, each city defined as a I )U LA was also considered a
Transportation Concunency Exception Area (TCEA ). Therefore, tile entire City qualiFied as a
Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA ), as shown on Map 3() of the Comprehensive
Pt a ii.

House l-i II 7207. known as the Community Planning Act (Chapter 2011 — 1 39, Laws of Florida)
was signed into law on June 2, 20 I I This new law made sweeping changes to Florida’s growth
management poi icies, including the elimination of state—level review of transportation
concurrency: however it was made optional br local governments. In the absence of state imposed
transportation concurrency management requirements. the Pinel las County Metropolitan Planning
Organization ( M P0) authorized a mu It i—jurisdictional task force to develop a countywide approach
to manage the transportation i nipacts associated with development or redevelopment projects
through local site plan review processes. The task force created the Pinellas County Mobility Plan,

hich provides a more flexible and efficient alternative to the traditional form of transportation
concurrency and ties development approvals to maintaining adopted roadway level of service
standards, while facilitating multimodal transportation solutions. The Mobility Plan was adopted
by the MPO in September 2013, and called for the renaming the Transportation Impact Fee
Ordinance the Multimodaf Impact Fee Ordinance.

Amendments are needed to the City’s Comprehensive Plan in order to ensure consistency with the
countywide approach to managing transportation impacts associated with developrneHt or
redevelopment proiects. Pinellas County look the lead in amending its Comprehensive Plan, and
now is the time for Pinellas’ cities to follow suit in order to achieve countywide consistency. The
amendments to the City’s Future Land Use, Transportation, Capital Improvements and
Intergovernmental Coordination elements proposed here are largely based on the amendments
recently adopted by Pinellas County.

It should be noted that the City and Pine/las County MPO will continue to monitor roadway levels
ofservice for planning purposes. The City will determine the needfor transportation management
plans for large development projects that are located on. deficient roads. The City will also identify

strateg iesfr alleviating traffic congestion on deficient roadways, which (Quid include additional
roadway capacity or projects that increase mobility for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and

motorists.

It is proposed that the General Introduction Chapter, the Future Land Use Element, and the
Intergovernmental Coordination Element be amended as outlined below. There are also
substantive amendments proposed to the Transportation and Capital Improvement elements,
including the deletion of Map 30, Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (attached).

City File: LGCP-2016-Ol
Page 2 of 13



a) Section I .( List of i\hhreviations iiiiended as lollows:

IvlP ‘Transportation IVianagement Plan

h) Section .7 I )efi nil ions amended as folkiws:

Fransportalum Management Plan — A liansportation management phm (TMP ) is required

for development proiects that add a significant number of new vehicular trips to roads with
high levels of traffic congestion. A TMP can include strategies such as trail. sidewalk. bus
stop and intersection improvements, trip reduction programs such as vanpooling or
telecommuting, and pmvision of traditional design features.

c) Policy LU3. I S All retail and of bce acti ities shall be located, designed and regulated so as
to benefit from the access afforded by major streets without impairing the efficiency of
operation of these streets or lowering (lie LCS below adopted standards, and with proper
facilities for pedestrian convenience and safety.

d) Objective LU5: The City shall coordinate the provision of the following facilities and
services concurrent with the needs of the existing and future land uses consistent with the
adopted minimum level of service standards contained in this Comprehensive Plan:

• Drainage 4. Sanitary Sewer 7. Mass Transit
2. Solid Waste 5. Recreation/Open Space
3. Potable Water 6. Roadways

e) Objective lC4: The City shall review and coordinate the level of service standards and
plans with TBRPC, MPO, PPC, DCA the state land planning agency, FDEP, and
independent special districts such as SWFWMD, TBW, PSTA, and all other appropriate
slate, regional and local agencies to address conflicts in the development of each element
of the Comprehensive Plan.

1) Policy 1C4.2 St. Petersburg will initiate workshops, as necessary, between the City
Planning & Visioning ccommission a+d TBRPC, FDOT, DCA the state land planning
agency and other agencies to address LOS conflicts.

J

Ifl5LIIu”9 ‘ nrocess

g) Policy IC’/t 2 ‘T1- ..h-.11 1 1 standards
including • F that requires that
affect acc to state roads be issued until FDOT completes a
site access plan.

2. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment Related to Public Schools.

Section 163.3 1 77(6)(a)7, F.S., states that the future land use element of a local government’s
comprehensive plan must clearly identify the land use categories in which public schools are an
allowable use. Land Development Regulation (L1)R) Section 16.10.020.1 lists public schools as
an allowable use in Thur (4) of the lIve (5) downtown zoning districts (DC-C, DC-i, DC-2 and

City File: LGCP-2016-01
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I )C—3). Ceiitrul Business l)istrict ((.‘BI )) is the luture land use e tegory that is consistent with the
downkwn tonme districts and therefore needs to he amended for consistency with Florida Statutes
and the Ll)Rs. H is proposed that the Future Land 1. se Element he amended as Follows:

a) Policy LU3. I (B)(3) Central Business I)istricl (CBI)) — Allowing a mixture ol higher
intensity retail, ollice, industrial, service, public school and residential uses up to a floor
area ratio of 4.() and a net residential density not to exceed the maximum allowable in the
land development regulations. i/I(’ INI/anc ‘e o/Ih(’ polui renluins’ Inn Iiunted.

b) LU 14.2 Pub! ic schools are an allowable use within the Ib! lowi n Future Land Use Plan
ca Ic co no es:

Residential Low
lesidential Urban
Residential Low Medium
Residential Medium
Resiclenli al/Office General
Inst i tu ti o ii a I
Planned Redevelopment — Residential
Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use
Central Business District

3. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments Related to the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan

On June 4, 2015 the City Council adopted Ordinance 167—H, adopting the Downtown Waterfront
Master Plan. It is proposed that the Future Land Use Element he amended as follows:

ISSUE: The Downtown Waterfront

The St. Petersburg downtown waterfront is a unique amenity and recreational asset of the City.
Major cultural and recreational events are frequently held on the waterfront, making it a focal point
of the community. Preserving and enhancing the integrity of the waterfront, integrating downtown
development at a scale compatible with the waterfront park system, pieserving view corridors and
ensuring that development around the waterfront encourages street level pedestrian activity for the
citizens of St. Petersburg are ongoing priorities.

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (DWMP) is the community’s vision for the future of the
City’s Downtown Waterfront. The DWMP was adopted to protect, enhance, and redevelop one of
the City’s greatest assets in line with community desires to create a downtown waterfront that is
socially, economically, and environmentally sustainable for generations to come. The purpose of
the DWMP is to provide planning recommendations based on strong community input to create a
vision for the 21st Century.

The DWMP is a set of guiding principles that provide a framework for conceptually designed
projects to be implemented over time. This framework is made up of overarching themes called
the Five Dimensions of the Waterfront which characterize and provide a home for all the various

City File: LGCP-2016-Ol
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input received 1mm (he community. The waterfront is divided into six distinct Character Districts
(hat subdivide (lie project area into ZOCS of specific use and focus along with a set of
Comprehensive Waterfront Needs that apply to the entire downtown waterfront study area.

The community’s DWMP Vision:

The City of St. Petersburg, through the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan, envisions a continued
legacy of preserved and enhanced open space that is inclusive and offers opportunities for all. It is
our understanding and belief that the unrivaled, vibrant and diverse array of community assets
stretching from the CoiTee Pot to the Pier, and the Pier to Lassing Park working together, will
afford greater economic and ecological resiliency for future generations. As a community we seek
to he a national model for waterfront stewardship, acknowledging that “we are all connected by
water” and that solutions to social, environmental and physical places are best solved by a common
understanding that “your issue is my issue.” As such our master plan is guided by the following
overarching cornmLLnity themes, the five dimensions of the waterfront:

Stewardship of the Waterfront Environment
Developing a sustainable relationship between the natural and built environments

Enhancing the Experience of the Water
Expanding St. Petersburg as a waterfront destination for boaters and non-boaters

An Active Waterfront Parks System
Diversifying the activities of the waterfront to meet a growing community’s needs

Economically Vibrant Downtown Places
Leveraging the economic potential of in-water and upland areas along the water’s edge

A Connected, Accessible Downtown and Waterfront
Creating continuous linkages, service oriented parking and transit, and increased public access to
the waterfront

* * *

Policy LU17A.2 The waterfront park system should provide a variety of passive and active
recreational and cultural uses as identified in the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan.

Objective LUI7B:

The City shall take into account the five themes, the six character districts, and the comprehensive
needs outlined in the DWMP developed from extensive community outreach and input when
considering development, protection, and enhancement decisions.

Policy LUI7B.l When preparing and implementing the Capital Improvement Program, the
City shall consider applicable projects outlined in the I)WMP.

City File: LGCP-2016-O1
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Policy IA II 7R.2 Piolects, improVemenis afl(l programs jiloflOsed k)I the doWntOWn
waterhont shall he consistent with the I )W M P.

The current ( )h ccli ye III 7H will be renumhered I 1.11 7C, as will the associated pol icies no

(11(’ propo(’d, oi/a’r I/ia,? 11w ie!ii1iiiI)ei!iiL.

4. (‘ompreheiisive Elan next Amendments Related to Historic Preservation.

On August 20. 2015 the City Council adopted Ordinance 157—il. amending the 1—listoric
Preservation section oh. the land development regulations. It is proposed that the Historic
Preservation Element he amended as lol lows:

a) Policy H P I .3 Si. Pen’rs/iur ‘s Devin (.iiülelinrs /n Hixioi.ir Piowriies will be
used in [lie City’s Certificate ol Appropriateness (COA) process for individual landmarks
and to provide inlormation to property owners, architects and contractors. The City will
create new district speci tic update the design guidelines, as needed. lor local historic
districts. hy Decemher of 2010.

Explanation: In August 20 1 5, [lie City Council conditionally approved updates to the
Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development
Regulations. The conditional approval was Ii iii ted to the procedures lor initiating a Local
Historic District and requires completion of an update to Si. Peiers/mrg ‘s Design
C;uuieliiies Joe 1—lisioru Properties (‘‘Guidelines”). This update is tentatively scheduled for
completion in March 2016.

h) Policy HPI .4 By December of 2008, The City will identify and recommend to
the Community Preservation Gommission designated in the LDRs a list of properties
eligible for inclusion in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places and shall provide
information to the owners regarding the benefits of designation. This list shall be
updated annually.

Explanation: The task was accomplished, and also the City’s LDRs will identify the
specific commission responsible for reviewing site plans, LDR amendments, vacations,
plats, reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and future land use map changes, rezonings and
historic preservation-related matters, etc. If a commission name or duties/responsibilities
change, the LDRs will he amended with no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan
text amendment.

c) Policy HPI .7 The City shall update the Ad Valorem Tax Exemption section of the
Historic Preservation Ordinance by December of 2009 to comply with processing
requirements established by the Pinellas County Planning Department and Property
Appraiser’s Office.

Explanation: The task was accomplished, thus the policy can be deleted.

City File: LGCP-2016-Ol
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d ) Policy I IP The City shall update the 1-listoric Preservation Ordinance by
I )ecemher of 2OO) to incorporate the MarLers and Monmuents nmrnyj.

jypjjiiji1ip: fVlarkers an(l Monuments are coordinated through the Community A hairs
I )ircctor in accordance with Chapter 5, St. Petersburg City Code.

e) ( )b jecti ye I-I P2:

It) continue to develop pl)grams and p01 0 plotect and preserve the Citys historic
resources.

Policies:
Noi : As iiuJu ‘ated by [1w numbering, tim sequence of tIwsc policies

has been reordered, (111(1 Rio how beii coiiihined as one policy.

Explanation: The “note’’ is no longer needed.

C) Policy I-1P2.2 The Development Services Department dii shall provide technical
assistance and a stall liaison to the Community Preservation ommission designated in
the LI)Rs and City Council regarding ehlorts to provide public inlbrmation, education and
technical assistance relating to historic preservation programs.

Explanation: The City’s LDRs will identify the specific department as well as commission
responsible br reviewing site plans, LDR amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements,
Comprehensive Plan and future land use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation—
related matters, etc. IC a department’s or commission’s name or duties/responsibilities
change, the LDRs will he amended with no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan
text amendment.

g) Policy HP2.5 The City &ha14 will endeavor to initiate and process a minimum of
three (3) applications each year for properties identified on the historic and archaeological
resource inventories to determine their eligibility for designation as a local landmark1
historic district or National Register landmark. The City will use the following selection
criteria to determine which properties should he subject to City-initiated landmark
designation applications:

• National Register or Determination of Eligibility (DOE) status
• Prominence/importance related to the City
• Prominence/importance related to the neighborhood
• Degree of threat to the landmark
• Condition of the landmark
• Degree of owner support
• City-owned property

City File: LGCP-2016-O1
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Lxplanation: these pmposed chaiiees are consistent with the I listoric and /\rchaeoloicaI
Preservation ( )verlay section ol’ the land development regulations, which were recently
adopted hy the City Council in August 201 5. The pmcedures br initiating a designation
application to establish a Local Historic District are pending the completion ot an update
to Si. I’(f(’iI,1u s l)eviçni (:uide/jnes for 1-listoru Proper/u’s. This update is tentatively
sclied u led kr com pletion in March 201 6.

Ii) Policy I—I P2.6 I )ecisions regarding the designation ot historic resources shall he
based on National Register eligibility criteria, the I—I istoric Preservation Ordinance criteria
Historic and Archaeoloiical Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development
Rena lations and Comprehensive Plan policies. The City will use the following selection
c-i4teria (‘or City initiated landmark designations as a guideline for staff recommendations
to the Community Preservation Commission and City Council:

ruuuuai jc iu-r or uur status
I I Vfl jig ij’..ijtn_. LLLIIt’L I t’1 LLLL.S.I LV) LI It. ._I

Prominence/importance related to the
Degree of threat to the landmark

H Condition of the landmark
Degree o 1’ owner Supports

Explanation: These proposed changes are consistent with the. Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development Rregulations, which were recently
adopted by the City Council in August 201 5. The procedures (‘or initiating a designation
application to establish a Local Historic District are pending the completion of an update
to Si. Petersburg’s Design Guidelines /r Historic Properties. This update is tentatively
scheduled for completion in March 2016.

i) Policy HP2.7 An applicant may bring before the Community Preservation
Commission designated in the Land Development Regulations and City Council for
nomination as a City-initiated landmark district an area designated as a National Register
of Historic Places district and not designated as a local landmark district, provided that the
applicant secures approval from the owners of two thirds of the properties in the proposed
district as required by the Historic Preservation Ordinance Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development Regulations.

Explanation: These proposed changes are consistent with the Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay section of the Land Development Regulations, which were recently
adopted by the City Council in August 2015. The procedures lbr initiating a designation
application to establish a Local Historic District are pending the completion of an update
to St. Petersburg’s Design GuidelinesJr Historic Properties (“Guidelines”). This update
is tentatively scheduled for completion in March 2016. Following completion and adoption
by City Council of the updated Guidelines, the demonstration of support from affected
property owners will be reduced from two-thirds (66.7%) to a simple majority (50% plus
1).

City File: LGCP-2016-01
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j.) Policy I 1P2. I ‘l’hc City shall create a I listoric Properly l)isastcr Preparedness Maii
br historic and icl1eoka.icaI resources by I )ecember ol 2() 11, pursuant to fedeml and
state gu idel i ilL’5.

hxplan;Ili()n: Ihe dale has passed, and a I lisloric Properly I )isasler Preparedness Plan
(“Plan’’) wa not created, as required. Creation ol a Plan is an importailt policy that shall
be retained City Stall is in early discussions about what the Plan shall include, how it
sl1ould be organized, and how it shou Id he coordinated with a separate and cuiTent project
to update St. Peieislii, ‘s I)esiii (ilIidcIwes’/(i Hisioii 1r0/Wili(’s’.

k. ) Policy Ii P3. I The City will continue to implement the ad valorem tax exemption
br historic properties, and will evaluate raising the exemption limits on residential and
commercial properties.

Explanation: This proposed amendment is consistent with the existing Historic and
Archaeological Preservation Overlay section of the Land l)evelopment Regulations, which
was recently amended to eli m i nate the exem p11011 limit altogether.

I.) Policy I—I P4.9 City stall’ will continLie to promote local and statewide preservation
workshops and encourage participation by members of the Development Services
Department, othe r appropriate City Ddepartments, the Community Preservation
ccommission clesiiated in the LDRs, local preservation interest groups, and the citizens
of the City of St. Petersburg.

Explanation: The City’s Ll)Rs will identify the specific department as well as commission

responsible for reviewing site plans, LDR amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements,
Comprehensive Plan and future land use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation—
related matters, etc. If a department’s or commission’s name or duties/responsibilities

change, the LDRs will he amended with no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan
text amendment.

m). Policy HP5.3 The archaeological sites located on City owned land are monitored
and maintained by the City’s Parks & Recreation Department.

a. The Parks & Recreation Department shall be responsible for insuring that any
proposed parkiand development will not adversely impact a significant
archaeological site.

b. The Archaeological Resources Management Plan will guide the Parks Department
and the Development Services Department, Q,y in determining which City

parkiand sites are significant and will be protected from encroachment,
development, and theft.

City File: LGCP-2016-O1
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c. ‘l’hc Paiks & Recteation l)epartment will be responsible or insufini that
individuals and groups do nothing that might damage the integrity of significant
archaeological sites located on City parkiand and br monitoring their condition on
a iem lar basis.

Lx planat ion: The Parks & Recreat ion I )epartmen t is the correct name of the department.
The City’s LI )Rs will identi by the speci l’ic department responsible For reviewing site plans,

LI )R amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and future land
use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation—related matters, etc. 11 a
department’s name 01. duties/responsibilities change, the LDRs will he amended with no
need For an associated Comprehensive Plan text amenclmenL

n. ) Policy l—ll5.7 In an effort to increase awareness of St. Petersburg’s archaeological
resources, the City and the Community Pre;ervation commission designated in the LDRs
will conduct an archaeology workshop by December of 2008 and annually, thereafter. This
workshop will locus on the City’s archaeological resources as well as other archaeological
issues. City stall invol ‘ ccl with managing and maintaining the archaeological sites broni
various City departments as well as utility and cable companies shall he invited to attend.

Explanation: The date has passed, also, the City’s LDRs will identify the specific
commission responsible for reviewing site plans, LDR amendments, vacations, plats,
reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and future land use map changes, rezonings and
historic preservation—related matters, etc. If a commission name or duties/responsibilities
change, the Ll)Rs will he amended with no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan
text amendment.

5. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments Related to Updating or Deleting Various
Outdated References.

As previously stated, House Bill 7207, known as the Community Planning Act, was signed into
law on June 2, 2011. The bill repealed Rule Chapter 9J-5, Florida Administrative Code, in its
entirety, while also incorporating portions of that rule into Chapter 163, F.S. The Comprehensive
Plan still has many references to Rule 9J-5, most of which can be deleted, but some of which need
to he retained for historic narrative purposes. House Bill 7207 also changed the name from the
Local Government Comprehensive Planning Act to the Community Planning Act. This update
needs to he made in the Comprehensive Plan.

Shortly after Governor Rick Scott took office in 2011, the Department of Community Affairs
(DCA) was reorganized into the current Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), which is
referred to in state statutes as “the state land planning agency.” This is the state agency responsible
for reviewing local government comprehensive plan amendments for impacts on important state
resources and facilities. It is proposed that the term “Department of Community Affairs” or
“DCA” be updated to “the state land planning agency” in order to be consistent with state statutes.

City File: LGCP-2016-01
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lii 2l 3, two of the City’s commissions (the (‘ommilnity Preservation ( niiiiiissioii and (he
Planiii ng & V isioni tig Commission) were consolidated 11110 one new commission cal led (lie
(‘omintini ty Planning & Preservation Commission ( CPPC). It is proposed that the old names he
retained where needed [or historic narrative purposes, he updated to the new nomenclature or to
the term “the commission(s) designated in the Ii )Rs,’’

)ver the years the City department that is responsible (or pertorming land use planning lunctions
has had various names. Presently, the Comprehensive Plan refers to the “I )evelopment Services

I )epartment’’ although the name was changed several years ago to the “Planning & Economic
I )evelopment I )epartment .‘ In oider to reduce the need [or potential l’uture comprehensive plan
text amendments, it is proposed that this term he replaced with the generic reference ol’ “the
planning depart ment .‘‘

Finally, Chapter Two, Vision Element, contains an outdated telephone number. It is proposed that
the telephone number he deleted, since there are two other methods listed lbr obtaining more
in lormation ( physical street address and the City’s wehsi te).

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The proposed Comprehensive Plan text changes presented in this stall’ report are consistent with
the lol lowing objectives and policies:

LU 10 The historic resources locally designated by the St. Petersburg City Council and
Comniunity Preservation Commission shall he incorporated onto the Land Use Map or
map series at the time of original adoption or through the amendment process and
protected from development and redevelopment activities consistent with the
provisions of the Historic Preservation Element and the Historic Preservation
Ordinance.

LU 10.1 Decisions regarding the designation of historic resources shall be based on the criteria
and policies outlined in the Historic Preservation Ordinance and (lie Historic
Preservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

LU 11 The City of St. Petersburg shall identify and address the needs of specific areas of the
City that are deteriorated, blighted, underutilized, threatened or generally inconsistent
with the communitys character including hut not limited to:

1. Neighborhoods
2. Redevelopment Areas
3. Potential Redevelopment Areas
4. Annexation Areas
5. The Gateway
6. The Waterfront
7. Corridors
8. Brownfields
9. Urban mull and Redevelopment Areas

City File: LGCP-2016-01
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I .1. J I ) to provide a trallsl)ortatlon system thai is mtegrated with the luturc I Sand Use Plan,
the City shall implement the goals, ohjeelivcs and polieies of the iransporlalion
Element.

(‘lvii ‘the City shall rcluire new development and redevelopment along [lie coastal
shore! lie k) he located and designed to protect or enhance heaeh shoreline and native
Vegetation historical l’y represenled in St. Petersburg i nelud ing, mangmves, sah marsh
and seagrasses. so that there arc no further losses of coastal wetlands related to
development. as documented by the I lorida I )epartment of Environmental Protection.

CM7 For development and redevelopment on the coastal shore! Inc. the City will give higher
priority to Siting waler—dependent uses over other uses. The order of priority is listed
he low.

water—dc pe ide 11(11 ses

2. water—related uses
3. water—enhanced uses:
4. non—water dependent uses.

CMY. I The approximately () linear miles and approximately 147 I acres of publicly accessible
waterfront sites, as invenioned in the coastal element, shall be maintained or improved.

CMI 5 The City shall protect, preserve or provide sensitive reuse of historic resources
consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the Historic Preservation Element.

CM 16 The City shall encourage and support development and redevelopment opportunities at
the Port of St. Petersburg, including the provision of public facilities, in accordance
with the Port Master Plan and all other federal, state and local laws and regulations.

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

R2 The City shall, as improvements are made to individual parks, develop a plan for the
park system to provide public access to all existing and planned recreational areas,
especially waterfront areas, through vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian access facilities.

1C3.l The City will continue to coordinate through the Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) the transportation needs of the City in conjunction with Pinellas County and the.
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT).

City File: LGCP-2016-Ol
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Recommen(Icd Action:

City Adni nistration respect ui iy requests that the Community Planning & Preservation

Commission APPR( )VE the Comprehensive Plan amendments addressed in this stall report, and
reconinìend that the City Council approve and adopt the amend ments.

Attachments:

• Comprehensive Pimi Chapter Six, Transportation Element (Ohjective T5 to TI 9 and T2 I
to T24 excluded since these ( )bjectives and associated Policies remain unchanged)

• Map 30: Transportation Concurrency Exception Area
• Comprehensi e Plan Chapter Ten, Capital Improvements Element

City File: LGCP-2016-Oi
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C’hapter Six, Iransporlat on I lement
(‘II\ ul St. Ietershui’ (‘ipiI.iisive Phin

TRANSPoRTATION ELKIVI KNT

Sections:

6. 1 IN’I’ROl)( JC11ON
6.2 GOAL, OBJEC’IiVES AND POLICIES

1551 J I Iransporlation/Lancl Use Coordination
1551 JI: Levels olService, Concurrency Management and Urban Infill Traffic Circulation

and Mobility
I 55111:: Iransportation System Safety and Efficiency
IS S I. I I Neighborhood Preservation
lXSt l’: Promotion of Public Transit and Transportation Demand Management Programs
ISSI. II Promotion of Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
1551.11 Intermodal Facilities, Economic Development and Goods Movement
lXSt I I nvironmental Protection
1551. )l: Intergovernmental Coordination
1551 IF: Public Involvement
I XXIII Greenhouse Gas Emissions

6.1 INTROI)UCTION

The purpose of the Transportation Element of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is
to plan for a multimoclal transportation system in St. Petersburg that supports alternative modes
of travel such as public transit, bicycling and walking and contains intermodal facilities that
I’on1ote the e fflcient trans icr of people and goods between different modes of’ transportation.
The City seeks to provide a multimodal transportation system that is sale, easily accessible to all
residents and visitors, energy-efficient, cost-effective to provide and maintain, and capable of
serving existing and projected travel demand. It is imperative that this transportation system is
compatible with and supportive of the goals, objectives and policies of the Future Land Use
Element and other Elements of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

The City of St. Petersburg is required under Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes (FS), the
“Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Act,” and the Florida
Department of Community Affairs Rule 9J—5.Ol 9, Florida Administrative Code (FAC), to
produce a Transportation Element because it is located within the urbanized area of the Pinellas
County Metropolitan Planning Organization. The City is encouraged to coordinate the
Transportation Element of its Comprehensive Plan with the Long Range Transportation Plan of
the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (M P0).

When it was adopted in 2000, the Transportation Element replaced the previously required
Comprehensive Plan Elements o1 Traffic Circulation; Mass Transit; and Port and Aviation.
These elements were adopted in 1989 and updated in 1996 as part of the Evaluation and
Appraisal Report, which assessed the successes and fitilures of the 1989 Comprehensive Plan.
The 2008 update to the Transportation Element addresses the findings of the 2007 Evaluation
and Appraisal Report.
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Chapter Six, Iransportation Element
(‘its olSi. Peicrshur Compieheiisie Plan

6.2 (OAL, ()IU KCTI VKS AN I) IOLI( ‘I KS

COAL — TRANSI’ORTATION (T):

l’he (‘iiy oF St. Petersburg shall provide a safc, cHic ciii mid cost—eHctive multimodil
I ranspor at ion system that is accessible to a residents and visitors, preserves neighborhoods,
protects natural resources, promotes economic development and is compatible with and
supportive ot the (ys Future laud use plan.

155 U K: Transportation/Land I. se (‘oord ination

Ihe coordmation of transportation systems with land use development ensures thai
transportation—related improvements such as road widenings, new transit services, bikeways,
sidewalks and the expansion oF port and airport Facilities, serve rather than ci isrupt existing and
planned land use patterns. Proper coordination also ensures that the trips generated by existing
and new developments are adequately accommodated by the transportation network. The City
seeks to protect transportation rights—of—way from encroachment to ensure that. adequate capacity
exists to support expected growth. The City also seeks to promote land use development that
encourages alternative modes oF transportation such as transit, bicycling and walking.

OBJKCTIVK TI:

The transportation system shall he coordinated with the map series and the goals, objectives and
policies oF the Future Land Use Element to ensure that transportation Facilities and services are
available to adequately serve existing and proposed population densities, land uses, and housing
and employment patterns.

Policies:

Ti .1 The adopted Future Land Use Map (FLUM) shall guide the planning of future
transportation corridors, facilities and services.

TI .2 The goals, objectives and policies of the Transportation Element shall be consistent with
the goals, objectives and policies of the Future Land Use Element and all other Elements
in the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

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

TI .4 The City shall review the Master Plans for the Port of St. Petersburg and Albert Whitted
Airport and subsequent amendments, and other intermodal fitcilities, to determine the
impact on the City’s surface transportation system, surrounding land uses and natural
resources.
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Chapter Six, Transportation Element
City ot’ St. Peiershw’o Coiupi’ehensive Plan

‘II .S’llic City shall work with Pinellas County, neighboring jurisdictions, the Ilorida
I )epaiiment 0 I IraIls[n)rtation ( F’l)( )‘l’), the Pinel las Suncoast ‘l’ransit Authority (PS IA)
arid oilier I ransportal iou agencies that recommend transportation improvements in the
( ‘ity of’ St. Petersburg to ensure that the ifliproVementS further the City’s Comprehensive
Plan.

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

‘Fl .7 ‘l’he City shall work with the Pinellas County MPO to prioritize roadway and transit
pro ects that serve Activity Centers as identified in the City’s Future Land Use Element.

TI .8 The City shall work with the Pinellas County MP() and PSTA to provide enhanced transit
service to Activity Centers through a reduction in transit headways, implementation of
passenger amenities and expansion of’ existing service.

013.WCTIVE T2:

The C’ity shall protect existing and future transportation corridors from encroachment.

loIicics:

T2. I The City shall protect existing and future transportation corridors identified in this
Element by implementing the requirements of the Land Development Regulations. This
includes mandatory dedication of rights-of-way, where required, as a condition of plat
approval.

T2.2 The City shall evaluate the need for developer reservation or dedication of rights-of-way
[‘or all new development or redevelopment projects in the City to ensure adequate
roadway capacity and connectivity.

T2.3 To promote efficient use of land resources and minimize adverse impacts on the City’s
urban Fabric, right-of-way widths for new roadways shall be the minimum needed to
accommodate the proposed roadway and sidewalks. bicycle lanes, trails or utilities.

T2.4 The City should preserve the historical grid street pattern, including alleys, and shall not
vacate public right—of-way until it is determined that the right—of-way is not required fur
present or future public use.

ISSUE: Lcvels of Srn’icc, oncurr’ ivlanagcmcnt and Urbun mull Traffic Circulation
afl(I Mobility
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Chapter Six, Iransportation lIeiiient
(‘iI ui XI. Pcicrshtii’’, (‘uinpi’ehensive Plan

( irowill nianaLei1ien1 law established the concurrency ptiiiciple as a basic tenant of Florida
planning praci ice in 1985. (_oncurrency requires that facilities such as roads needed to serve a
given development, at a fl illinitim level of service ( I A )S ) or better, he in place at the I me
impacts occur. Since the I 985 (lie issue of transportation concurrency has received a great deal
0 allent ion and been the subject of several amendments to ( ‘hapter I 63 ES and 9J—5 l”AC. ‘[he
iwmo of (lie revisions has been to iii itigate the unintended negative efi’ecls of transportation
concurrency, primarily encouraging urban sprawl and ti iscouraging urban in fill development.
‘[he City of St. Petersburg, with less than ‘I percent of (lie land supply vacant and available for

development and fv roadway expansion opportun ii es due to its bu ill out status, is an urban
infill community. Maintaining a minimum level of’service standard for roadways remains a City
objective. I lowever, (lie City also strives to provide opportunity For mull development and
redevelopment, encourage the development of LI multimodal transportation system taid maximize
(lie use of existing infrastructure. The objectives and associated policies set forth below provide
(lie fiumevork For balancing the need to maintain a minimum roadway level of service while
nI lowing flexibility to promote urban infill and multimodal transportation system development
through the transportation concurrency’ exception mechanism.

The City established a Transportation Concurrency I xception Area (TCEA ) for the portion of
the City located south of 77th and 78tuj Avenues North in 2000. The City’s ‘l’CEA met the State’s
Rule 91—5 criteria for an urban infill area and contained several community reclevelopnient areas.
During the 2008 update to the Transportation Element, the City reassessed its TCEA to ensure
that it still met the 9J 5 criteria for an urban infill area. The City’s TCEA still meets (lie criteria
because only’ 3.3% of the land area is developable vacant land (less than the State maximum
standard of 10.0%), 72.9% of the developed land is residential (greater than the State’s minimum
standard of 60%) and the residential density’ for the residentially developed land is 7.7 dwelling
units per acre (greater than the State’s minimum standard of 5.0).

The 2005 Growth Management Act (SB 360) amended the requirements for TCEAs listed in F.S.
163.3 1 80. An emphasis was placed on long term strategies to support and fund mobility and
assess the impact of the TCEA on the adopted level of sei’ice standards for the Strategic
Intermodal System (SIS) and roadway facilities funded by’ the State’s Transportation Regional
Incentivc Program. The City is fortunate to have an efficient grid network and an abundance of
road capacity in the TCEA to support urban mull and redevelopment. Consequently, the City
lips been able to focus on the implementation of its Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, funded
largely through federal grants, property taxes, transportation impact fees and the Penny for
Pinellas, and its plans for premium transit services such as the Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit
project. The City’s recently updated Land Development Regulations have established new
design guidelines to promote walking, bicycling and transit through the encouragement of
mixed use developments, buildings designed at a human scale, and higher densities and
intensities in appropriate locations. 1 275 and its feeders, 1 175 and 1 375, are currently’ the only
SIS facilities in the TCEA. Several sections of 1 275 do not meet (lie State’s and City’s level of
service standard of D. As a carrier of regional traffic, the Interstate system is largely impacted
by’ the rapid growth of the Tampa Ray area and areas outside Tampa Bay’. The 2005 legislation
(SB 360) placed an emphasis on the fllnding of the State’s SIS facilities such as the Interstate
system. Until improvements are funded, the City’ will continue to monitor the impact of the
TCEA on the SIS and work with FDOT on possible solutions, as described in Policy’ T4.9.
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Chapter Six, Transportation Element
(ii olSi. Pciershur (.omprehensic Plan

In response to the 20 I I (_‘oni mun it y P Iann ing Act, vli ich removed State mandated transportat ion
concurrency management requirements, (lie Pinellas County Metrop.litan Planiiing Organization

(MPO) endorsed the Pinellas County Mohi lily Plan on September 1 1 , 201 3. Ihe Mobility Plan
provides a &amework loi a coord nated mu It imodal approach to managing (lie (ml lie impacts of
development projects as a replacement for local transportation concurrency systems. City stafl’
participated in the process that led to the development of the Mobility Plan, which is also
intended to ensure consistency between County and municipal site plan review processes as they
pertain to reviewing and managing the traffic impacts of development projects while increasing

mohi lily for all users of the transportation system. Because of the Community Planning Act and
the Pinellas County Mobi lily Plan, the City has eliminated adopted level of service standards for
roads and mass transit, which are no longer required by the State of Florida. The City and
Pinel las County M P( ) will continue to monitor roadway levels of serv ice for planning purposes.
The City will determ inc the need fbi transportation management plans for large development
projects that are located on deficient roads. The City will also identify strategies for alleviating
traffic congestion on deficient roadways, which could include additional roadway capacity or
projects that increase mobility for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and motorists. The City
will place a high priority on transportation projects that will help reduce traffic congestion on the
State’s Strategic Intermoclal System (SIS) facilities in St. Petersburg, which include the Interstate
system and Gandy Boulevard, or provide alternatives to driving a personal vehicle on these
facilities.

OBJECTIVE T3:

Roadway level of service standards, as defined in Policies T3.1, and transit level of service
standards, as defined in T3.8, shall be maintained to promote safe and efficient traffic flow and
convenient transit service and ensure that roadway capacity is sufficient to support existing and
future land developments. The City shall develop and maintain a multi-modal transportation
system that increases mobility [‘or bicyclists, pedestrians and transit users as well as motorists
and users of aviation and rail facilities, and that promotes development paems that reduce
vehicle miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions.

Policies:

T3. I All major city, county and state streets, not including those identified as constrained in
the City’s most current concurrency annual monitoring report shall operate at LOS D or
better in the peak hour of vehicular traffic. Roadway facilities on the State Highway
System, Strategic Intermodal System and Florida Intrastate Highway System and
roadway facilities funded by Florida’s Transportation Regional Incentive Program shall
operate at a LOS that is consistent with Rule 14 94, FAC. The City shall implement the
Pinellas_County Mobility Management System through the application of Transportation
Element policies and site plan and right-of-way utilization review processes. Policies
pertaining to the application of the Mobility Management System are listed below.

a. All development projects generating new trips shall be subject to payment of a multi
niodal impact lee.
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Chapter Six, Iransportation Element
(itv ci 51. Petershun’, (_umprehensive Plan

h. I )evelopmeiit projects that generate between 51 and 300 new peak hour trips on
delicient roads shall be classi lied as tier I and required to submit a transportation
management plan (‘IMP) designed to address their impacts while increasing mobility and
reducing the demand lii’ single occupant vehicle travel.
c. I )evelopment projects that generate more than 300 new peak hour trips on deficient
Wads shall be classi lied as tier 2, required to conduct a tral’Iic study, and submit an
accompanying report and TM P based on the report findings.
d. Multi—modal impact fee assessments may be applied as credit toward the cost of a

IMP.
e. A traffic study and/or TM P for a development project not impacting a deficient road

corridor shall be required if necessary to address the impact of additional trips
generated by the project on the surrounding traffic circulation system.

I Deficient roads shall include those operating at peak hour level of service (LOS) E
and F and/or volume—to—capacity (v/c) ratio 0.9 or greater without a mitigating
improvement scheduled [‘or construction within three years.

g. Multi—modal impact fee revenue shall be utilized to fund multi—modal improvements
to local, county or state facilities that are consistent with the comprehensive plan as
well as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Long Range Transportation
Plan.

h. The City shall work cooperatively with the MPO and other local governments to
complete the biennial update of the Multi—modal Impact Fee Ordinance through the
MPO planning process, which includes review by the MPO Technical Coordinating
Committee and MPO Policy Board.

T3.2 The Pinellas County MPO’s annual report on transportation LOS shall be the source of
existing LOS data for major streets in the City of St. Petersburg. The City shall provide
the Pinellas County MPO with current data on vehicular traffic, roadway design and
intersection signalization for city roads if available. City staff shall periodically conduct
a LOS analysis for major streets in St. Petersburg that are not analyzed by the Pinellas
County MPO by collecting data on vehicular traffic, roadway design and intersection
signalization, and by utilizing FDOT’s LOS tables and LOS software.

T3.3 The City shall review all proposed developments and redevclopments for consistency
with this Element and impacts upon the adopted LOS standards. All development orders
and permits shall be issued only when it is documented that such development is
consistent with the LOS standards (‘or affected public facilities adopted by this
Comprehensive Plan and meets the requirements of the City’s Concurrency Management
Ordinance.

T3.43 The City shall identify feasible capacity improvements on city roads necessary to
alleviate existing and projected LOS deficiencies and incorporate such improvements into
the City’s Capital Improvement Element and Capital Improvement Program. Road
capacity proiects that are not cost feasible from a construction and right-of-way
acquisition perspective or have a significantly negative impact on established residential
and commercial developments will not be programmed.
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13.51 Ihe (‘liv shall actively participate in the MP( ) process to assist in the idenlihcation and
priorilalioiì of cost feasible capaciy improvements oil local, county and slate roads
located in St. Petersburg that are necessary to alleviate existing and projected I ( )S
deficiencies and do not have a sw,nihcanlly nec,ative iipact oil established residential and
conmìere in I developments.

‘13.6 I he CIty shall mini in ize the i in pacts of’ development on roads that operate at a I OS that
is bclov the City’s in inimum acceptable standard or are nearing capacity through the
mplementnt ion of’ the Land l)evclopment Regulat ions and transportat ion management

strategies that are described in the Concurrency Management Ordinance.

‘13 .5 1 ‘he C’ ity shall coon] mate with local governments in Pinel las County, the Pinel Ins C’ounty
M P( ) and the l”DOl’ to update and refine I OS standards and methodology for
measurenien I as more in form at i on becomes available and i in provemen is are made to the
road system.

T3.X In cooperation with the PSTA, the City shall strive to provide transit access for all major
trip generators and attractors with headway’s less than or equal to 30 minutes in the peak
hour and no greater than 60 minutes in the off peak period,

T3.9 In establishing adequate level of service standards for any arterial road or collector road
in the City which traverses an ad jacent jurisdiction, the City shall consider compatibility
with the roadway facility’s adopted level of service standard in the adjacent jurisdiction.

T3. 10 The City shall continue to participate in the Pinellas County MPO’s ongoing effort to
develop a common methodology within Pinellas County for measuring impacts on
tl’ansportation facilities for the purpose of implementing their concurrency management
systems.

OBJECTIVE TI:

The City shall exempt the area shown in Map 30 from transportation concurrency requirements
to promote urban infill development and urban redevelopment, the preservation of historic
resources and the restoration of existing buildings, and encourage the use of public
transportation. This area shall be referred to as the Transportation Concurrency Exception Area
(TCEA).

Policies:

TI. I In cooperation with the PSTA, the City shall strive to increase the frequency of transit
service and hours of service and provide additional facilities for transit within the TCEA.

TI.2 The City shall continue to promote transportation demand management strategies such as
carpooling, vanpooling, flexible work hours and telecommuting in the TCEA.
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Chapter Six, Transportation Element
(‘iI (it Xi. Petershun’ Comprehensive Plan

T1.3 Bicycle and pedestrian Facilities such us hike huies, hike paths, hike racks, hike lockers.
sidewalks and pedestrian pathways, shall he given a higher priority For implementation in
the City’s Capital Improvement Program ii located in the ‘FCI/A. Bicycle and pedestrian
Facilities that improve access to transit routes shall be given the highest priority.

T1.1 ‘l’he City shall encourage high density, mixed use developments at appropriate locations
within the ‘l’Cl/A to encourage alternative modes of transportation.

T’l .5 The C’ ty shall in it igate the im pact o I’ the ‘IC’ LA on the Strategic Intermodal System and
roadway lieu itics fimdcd by the Transportation Regional incentive Program by providing

fimding fbi’ improvements on parallel roadways and investing in the inihistructure For
transit, bicyclists and pedestrians.

‘l’l .6 The City shall evaluate the eff’ectiveness of’ the ‘l’C’LA annually by monitoring the level of
development and redevelopment activity, the amount of transportation Funds set aside fbi’
transit or pain! Id roadway cupac ity, improvements to transit flici I ities and service, transit
ridership, bicycle and pedestrian improvements and the success of’ transportation demand
management programs.

‘iopment that is pio’’’d to gene:”4’

trips, and is located in the TC’[A

3
a. sidewalks along all street frontages, wlu

I., .-.41..,-... •‘

4. Provision of bicycle accommodations, which may include, but are not limited to:
a. bicycle rack(s), and
h hirvrh 1an

]?cvisud 9 76/10

TI7Apropose tbnn Sfl peak

major street that is operatmg at a LOS that is lower
than the City’s peak hour standard of LOS D, as determined in the most recent
Concurrency Annual Monitoring Report, shall require special exception approval.
Review of such developments shall be based on compliance with the following criteria:

I. On site or off site road capacity enhancements shall be incorporated into the
proposed development, which may include, but are not limited to:
a. acceleration/deceleration lanes,
b. reduction of’ curb cuts,
e. shared curb cuts/cross access easements, and
d. intersection capacity’ improvements, such as, but not limited to, signal timing and

turn lane storage capacity.

2. Provision of transit accommodations developed in coordination with the PSTA,
which may include, but are not limited to:
a. new or enhanced transit stop(s) or shelter(s),
h. walkways connecting transit stops to the principle building(s),
c. bus pull off area(s), and
d. dedication of park and ride parking spaces.

ncaesrian accommodations, which may include, but are not limited to:

1’-8
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5. Implementation of transportation dcnmnd mmin’iimnI :IrnIit:

hut are not limited to:
a. rideshuri ng programs,
b. flexible work hours, and
c. telecommuliiw

6. Provision of traditional design Features, which may include, but arc not limited to:
a. locate building adjacent to street sidewalk,
h. building entry on Street, and
c. ncdcstrian protection devices such n but not limited to, awnings over siacwaiics

and other outdoor walkways.
7. Site design should minimize cut through traffic on neighborhood streets by

encouraging vehicular traffic to utilize the maor road network to travel to or from the
site, utilizing local roads only for immediate site access.

T4.8 The Intown Areawide Development of Regional Impact, located inside the TCEA
boundaries, shall continue to he required to mitigate any adverse and significant
transportation impacts pursuant to Chapter 3 80.06, Florida Statutes.

T4.9 The City shall continue to implement, in coordination with the FDOT, an annual
monitoring program for the Strategic lntermodal System (SIS) within the TCEA. The
1998 LOS for segments of the SIS shall be the benchmark lbr comparison with future
LOS. After improvements to the SIS, the adopted LOS standard on the improved
roadway segment shall be the new benchmark. The FDOT reserves the right to
implement measures to improve traffic flow on SIS facilities not meeting the FDOT level
of service standard. These measures may include ramp metering, or other actions as
appropriate.

T4-1-03.6 Through the preservation of a grid street network and linking of local streets
within the TCEA, local traffic will be encouraged to use alternative routes that protect the
interregional travel functions of the City’s SIS fhcilities, particularly the located within
the TCLA (Interstate system. The preservation of the grid system and the linking of
streets located within one mile of the Interstate system shall be given the highest priority,
followed by streets located within two miles of the Interstate system.

T44-l-3.7 The City shall actively support PSTA in efforts to seek federal, state and local
funding and private contributions toward the development of the Central Avenue Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) project that will connect downtown St. Petersburg to St. Pete Beach
and provide enhanced east-west mobility in the TCEA. The City will also work with
PSTA, propeiy owners and developers in the development of stations along the BRT
route and will encourage development projects along the route that adhere to the
principles of transit oriented development.

T4—l-3.8 The City shall support the development ol corridors within the TCFA in addition
to Central Avenue that are identified in the Countywide Bus Rapid Pinellas County
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Iransit Vision Plan flr enhanced bus service and future preiiiiuni transit service, with a
particular emphasis on the north—south routes such as the 4111 Street/Roosevelt Boulevard
and L iS 19 corridors that are parallel to the Interstate system to provide the public with a
viable alternative to di’iviiit in personal vehicles along these corridors and the Interstate
ssteiT

‘11.13 Ihe City shall support the Pinelkis County M POs long ;;;;g plan to develop rail transit
service along the 1 Strect,’Rooscvclt Boulevard corridor and other corridors that will
help improve persomil mobility in the TC I /\ and reduce vehicular trips on the Interstate
system

Ihe City shall support the ‘lampa Bay Area Regional ‘Iransit Authority
(‘l’BAR’l’As ) vision of providing llequent, short distance roil regional premium transit
service from downtown St. Petersburg to lampa and express bus regional commuter
transit service from downtown St. Petersburg to Manatee County along the Interstate
system to help alleviate traffic congestion on the Interstate system.

‘F4—143.lO The City shall continue to seek funding fbr construction of’ the remaining gaps in

the niajor north—south trail f’acil ity that will parallel the Interstate system from downtown
St. Petersburg to the Gaudy Bridge in northern St. Petersburg.

ISSUE: Transportation System Safety and Efficiency

The provision of’ a safe and efficient transportation system is the goal of many federal, state and
local transportation programs. Through roadway design improvements, enfbrcement of traffic
laws, and education of transportation system users, safer operating conditions can he provided
for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians. Transportation system efficiency can often be enhanced
through transportation system management (TSM) strategies, which are typically small-scale,
relatively inexpensive operational improvements that can significantly improve the traffic flow
on congested streets where reconstruction is not an option because of cost or disruption to the
natural or built environment.

TSM activities include monitoring and adjusting traffic signal timing to improve traflic flow,
adding or lengthening turn lanes at intersections, fntelligent Transportation System projects, and
access management. Proper maintenance of road pavement and traffic control devices are
needed to optimize transportation system perlbrmancc and provide benelits such as decreased
fuel consumption, delay, emissions, noise and safety risks.

OBJECTIVE Th4:

The City shall ensure the saR accommodation of motorized and non-motorized traffic while
reducing the incidence of vehicular conflicts within the City’s major transportation corridors.

Policies:
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ship—pleasure boat conlltcts and promote sale air and sea operations in Si. Petersburg
I larbor.

I I ).7 Ihe Poit and Airport shall provide additional opportunities or oti—site hltratioi ot
storm water by ncreas ing the amount of perv ions surIices through cost—c lThctive
landscapm and pay i tig techniques.

.8 Ihe Port and Airport shall coordinate and be consistent with the l”uture I and I se

I lenient thereby prec kid ig any encroachment ol’ incompatible land uses.

I SS U F In terovc iii men ta I (oo rd i na tio ii

‘l’he City of St. Petersburg’s transportation system is part ol a much larger regional transportation
network. Ihe provision of adeqtiate transportation ihci lilies and services in corridors that extend
beyond the C’itv’s boundaries is largely dependent upon the C’itys ability to work with other
municipalities and go\ernment agencies at the local, county’, regional, state and Ideral levels.
Much of this coordination occurs through the transportation planning process established by the
Pinel las County M P( ). ‘Ihe City of St. Petersburg, other Pinellas County municipalities and
Pinel las C’ounty participate in the M PC) process. along with government agencies such as the
PSTA and 11)01.

OBJECTIVE T20:

The City shall promote a comprehensive transportation planning process by coordinating its
transportation system with the plans and programs of Pinellas County, neighboring
municipalities and counties, Pinehlas County MPO, PSTA, FDOT, BACS. TBRPC, Pinehlas
County School Board and other appropriate agencies and transportation providers.

Policies:

T20.I The City shall serve on all of the Pinehlas County MPO’s policy, technical and advisory
committees to coordinate the transportation plans and programs for the City, Pinellas
County, neighboring municipalities and counties, PSTA, FDOT, BACS, TBRPC,
Pinellas County School Board and other appropriate agencies and traflsl)ortation
providers.

T20.2 The City shall actively participate in the development and review of the MPOs Long
Range Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Program and the FDOT’s
Strategic Transportation Plan and District VII Work Program.

T20.3 The City shall promote coordination between the Pinellas County MPO and other
MPO’s in the Tampa Bay region by participating as needed in the Joint MPO Chairmen
Coordination and Joint Citizens Advisory Committee processes.
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‘1204 ‘I’lic City slial I review comprehensive plans and plan amendments horn Pinellas
County, neighboring 1111111 icipal itieS and counties, and (lie II3RPC’ to ensure consistency
with the ‘I ransportatl()Ii I ‘lenient.

‘120.5 ‘l’hc City shall exam inc the functional classification system illustrated in the Pinellas
(_ounty l’ransportation l’.lement For the St. Petersburg area and seek to functionally
classiFy roads in the same manner where possible.

‘I 20.6 ‘I lie City shall work with its adjacent jurisdictions to identiFy the need fhr and establ isli
appropriate policies For the inler—j urisdictional coordination of’ transportation
improvements and mitigation of’ transportation impacts.

‘120.7 ‘Ilie City shall provide land use and socioeconomic data to the Pinellas County MPO to
support the development and enhancement of’ travel demand Forecasting models used to
forecast and simulate transportation conditions under alternative land use scenarios.

l’20.8 ‘l’he Cit shall participate in the planning efForts of’ the St. Petersburg—Clearwater
International Airport. Tampa International .\irport and other regional intermodal
lhcilities (fiat diectl impact the City of’ St. Petersburg.

T20.9 ‘l’he City shall continue to have representation on the PSTA Board to ensure that the
C’ity’s transit needs are addressed.

T20.lO The City shall coordinate its levels of service, concurrency management
methodologies, and Land Development Regulations with the FDOT and Pinellas
County, respectively, to encourage compatibility with the appropriate jurisdictions’
level of service and access management standards for county and state maintained
roadways.

T20.l1 The City’ shall coordinate with service providers that have no regulatory authority over
the use of land in the city to develop recommendations that address ways to improve
coordination of the City’s concurrency management methodologies and systems, and
levels of service.

OBJECTIVE T21:

The Port of’ St. Petersburg and the Albert Whitted Municipal Airport shall continue to coordinate
operational and expansion activities with all appropriate federal, state, regional, and local
agencies.

Policies:

T2 1 .1 The Port and Airport shall obtain all required permits and leases needed to implement the
projects described in their adopted master plans and shall construct and operate Port and
Airport facilities in cooperation with the appropriate ideral, state, regional and local
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Sed ions:

I 0. I IN’l’ROl)UCiiON
10.2 GOALS, 013.1 LUll yES AND POliClI:S

155 LII (‘onsiruct ion of needed improvements

155 I : Adequate provision ol pu1I ic facilities
1551. l: Public expenditure in high hazard zones
1551 I : Coordination of land development and capital improvements
4-S-X-I—i-L Promotion of Mobility in Transportation Concurrency Exception Areas

10.3 CONSISTENCY REQUIREMENTS AN!) CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT
10.3.! Consistency
1 0.3.2 Concurrency Management
I 0.3.2.1 Introduction
10.3.2.2 l)eiinitions
10.3.2.3 Concurrency Management System
I 0.3.2.4 Level of Service Standards
1 0.3.2.5 Mini mum Requirements for Concurrency

10.1 INTROI)UCTION

The purpose of’ the Capital Improvements Element is to demonstrate the flscal !asibility of the
City’s Comprehensive Plan. This objective is accomplished by estimating costs of
improvements, analysis of the City’s flscal capability to finance and construct improvements, and
adoption of linancial policies to guide funding.

The Cl E ni ust i nd ucle:

• live—year schedule of capital improvements

• concurrency management program

• Goals, Objectives, and Policies

Further, the CIE must be reviewed annually and moditied if necessary.

10.2 GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

GOAL-CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS (CI):

The goal of providing public facilities (public utilities, transportation, and recreation) which meet
or exceed adopted level of service standards will be met through sound fiscal policies and shall
be provided concurrently with, or prior to, development.

cl-i RL’vi,VL’d 2/21/13
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Issue: Construction of needed improvements

Under the adopted LOS standards, sufficient capacity exists Ibr the Ibllowing Fucilities: potable
water, sanitary sewer, solid waste and recreation/open space and transportation (see individual
elements of the Comprehensive Plan). Ilowever, rehabilitation and upgrading is necessary for

components of sanitary sewer, potable water, and recreational facilities. To increase the drainage
LOS standard beyond existing conditions approximately $65 million is budgeted for
improvements. In addition, the City has sufficient funds to correct any deficiencies on City
roads. To increase safety on the Airport site, several capital improvements were identified.

OBJECTIVF Cli:

The City shall provide capital improvements, as identified in the five—year schedule of’
improvements in this element, which are necessar3 for replacement of obsolete or worn—out
facilities, correction of existing deficiencies, and to meet demand of planned future growth.

Policies:

CII I Those projects exceeding $250,000, identified in the other elements of the
Comprehensi\ e Plan as necessary to maintain or improve the adopted level of service
standards and which are of relatively large scale and high costs, shall be included in
the Capital Improvement Element.

CII .2 Projects of lower costs may be included in the Capital Improvement program and
annual capital budget.

Cli .3 The City shall prepare and implement a Capital improvement Program based on the
elements of the comprehensive plan which shall schedule the funding and
construction of projects fbr a five—year time period, including a one year Capital
Improvement Program budget. Estimated requirements for capital projects shall
include all costs reasonably associated with the completion of the project and the
impact of each project on the operating revenues and requirements of the City.

Cli .4 The Ibllowing modifications may be made to the Capital Improvements Schedule of
this element:

a. The Schedule shall be updated annually.

b. Amendments to the schedule caused by emergencies, developments of regional
impact and certain small scale development activities are not limited to two times
per calendar year. (Section 163.3187, Florida Statutes.)

c. Modifications to the Schedule relating to costs (corrections, updates, and
modifications), revenue sources, or acceptance of lhcilities according to
dedications consistent with the plan identified in the capital improvements
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elenlL.nt may he complis ed by ordinance and do not I’eqtlil’e a plan amendment.
Sect ion 1 63.3 1 77, Ilorida Slat utes.

ISStJ I:: Adcq tiale p1’0’ISI0I1 01 P’1)1 lacilitics

I )evelopment activities on available vacant land will have a negligible eli’ect on the C itys

sanitary sewer facilities because the City is about 95 percent built out. I lowever, land use
amendnients may alter demand proJections and potentially create a capacity del’ic it. ‘[here l’ore,
level of service standards have been established for sanitary sewer, drainage, potable water, solid
waste. traFfic circulation, and recreation/open space—a++d mass transit lic ii ities. In addition,
conservation oF important resources, such as potable waler, can be promoted. I’ urther, the level

I. service may be raised to improve serv ice and overall quality o I’ Ii f in St. Petersburg.

OB.JECTIVF C12:

‘[he City will continue to implement existing procedures that require new development to hear a
proportionate cost of thcility improement, necessitated by the development, to adequately
maintain adopted I OS standards.

Policies:

C12. I ‘[he Ibliowing level of’ service standards shall be adopted For public Facilities:

Cl2. I . I Potable Waler:

I. The average day demand is 125 gallons per capita per day (gpcd).

2. The maximum day to average day ratio will be 1 .25.

3. The level of service for peak hour rates is 210 percent of total annual average day
rates.

4. The level of service standard for niinii’num pressure is 20 psig at curbside.

5. The level of service standard for storage capacities shall equal at least 50 percent

of average day demand at a minimum.

6. All improvements, expansions, or increases in capacity to the facilities shall be
compatible with the adopted level of service standards.
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(‘12. I .2 iniiai’y Xcwcr — Average I )ay I )eniand:

lacilily gpl
Northeast WRI” 173
Albeit Wh tied W RI 1 66
Southwest WRI” 161
Northwest W RI” I 70

(‘12.1.3 Drainage

I )ue to the backlog of stormwa(er improvement needs and the time needed to
im plement improvements to the municipal system, existing conditions shall he
adopted as the level of service.

2. (onstrucl ion of new and improvements to existing surfiuce water management
systems require permits from SWFWMD, except [‘or projects specifically exempt.
As a condition of municipal development approval, new development and
redevelopment within the City which requires a SWFWMD permit according to

Rules 40D—4 and 40D—40, Florida Administrative Code, shall be required to
obtain a SW FWM D permit and meet SW FWM D water quantity and quality

design standards. Development which is exempt from SWFWMD permitting
requirements shall he required to obtain a letter of exemption.

3. Construction of’ new and improvements to existing surface water management
systems will be required to meet design standards outlined in the Drainage
ordinance, Section 1 6.40.030 of the Land Development Regulations, using a
minimum design storm of 10 year return frequency, 1 hour duration, rainfall

intensity curve Zone VI, Florida Department of Transportation. Improvements to
the Municipal Drainage System will be designed to convey the runoff from a 10-
year 1 hour storm event.

C12.1.4 Solid Waste: 1.3 tons/year/person

C12. 1 .5 Recreation and Open Space: The recommended level of service standard is 9 land
acres of usable recreation and open space acreage per I ,000 persons population in St.
Petersburg.

C12.1 .6 Transportation: The operational Level of Service (LOS) D peak hour shall be the
standard for all roads within the City.

C12.L7 Mass Transit:

The ibllowing level of service standard is based on the contractual agreement made at
the time of the merging of the City and County bus systems:

1. approximately 2.5 million miles of fixed route service;
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2. approximately 217,000 miles of DART service;

3. fixed route service within 1/ mile of approximately 90 percent of the service

4. headway’s less than 1 hour;

5. The City of St. Petersburg will continue to require at least the same level of
service currently provided by PSTA in fixed route, demand response and para
transit service.

C12.2 The City shall pursue new revenue sources and methods to fund local roadway
construction.

Cl2.3 The City shall assess new development costs to provide public ficility improvements
based on a proportion of the benefits accrued to the development, state government,
local government, and residents. The City will accomplish this task through:

Continued cCollection of the Pinellas County Transportation Multi—modal Impact
Fee or other such appropriate measures;

2. Continued collection of potable water and sewer impact Res, also known as
potable water and sewer connector fees; and

3. Continued collection of stormwater utility fees.

ISSUE: Public expenditure in high hazard zones

The coastal high hazard area includes areas that have experienced severe damage or are
scientifically predicted to experience damage from storm surge, waves, and erosion. In a worst
case scenario (e.g. Category 5 storm) most of the City would be vulnerable to storm surge.
Areas with historical damages are primarily located within the confines of the category I storm,
relèrred to in the inventory as evacuation level A. Based on the best available inlbrmation, the
coastal high hazard area in St. Petersburg is defined as the area below the elevation of the
Category 1 storm surge line as established by a Sea, Lake and Overland Surges il-orn I lurricanes
(“SLOSI-l”) computerized storm surge model as reflected in the most recent Statewide Regional
Evacuation Study br the Tampa Bay Region, Storm Tide Atlas Volume 7 prepared by the
Tampa l3ay Regional Planning Council and approved in August 2010. Growth in this area puts
public expenditures and lives at risk.

OBJECTIVE C13:

The City shall protect vulnerable coastline and shall avoid property destruction and personal
injury by limiting expenditures on public facilities in the designated coastal high hazard area
except lbr purposes of conservation, stormwater management, natural resource protection and
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preservation, recreation, and improvement of hurricane eVacuation system. and providing
Facilities necessary or the adopted hind use.

Policies:

(‘ 13. I I xpanded in ti’astm’ucture in the coastal Ii igh hazard area shall only be permitted as
necessary to protect the public heal lii. we! fare and safety, including stormwatei’ and
sewer i niprovemeuts and to service the demand generated by the planned for
development identi fled in the I ulure I Sand Jse Man (Coastal Management I lement,
Policy CM 10.4)

C 13.2 [he City shall not locale potable water inc extensions in the coastal Ii igh hazard area
beyond what is necessary to service planned zoning densities (Coastal Management
I lement, Policy CM I 0.6).

ISSU J: Coordination of land development and capital improvements

A major concern of the City is to provide sufficient capacity of’ public Facilities and services
concurrent with or prior to development, This concern can be met by controlling the location
and timing of land development within City boundaries. The City plans to adopt or already has
in place the Ibllowing standards, policies, and ordinances: LOS standards, Capital Improvements
Program, Iransportation Multi—Modal—Impact Fees,—Lirban Service Areas, and Dedications.

OBJICTIVE Cl4:

Manage the land development process so that all development orders and permits for future
development and redevelopment activities shall be issued only if’ public facilities’ level of service
standards are equal to om’ greater than those adopted in Policies C12. I . I through C12. 1 .7.

Policies:

C14. I Development Orders may be granted by the City that allows the project to be timed
and staged so that the public facilities necessary to maintain LOS standards are in
place when the impacts of’ the development occur.

C14.2 Development orders shall not be issued unless public facilities that meet adopted LOS
standards are available or meet the requirements of the adopted concurrency
management system as identified in Section 10.3.2.5, Minimum Requirements for
Concurrency of this element.

C14.3 Notification of capital projects that are substantial in nature (such as bridge
replacement, drainage improvements, road widening, recreation, fire and rescue
facilities) identified in the City’s schedule of capital improvements proposed lbr any
property located within approximately ¼ mile of the City limits will be lbrwarded to
the neighboring government and, for any property located within approximately ¼
mile of a governmental educational facility, notilication will be lbrwarded to the
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sclitd loaid br comments perlaininL!, to the l)ll)()s.l action in relation to their
respective phins.

()B.JKC’[IVK (15:

lo demonstrate the (‘itys ability to provide hw needed improvements identibied in the other
elements of the (omprehensive Plan, the City shall develop and adopt the capital improvement
schedule, as part o 1. the (_omprehensive Plan. ‘[he Capital Improvement Schedule shall include a
schedule ol projects, lhnding dates, all costs reasonably associated with the completion of the
proect, and a demonstration that the City has the necessary funding to provide public facility
needs concurrent with or prior t’.) previously issued l)evelopment Orders or buture development.

Policies:

C l5. I Proposed capital improvement projects must he reviewed by the planning
l)evelopment Services Ddepartmeni based on the IbI lowing:

A. General consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. Projects found inconsistent
ith the Comprehensive Plan shall not be approved until appropriate revisions are

made to the project or the Comprehensive Plan to achieve consistency.

B. Evaluation of’ projects regarding the following eight areas of’ consideration from
the State Comprehensive Planning Regulations:

Elimination of Public l—Iazards;
2. Elimination of Existing Capacity Deficits;
3. Local Budget Impact;
4. Locational Needs Based on Projected Growth Patterns (Activity Centers);
5. Accommodation of New Development and Redevelopment Service Demands;
6. Correction or replacement of obsolete or worn-out fitcilities;
7. Financial Feasibility; and
8. Plans of State Agencies and Water Management Districts that provide public

facilities with in the Local Governments jurisdiction.

The planning Development Sei’ices Departrnent shall advise the Department of
Budget and Management of its lindings regarding these eight areas of
consideration to assist said Department with the ranking and prioritization of
capital improvement projects.

C15.2 Long-term borrowing will not be used to finance current operations or normal
maintenance. Every effort will be made to schedule the amortization of long—term
debt so that fifty percent of the issue will be retired in the first half of the total term of
the debt. A policy of full disclosure will be followed in all linancial reports and

official statements for debt.
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(‘15.3 ( ienci’al capital impl’ovements or those illiprovelnents not related to iiiuicipally

owned enterpi’i ses shall be funded from ( eneni I ( )perat I ng lund reven ties, fluid
ha lances, the sale o I revenue hoiids 01 general obligation honds, special assessments,
01 Lrants.

(‘15.4 Sale o I’ revenue bonds shall be limited to that amount which can be supported horn
liii lily tax. franchise fee. oi’ other non—ad valorem tax revenues not required to support
( ieneral lund operations. Revenue bond coverage shall not be less than parity
required coverage.

C’ 15.5 Ihe City shall strive to limit the total net annual general revenue bond debt service to
25% 01. the total net general purpose revenue and other funds available fbi such debt
service.

(‘15.6 Debt pledged as a general obligation of’ the City shall not exceed six percent ot the
non—exempt properly valuation with in the corporate boundaries, or one—half’ of’ that
allowed by state law.

(15.7 l’he City shall include capital improvement pi’qects for the renewal and replacement
of public Facilities to maintain adopted level of service standards in the live—Year
Schedule of’ Improvements. The CIP schedules shall include any of the MPO
transportation pi’OJectS that are relied upon to ensure concurrency and financial
Feasibility. See Section 163.3177 (3)()6, F.S.

Cl5.8 All development authorized by Development of Regional Impact development orders
that ai’e adopted pursuant to Section 380.06, F.S., prior to the adoption of the Local
Government Comprehensive Plan pursuant to Section 163.3161, F.S., shall be exempt
ll’om the concurrency provisions of Chapter 163, F,S.

C15.9 Changes which result in an amendment to the development order must meet the
requirements of the revised Comprehensive Plan.

C15. 10 The City shall ensure that development orders issued prior to the adoption of St.
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan shall be provided with necessary facilities and public
services.

C15.1 1 The City will identify and pursue joint funding opportunities with the SWFWMD,
Pinellas County, or other public and private agencies and jurisdictions.

C15. 12 The City will pursue the equitable sharing of costs of implementing projects and
programs in the capital improvements element where appropriate and agreed upon
through an interlocal agreement or otherwise with other directly beneliting local and
regional governments and agencies.
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I SSU I: Promotion of Mobility in Trnnportii(ion Concurrency Exception Aren

A Irunspoilalion oncurrency I xcepflon Area (‘[Cl A) was established in 2000 for that portion

of—tle—C-ity depict-ed-—-oii Map 30. l’he purpose ol the TCEA is to Promote urban in fill
d-evelopnienl and redevelopml.mt iii this older, more established area of the City that has excellent
levels 01 service on the vast majority’ of its major roadways. The 2005 Growth Management Act
(SB 360) amended (lie requirements for TCEAs listed in RS. 1 63.3 1 X0. An emphasis was
placed on long term strategies to support and fund mobility. Local governments that have a
i’CLA now need to produce a schedule of mobility improvements, as well as transportation
projects, needed to maintain or achieve level of service standards.

ORIECTIVE (16

-The City shall improve mobility in the TCEA by fundii and seeking funding from other
government agencies for transportation projects that promote the safe and efficient movement of
people and goods within the TCEA.

Policies:

C16. I On an annual basis, the City’ shall fund transportation projects that enhance mobility
in the TCEA, such as roadway’ capacity improvements, trails, bike lanes, sidewalks
and Transportation System Management projects, and include these projects in the
annual update to the 5 Year Schedule of Capital Improvements.

liii provem ents.

10.3 CONSISTENCY REQUIREMENTS AND CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT

As a requirement of Florida’s Growth Management Legislation of 1 985/86, two important issues
must be addressed in the Comprehensive Plan -- consistency and concurrency. The
Comprehensive Plan must be consistent with both the Regional Policy Plan and the State
Comprehensive Plan. In addition, the legislation also includes a concurrency requirement.
Funding to meet the concurrency requirements of this legislation is the responsibility of the City.
Consistency and the development of a concurrency management system are more adequately
explained in the following sections.

CI-) R’vi,s’’d 2/21/13

Cl6.2 ‘.‘-‘‘-‘n’....-,I,, . f-tn, Tarn,,, antThe City’ shall work ‘ely with other agencies that involved
iii planning, funding and the implementation of capital projects that promote mobility
in the TCEA, including the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization,
Pinellas County, Florida Department of Transportation, Pinellas Suncoast Transit
Authority and the Tampa Bay’ Area Regional Transportation Authority, and include
these capital projects in the annual update to the 5 Year Schedule of Capital
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10.3.1 ( )IISiStCIIC’

Ilie purpose of consistency is to provide a comprehensive and legislative/statutory scheme for
the overall plaimmg efforts being undertaken statewide. ‘l’o achieve consistency, live tests must
he met vli ich brie fly aie as follows:

I . I lie Comprehensive Plan must he consistent with the provisions of’ Chapter 1 63, VS.

2. Ilie elements of the Comprehensive Plan must he internally consistent and (he plan must
he ecoiiom ical lv Ias ihle.

3. I he Conipreliensive Plan ni list also he ‘‘compatihle with’ and liirther’ the State and
regional policy plans.

4. I and use regtilal ions must he consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

5. Development Orders must he consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

10.3.2 Concurrency iVianageinent

10.3.2.1 I ntrod uction

As a requirement of’ the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development
Regulation Act, Chapter 163, F.S., it is necessary to address the issue of concurrency. In
addition, a concurrency management system is required as an adopted portion of a community’s
Comprehensive Plan, as well as being a required section of its Capital Improvement Element.
These statutory provisions lbr concurrency require that local governments establish acceptable
LOS standards for public facilities, and adopt standards to ensure the availability for these
facilities, within their comprehensive plans.

Concurrency is intended to ensure that local governments provide adequate infrastructure to put
its plans into place, and that these facilities and services will be available within a reasonable
period of time to support development. Section 1 63.3 1 77(1 O)(h), F.S., states:

“It is the intent of the I ri’1ntiir that public facilities and services needed to suppurt
ueveiopment shall be available concurrent with the impacts of such development.”

Concurrency is the key to maintaining adopted LOS standards. Therefore, beibre a building
permit or development order is issued, the City will require assurances that the necessary public
facilities and services to support this development will be available by the project completion
date (see section on the Minimum Requirements for Concurrency in this Element).

The concurrency requirement is applicable to the Ibllowing seven five public fttcilities: potable
water; sanitary sewer; solid waste; drainage; traffic circulation; and recreation and open space

Cl-I ti 1?L’vi,sL’d 2/21/13



Chapter len. Capita I lii provements Element
( ‘ii il ‘i. IeicrshLIr! ( ni)IeIieiisi\L Ikii

10.3.2.2 I)ctinitions

(‘oiiciiriencv iiieaiis thai the necessary public Facilities and services to maintain the
adopted level ol service standards are available when the impacts of development occur.

2. (_‘oncuiTency M anagement System means the procedures and process that the local
goverinhlent will utilize to assure that the developnient orders and permits are not issued
unless the necessary flied ities are available concurrent with the illipacts oF development.

10.3.2.3 (‘oncurrency Management System

St. Petersburg shall adopt a Concurrency Management System to ensure that flie ii it ies and
services For which a level of service standard has been adopted and that are needed to support
development are available concurrent with the impacts o1 development. Prior to the issuance of

a development order and development permit, the Concurrency Management System shall insure
that the adopted I OS standards required For potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
traflic circulation, and recreation and open space and mass transit are maintained.

10.3.2.4 Level of Service Standards

For the purpose of issuance of development orders and permits, SI. Petersburg shall adopt
LOS standards For public Facilities and services within St. Petersburg For which St.
Petersburg has authority to issue such development orders and permits. For the purpose
of concurrency, these public fhcilities and services include potable water, sanitary sewer,
solid waste, drainage, trafic circulation, and recreation and open space and mass transit.
IF Si. Petersburg desires to include in the Comprehensive Plan other public facilities and
services for which LOS standards are adopted. the Comprehensive Plan shall state
whether or not the LOS standard must be met prior to the issuance of a development
order or permit. IF the LOS standard must be met, the facility or service must be subject
to the concurrency management system.

2. The CIE shall set tbrth a financially feasible plan which demonstrates that St. Petersburg
can achieve and maintain the adopted LOS standards.

3. St. Petersburg may desire to have a tiered, two-level approach For the LOS standard. To
utilize a tiered approach, St. Petersburg must adopt an initial LOS standard as a policy to
be utilized for the purpose of the issuance of development orders and development
permits. A second policy may be included which adopts a higher LOS standard by a date
certain to he utilized for the purpose of the issuance of development orders and permits.
The specific date for this second policy to become effective must be included in the plan.
The plan must set forth the specific actions and programs ibr attaining the higher LOS by
the specified date. lfthe identified actions and programs are not attained by the specified
date, the St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan must be amended to specify the LOS
standard that will be utilized and be binding ibr the purpose of the issuance of
development orders and permits.

Ct-il RL’visL’c/2/21’13
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4—F-*r-—l4te-i4i--ies on the Florida Intrastate I I igliway System as defined in See *,-+—33 $.0()
l—the—C-ity—oF—i-—Fet-ersburg shal I adopt the level ol serv ice standards estahl ished by
1—l-Ie—-l—)ej-iafl-menl o I Ii ilsporttltion by ru Ic. lor other roads, local governments shal I adopt
adequate level ol’ service standards. These level ol service standar(ls shal I be adopted to
ensure that adequate Ilic il ity capuc ily will be piov ided to serv ice the existing and Future
land uses as demonstrated b3 the supporting data and analysis in the comprehensive plan.
(Section 163.31 X0( 10), LS.)

10.3.2.5 Minimiini Requirements for (‘oncurrenc

A concurrency nianagemeni system shall he developed and adopted to ensure that public
lhc i lilies and services needed to support development are available concurrent with the i npIcts
ol such developments.

For potable water. sun itaiy sewer, solid waste. and drainage the lb I lowing standards shall
he met to satis iv the concurrency reqUirement:

a. ‘Flie necessary lbci I ities and services are in place at the lime a development permit is
issued: or.

b. A development permit is issued subject to the condition that the necessary Facilities
and services will be in place when the impacts ot the development occur; or,

c. The necessary Facilities are under construction at the time a permit is issued; or,

d. ‘l’he necessary facilities and services are guaranteed in an enforceable development
agreement that includes the provisions of I .a, I .b or I .c of this section. An
enlorceable development agreement may include, but is not limited to, terms required
for development agreements pursuant to Section 163.3220, Florida Statutes, or terms
required For an agreement or development order issued pursuant to Chapter 380,
Florida Statutes. The agreement must guarantee that the necessary facilities and
services will be in place when the impacts of the development occur.

2. For recreation and open space, St. Petersburg shall satisfy the concurrency requirement
by complying with the standards in I .a, I .b, I .c, and I .d of this section, or by ensuring
that the following standards will be met:

a. At the time the development permit is issued, the necessary facilities and services are
the subject of a binding executed contract which provides Fur the commencement of
the actual construction of the required facilities or the provision of services within
one year of the issuance of the development permit; or,

b. The necessary facilities and services are guaranteed in an enforceable development
agreement which requires the commencement of the actual construction of Ihcilities
or the provision of services within one year of the issuance of the applicable
development order. An enforceable development agreement may include, but is not

(1-12 RL’visE1 2 2113



Chapter Ten. Capital Improvements Element
( ‘i(v ulSi. Ikieisbui ( npiLtlciIsi. tIaii

limited to. Icons required for development agreemeilts pulsuant to Section I 63.3220,
I ‘lorida Statutes, or terms required for an agreement or developnient order issued
pulsuall to (liapter 30, Ilorida Statutes.

3. lor tnin’;portnt ion the I lit ies ( roads and muss transit designated in this Comprehensive
Plan), at a m in iinum. the C’ ity of St. Petersburg shall meet the fol lowing standards to
satisfy the concurrency requirement:

a. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary facilities and
services tire in place or under construction; or

c. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary’ facilities and
services are the subject of a binding executed agreement which requires the necessary
facilities and services to serve the new development to be in place or under actual
construction within three years after the approval of a building permit or its functional
equivalent; or

d. At the time a development order or permit is issued, the necessary facilities and
services are guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement, pursuant to
Section 163.3220, F.S., or an agreement or development order issued pursuant to
Chapter 380, F.S., to be in place or under actual construction within three years after
approval of a building permit or its functional equivalent. (Section 163.3180 (2)(c),

For th ni!rno’ :1 Hev1nnmnt nrrfr or nermit nrnru).r +1+of issui: :d urb
redevelopment project located within a detined and mapped Existing Urban Service
Area as established in the City’ of St. Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan pursuant to
Section 163.3161(29), F.S., shall not he subject to the concurrency’ requirements of
Rule 9J 5.(3)(c)1 4, Florida Administrative Code, for up to 110 percent of the
transponation impact generated by the previously existing development. For the

- 11i’ri”flr’’A develL,1.. i-d or permit is issued subject ‘‘ ‘‘“‘ ‘hat the ..

facilities and services needed to serve the new uevciopnicnt arc scheduled to be in
place or under actual construction within three years after approval of a building
j-ern1 it or its fanctional equivalent Provided in the adopted C’ity of St. Petersburg’s
five ear schedule of capital improvements. The schedule of’ capital improvements
may’ recognize and include transportation prjects included in the first three years of
the applicable, adopted Florida Department of Transportation five year work
pr(iglam.

The live year schedule of capital improvements must include the estimated date of
commencement of actual construction and the estimated date of project completion.
A plan amendment is required to eliminate, defer, or delay construction of any mass
transit facility or service which is needed to maintain the adopted level of service
standard and which is listed in the five year schedule of capital improvements; or
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Cis’, of St. Pcierslnrg Comprehcnsi; e Plan

purpose of this provision, a previously existing develop
built use which was occupied and active within 1 0 years.

f1-._ .-.t. .1
P.

not exceeded. The City shaH
its updated Capital Improvements Element.

43. In determining the availability of services or facilities, a developer may propose, and St.
Petersburg may approve, developments in stages or phases so that fitcilities and services
needed for each phase will he available in accordance with the standards required by
subsections 1, 2, and 3 ol’this section.

4. For the requirements of’ subsections 1, 2, and 3 of this section, St. Petersburg must
develop guidelines Far interpreting and applying level of service standards to applications
br development orders and permits and determining when the test Far concurrency must
be met. ‘l’he latest point in the application process bhr the determination of concurrency is
prior to the approval ofan application Far a development order or permit which contains a
specific plan lbr development, including the densities and intensities ob’dcvclopmcnt.

(‘1-14 Rcvisc’cI 2 2113

fi For the purpose of issuing a development order or permit, a proposed development
may he deemed to have a de minimis impact (an impact that would not affect more
than 1 percent of the maximum volume at the adopted level of service of the affected
transpoi’tation Facility as determined by’ the City of St. Petersburg), and may not be
subject to the concurrency requirements of’ Rule OJ 5.0055(3)(c) 1 ‘1. No impact v ill
be de minimis if’ it would exceed 1 10 percent of’ the sum of existing volumes and the

pftuected volumes from approved prqjects on a transportation bitcility: provided.
however, that an impact of’ a single family home on an existing lot will constitute a de
minimis impact on all roadways regardless of’ the level of the deficiency of the
roadway. Further, no impact will be de minim is if it would exceed the adopted level
of service standard of any affected designated hurricane evacuation routes.

The City’ shall maintain sufficient records to ensure that the 1 1 0 percent criterion is
ann i mliv si dim it a sumnmrv nt’ de mim is records with



ST. M’I’IkSIll I k( ( 1T\” (‘( )( IN( ‘II.

rvlccliiig ol December 17, 2015

‘the I I noi’ablc (hiarlie Gerdes. (‘hair. and Members ot City Council

SLiHjI(’’I’: (‘it’,’ l’ile l(’P—2()l 5—03: (‘ily—initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendments.

.‘\ detaded analysis ol the i’rluest is pr vided in Stall Report LGCP—2() 5—03.
attaLhed

REQI JEST: ( )R 1)1 N L\ NCE () I —I—I imendine Comprehensi ye Plan text in Chapter I . General
liitroduclion. Chapter 4. (iiservatioii Element and Chapter 5. Coastal
Management Element. pertaining to reducing Flood risks and losses: and in
Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element. pertaining to the recently adopted South St.
Petcrshtn’c Redevelopment Plan and the new Countywide Plan and Rules.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: No visitors, phone calls or correspondence have been received, to
date.

Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC): On September 5.
2() I 5 the CPPC held a public hearing regarding these proposed text amendments
to the Comprehensive Plan, and recommended APPROVAL by a unanimous vote
01 5 to 0.

City Council Action: On October 15, 2015 the City Council conducted the first
reading and first public hearing For the attached ordinance, approved Resolution
2015-509 transmitting the amendment for expedited state, regional and county
review, and set the second reading and adoption public hearing for December 17,
2015.

External Agency Review: As with all Comprehensive Plan text amendments,
the proposed ordinance and staff report were transmitted to the following entities
(referred to as “external agencies”) for review: Florida Department of Economic
Opportunity (DEO). Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT. District 7).
Florida Department of State, Florida Department of Education, Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), Southwest Florida Water
Management District (SWFWMD). Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
(TBRPC) and the Pinellas Cotinty Planning Department.

• November 4. 2015 correspondence from the Florida Department of
Education contained no comments.



• 1)vcIl.’r . 201 coricspoiI.iicc join tile Ilorida I)eparliiieill ol
II1\iIOl1IilcTItaI I’rlcctnul I(lcI1Iiliel I1 atIvcrsc iI1ijac1s to iIiiiOI1aII1 slate

resoti ft’s iiid hici Iii i(’S.

• Novenher 20. 2() 15 correspondence Ironi the Southwest Florida Water
lVIailaeenlcIll I )istricl indicated that no coIllIlielIts v’ere necessary.

• November 24. 2() 5 coresjioideice Ironi the lampa Bay ReLional
llaniìin (ouncil ideiìti 1i.d no riverse ellecis on recional resources or
lacilities. and 110 extni—jtirisdictional impacts.

• November 25. 20 I 5 crrespoiideiice from the Florida I )epartlnent of

Iransliortation. I )istrict Seven. contained (10 objections hut did contaiii

several consiructi \ e coniiiients ci ouraei nr the (‘liv k) util ite cross access
\\ijtllj H any liet Lnil)lo\”nicflt Center rIsii.nated ieas. as well as
i mplenient I ruisit aiid 01 I.’r transportation demand nimagement

teliu1i(j ties.

• November 25. 20 I 5 corresjiiideiice from the Florida Department of
Economic ( )pportiinity contained no objections, but did contain two
technical assistance corn ments pertai IN ng to the issues ol sea level rise and
construction activities seaward ol the coastal construction control lines

(CCCL). Regarding the latter, the City’s unsdictional boundaries do not

touch the Gui I of Mexico. thus, the Comprehensive Plan does not need to
address construction activities seaward of the CCCL. With regard to the
issue of sea level rise. as detailed in the attached staff report and proposed
amendments to the Comprehensive Plan. the City participates with the
County in the Local Mitigation Strategy ( LMS) Plan. and also participates
in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) Community Rating
System (CRS) program. which encourages hood redevelopment
principles. strategies. and engineering solutions that reduce flood risk
related to high—tide events, storm surge. flash floods, stormwater runoff
and the impacts of sea level rise.

City Administration recommends that new Policy CM 11.14 (Section 19 in
the attached proposed ordinance) he modified to add the following
(underlined) language:

In order to reduce flood risk resulting from or associated with high-tide
events, storm surge. flash floods. stormwater runoff and the impacts
related to sea-level rise, the City shall continue to promote the use of the
development and redevelopment principles. strategies and engineering
solutions contained in the Florida Building Code and the Land
Development Regulations.

The ordinance and staff report were also transmitted to the Pinellas Planning
Council (PPC) several weeks prior to the City Council’s October 15th meeting, to
he reviewed for consistency with the Countywide Plan Rules. On October 5,
201 5 correspondence from the PPC staff indicated that the proposed text
amendments are consistent with the provisions of the Countywide Rules.
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i’\ liiiiii. I 1 SL’ IlI1tIli l)IIL.Y Ik ..I(I)(—). i1iinin 1 ii..
‘Iii’i Iinjkyni’il (‘‘nIT II() ( )‘erIjy iid II,cy IJJ. I ((i). peiiiinini tu iIi’
tII)IL’ SIL)\ViI iIi’ IR’\\’ (U1!flly\VId( IIi LteoIIes and the (‘i1ys corresponding

it ‘J ( ) Ii e S.

I’ec’OT1ilflc’kle(i (i1v (‘oiinciI /\ction: I) (( )NI ) T(’F the second readin and
a(iOjtiOI ptihlic heaiing ku the attached ordinance. as amended: and 2) Al )( )PT
the nd nance.

/\1tacIinents: ( )rdinance. (‘PP(’ N’lintites. SaI[ Report
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O)Rl)INANCE No. I

AN ( )Rl)INANCE AMENI)ING ‘nIL C()MPRId IENSIVE PLAN
OF Tlll (TY OF ST. PETERSBURG. l:L()RIl)A: AMLNI)ING
(‘I IA P’l’KR , GENER Al, IN’l’R( )l )UCTI( )N. (1 IA P’liR 3,
Ft rI1IRE LANI) USE ELEMENT. Cl IAPTER 4.
(‘( )NSER VATI( )N ELEMENT ANI) CHAPTER 5. (‘( )ASTAI.
MANAGEMENT El EM ENi PR( )Vll )ING F( )R
SEVERABILITY: ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFEC1YVE l)Ai’E.

WI l[’.RlAS. consistent with the requirements oF Chapter I3, Florida Statutes. the City
o Si. Peiershur has adopted a Comprehensive Plan 10 establish goals. objectives and policies to
u ide the development a id redevelopment oF the City: and

WHEREAS. the City Administration has initiated amendments to several Comprehensive
Plan obecti yes and policies: and

WI—I EREAS. the Community Planning & Preservation Commission ol the City has
reviewed these proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing held on
September . 20 I 5 and has recommended approval: and

WHEREAS. the City Council. alter taking into consideration the recommendations ot the
Community Planning & Preservation Commission and the City Administration, as well as the
comments received during the public hearing conducted on this matter, Finds that the proposed
amendments to the City oF St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan are appropriate:

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

Section I . Section I .6 in Chapter 1 General Introduction, is hereby amended by
adding the ft)llowing acronyms:

CRS Community Rating System
LM S Pinel las County Local Mitigation Strategy
NFIP National Flood Insurance Program

Section 2. Section 1 .7 in Chapter 1. General Introduction, is hereby amended by
adding the following terms and definitions:

Community Rating System (CRS) — The National Flood Insurance Program’s (NFIP)
Community Rating System is a voluntary incentive program that recognizes and
encourages community floodplain management activities that exceed the minimum NFIP
requirements. Property owners within a community that participates in CRS receive
discounted flood insurance premium rates that reflect the reduced flood risk resulting
from program participation.



National I ?lood Insurance Program (NFIP) — A Federal program iimed at reducinz the
impact ol flooding on private and public structures. The proam provides insurance for
property owners and encourages communities to adopt and enlorce lk)odplani

iimanaeemenl rem.uI at ions. ( )veral I, the pjgram reduces the SOC jo—economic j Ilipact of

disasters by promoti n the purchase and retention of Risk Insurance in general, and

National Flood Insurance in particular.

Pinellas County Local Mitigation Strateey (LMS) — The Pinellas County l_ocal
Mitieation Stmatcuy. orimnally adopted in I and subsequently updated in 2004. 2()(N
and 2() . is a plan that serves as a brid ce hetweemi local !ovevnmeI1ts comprehensive

growth management plans. the county comprehensive emergency management plan. land
development rem.ul at ions, and relevant ordinances and codes such as those for floodplain
management. This strategy integrates mi1iation initiatives established through various
policies. prom.rams. and rcuulaiions into a single stand—alone worki nm. document.

Section . New Policy LU3. I ( F )( ) in Chapter 3. the Future Land Use Element. is

hereby added to read as lol lows:

Target Employment Center (TEE’) ()verlay — Overlaying the future land use designations

of those areas. not less than 100 acres in size. that are now developed or appropriate to be

developed in a concentrated and cohesive pattern to facilitate employment uses of

countywide shnificance. Permitted uses and density/intensity standards shall he as per
the underlying tuture land use categories, with a 100 percent intensity bonus tom
manuFacturing, office and research/development uses.

[INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]
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Seciiuii —I. Ne’v Policy 1.1. . HG) in (Thipler . the lutore land Use Elenieni. is
hereby added k) read as lol lows:

‘ounlywide Plan IViap Categories and Corresponding Future Land Use
jjp ( alecories

(‘ounlywide Plan Map Caieories Corresponding Future Land Use Map
(‘ateories

Res ide it i al Very Low None.
Residential Low Medium Residential Low. Residential Urban,

Residential Low Medium
Residential Mediimi Residential Medium. Planned

Redevelopment-Residential
Redential l-lili Residential High
()lTice Residential/Office General
Resort Resort Facilities Overlay
Retail & Services Commercial General
Employment Industrial Limited
Industrial Industrial General
Activity Center Activity Center Overlay (includes the

underl yi n cateories oF Central Business
District. Community Redevelopment
District. Planned Redevelopment-
Commercial. Planned Redevelopment-Mixed
Use, Planned Redevelopment-Residential.
Residential High. Residential Medium.
Residential! Office General.
Recreation/Open Space.
Transportation/Utility. Institutional,
Industrial Limited and Industrial General)

Multimodal Corridor Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use
Public/Semi-Public Institutional, Transportation/Utility
Recreation/Open Space Recreation/Open Space
Preservation Preservation
Target Employment Center Target Employment Center Overlay

(includes the underlying categories of
Planned Redevelopment-Commercial.
Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use.
Residential/Office General,
Transportation/Utility, Institutional,
Industrial Limited and Industrial General)

Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor Overlay Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor Overlay
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Section S. ( )hjeclive I .t 7 in Chapter 3. ILlitire I and se Element. is hereby iiwiided
It) Iea(I aS lol lo\vs:

I)evelopmenl activities ol all kmds within (he coastal hiarrl an_SIS shall ht..’ consistent
wil’ the L!()aIs. ohjeclives and policies ol the (oasial 1’IIIai.eI1IeI1( F_lenient ol the
(oniprehcnsive Plan and any mterency hazard mitianlioii report recommendations
dee-i-i-+ed aPpipriate by the City.

Section (. Pol icy LU7.7 in Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element. is hereby deleted as
It) II ti \V s

The City will encourage the mi tigat ion, reduction or elimination ol uses that are
i neonsi stent with any interagency hazard mitigation report recommendations that the. City
determines appropriate.

Section 7. Policy LU 8. I in Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element. is hereby amended
to read as lol lows:

Pursuant to the requirements of Section I (3.32O2. ES. and Chapter 9-J-—-S E.A.C. the land
development regulations (Chapter I 6. City Code of Ordinances will be amended. as
necessary. to ensure consistency with the goals. objectives and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan. The development regulations include:

Sign Ordinance;

2. Subdivision Ordinance;

3. Zoning Ordinance;

‘I. Historic Preservation Ordinance;
5. Drainage and Surface Water Management Ordinance;
6. Landscaping for \‘chicular Use Areas Ordinance;
7. Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance:
8. Vegetation Ordinances;
9. Concurrency Ordinance,

Section 8. Objective LU9 in Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element, is hereby amended
to read as Follows:

The City shall continue to define and regulate nonconforming and grandfathered uses
consistent with the requirements of Chapter 163. F.S. for the purpose of reducing or
eliminating land uses that are inconsistent with the character of the community including
repetitive loss and other properties that do not comply with minimum FEMA flood
elevation standards as targeted in Policies CMII.ll and CMI 1.12. The regulations may
include provisions for eliminating or reducing uses that are inconsistent with interagency
hn,nrri -n t ant nn rzannrl e
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Seclioii . Policy .1. K)3 ni (h:Lpter 1. future liiu_l ‘XL’ liemeilt. is Ilciehy deleted as

k ) II OW 5

The City will coi-i-t—i-nue to monitor the Nonconforming and Grand lathered Situations
section of (lie I Sand I )evelopmeni Regulations to implement provisions (fiat eiicourage (lie
elimination or reduction (II uses inconsistent with interaency hazw’d mitiation report
reconlmenuations (fiat the City deems appropriate.

Section lU. The l’ollowin issue in Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element. is hereby
amended to iead US lol lows:

ISS ( F: Existing Community Redevelopment Areas

The City has seven four existing community redevelopment areas that were adopted
under the provisions of Florida s Community Redevelopment Act (Section I (3.330 et

seq., F.S.): Intown. I ntown West. Bayhoro 1—larhor. I )ome Industrial Park Pilot Project.

Tangerine Avenue. l)onie Industrial Park and I (th Str’e I South and South St. Petershing.
Each area has an adopted redevelopment plan that speci lies long range redevelopment

objectives. Each redevelopment plan addresses the umque needs and potentials ol the
areas. un plenien tation of’ the redevelopment plans has in e cry case stimulated positive

actioils toward reaching the redevelopment goals objecti\’es and policies. Continued

implementation of’ these plans is essential to revitalization of’ blighted and underutilized
areas of the City.

Section II . Policy LU 13. I in Chapter 3. Future Land Use Element. is hereby amended
to read as follows:

Development proposals in community redevelopment areas shall he reviewed for
compliance with (lie goals. objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan and the

goals, objectives and policies of the applicable adopted redevelopment plan including:

Intown Redevelopment Plan;
2. Bayhoro Harbor Redevelopment Plan;
3. 16th Street South Revitalization Plan;
4. Tangerine Avenue Redevelopment Plan;
3. Intown West Redevelopment Plan; and
6. Dome Industrial Park Pilot Project Redevelopment Plan; and
7. Donie Industrial Pm’k Redevelopment Plan.
4. South St. Petersburg Redevelopment Plan

Section 12. Policy Cl.! in Chapter 4, Conservation Element, is hereby amended to
read as follows:

The City will actively enforce minimum building standards identified in the adopted
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance Florida Building Code and Land l)evelopment
Regulations for construction within the 100-year flood plain.

5



Scciioii I .. Ilie lollowine issue in Chapter 5. Coastal Management Lleinent. is hereby
a nie nded k read as I )f lows:

ISSJI: I I tard \‘IiIia1ion

In Si. Petersbnn.s development process. natural h/lftl mitieaiion focuses on
construction that is built to survive the elTects of’ a I 00—year storm. Present ordinances do
not adequately address natural hazard niltigalion or land use in flood prone areas. With
the adoptioi ol the two feet of’ freeboard requirement (Florida Rui ldinsz Code. Chapter 8
of the City Code). and Focus on Community Ratin System (CRS) activities, the City
now niore fully addresses mi ti!atioI1 in flood proneareas. According to —l—9-9f 20 I 5 data
provided by FEiM A. Si. Petersburg is ranked i—he —I—6 in Florida with reard to repetitive

losses community iii Honda. which is a sini f’icant i+i-+ improvement fI’om bei n ranked
iii I

Section I 4. ( )bjective CM I I in Chapter 5. Coastal Management Element. is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City will reduce natural hazard impacts through compliance with FEMA regulations

participation in N FIP’s Community Rati n System (CRS ) and by targeting repetitive

flood loss and vulnerable properties For mitigation.

Section I 5. Policy CM II .9 in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element, is hereby
deleted as f flows:

The City will encourage mitigation, reduction or elimination of uses that are inconsistent
with any interagency hazard mitigation report recommendations that the City deems
appropriate.

Section 16. Renumbered Policy CM 11.9 in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element,
is hereby amended to read as Follows:

The City shall continue to participate in the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s
National Flood Insurance Program and Community Rating System in order to achieve
higher flood insurance premium discounts.

Section 17. Renumbered Policy CMII .12 in Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element.
is hereby amended to read as follows:

After adoption of the Pinell as County Local Hazard Mitigation Strategies by Pinellas
County, ffhe City will consider amendments to its comprehensive plan and land
development regulations based upon any new or revised4he recommendations therein, of
in the Pinellas County Local Mitigation Strategy.
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Section IX. Renuiiihered Policy (Ml 1.13 iii (‘hapler 5, Coastal rvlanaeenient I lement.
is lierel)y mnel!ded to icl as ollows:

Ihe (ity will continue to attend l—I-1e-——tt—H+I—1-H+FFI+g meetings of the Pinellas Cotnity I A)c!l
I Iaiard fVliligation St tecy Work Group Committee to enstne that the strate!.ies are
iii pie me n ted and updated as necessary.

Sect ion I 0. New Policy CM I I . 14 in Chapter 5. Coastal Management Element, is
hereby added to to react as ol lows:

In order It) reduce Ii ood risk resu I tin lroni or associated with high—tide events, storm
sure. lash floods, stormwaler runo ‘I’ and the impacts related to sea—level rise, the City
shall continue to promote the use ol the development and redevelopment principles.
strategies and engineering solutions contained in the Florida Building Code and the Land
Development Regulations.

Section 20. New Policy CM I I . I 5 in Chapter 5. Coastal Management Element. is
hereby added to read as tollows:

Through implementation ol the Land Development Regulations, the City will continue to
he consistent with, and in some instances more stringent than, the flood—resistant
construction req uirements in the Florida Bui Icling Code and federal flood plain
management regulations.

Section 21 . Policy CM 12.4 in Chapter 5. Coastal Management Element. is hereby
deleted as lollows:

listing of community selecdc:
Section I 362 of the National Flood Insurance Act.

Section 22. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall he deemed to be
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid.
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance.

Section 23. Coding. Words in struck-through type shall he deleted. Underlined words
constitute new language that shall he added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue
in full force and effect.

Section 24. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, the effective date of this plan amendment, if the amendment is
not timely challenged, shall be 3 1 days after the state land planning agency notifies the local
government that the plan amendment package is complete. If timely challenged, this amendment
shall become effective on the date the state land planning agency or the Administration
Commission enters a final order determining this adopted amendment to he in compliance. No
development orders, development permits, or land uses dependent on this amendment may be
issued or commence before it has become effective. If a final order of noncompliance is issued

The City shall maintain records consistent with the Federal Insurance Administration’s
fnrtnrc mr nciinnr in purchasing properties under

7
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(1.’ 1i’i’i!i(’ll I 0/I ./I 5

PUBLI(’ IIlARIN(;

(‘itv File LGCP-2() 15-03 Contact Person: Rick MacAulay, 551-3386

Request: Ci tv—initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan pertaining to ( I) the General
Introduction. the Future Land Use Element, Conservation Element, and Coastal Management
Element to address Senate Bill 1094 (“Peril of Flood’’) which became law on J uR I , 20 I 5 and (2)
the Future Land Use Ele me ill to address the new Countywide Plan, ad liii nistered by the Pi nell as
Planning Council ( PPC ). and the recently adopted South St. Petersburg Rede\ elopment Plan.

Staff Pi’esentatien

Cate Lee began a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff’ report with Rick MacAulay concluding.

Commissioner Whiteman asked wha I “freeboard’’ is on a building. Scott Crawford explained that freeboard is
the extra height that is required to build a building that would he over and above the base flood elevation.
FEMA had developed hood maps for the City with established elevations for building floor heights.

Commission Vice-Chair Wolf asked if the City’s recently adopted two feet (2’) of freeboard is applied to all
areas within the City or I’or specific areas. Mr. Crawford stated that the now required two feet (2’) of freeboard
will he applied to special flood hazard and velocity areas (basically A Zones, AE Zones, V Zones or VE Zones).

Commissioner Michaels stated that he is glad to see that the City had gone from #1 with the largest number of
repeat flood losses to #6 as well as getting the 20% discount for homeowners participating in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). He then asked aboLit the Target Employment Center overlay. Mr. MacAulay stated
this is brand new to the Countywide Plan Rules, and was deemed an important tool in identifying indlLstrially
zoned areas within the county and allowing for an incentive to get more office, manufacturing, and research and
development jobs to relocate to those areas.

Public Hearing

No speakers present.

Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Whiteinan moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded approving the
approval of the Comprehensive Plan amendments addressed in the staff report
including the updated table in LU3.1 (G).
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Stall Report to the St. Petersburg (‘onimLinhty Planning & Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

Utbati Planning and H istotic Preservation I )i vision

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on September , 2015
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 FilTh Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File #LGCP-2015-03
Agenda Item V.

Request: City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan be amended as follows:

• Proposed text amendments to Chapter 1, General Introduction, Chapter 3, Future Land Use
Element, Chapter 4, Conservation Element and Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element
to address Senate Bill 1094 (“Peril of Flood”) which became law on July 1,2015.

2. Proposed text amendments to Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element, to address the new
Countywide Plan, administered by the Pinellas Planning Council (PPC), and the recently
adopted South St. Petersburg Redevelopment Plan.

Staff Analysis: The following analysis addresses the above-described proposed
Comprehensive Plan amendments in greater detail.

1. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments Related to Senate Bill 1094: Peril of Flood.

Senate Bill 1094, known as Peril of Flood, became effective on July 1,2015. The bill requires the
coastal management element in a local government’s comprehensive plan to include the reduction
of flood risks and losses, creates new requirements related to flood elevation certificates, and
revises requirements related to hood insurance. In regards to the City’s Comprehensive Plan

specifically, the bill recluires local governments to include development and redevelopment

principles, strategies, and engineering solutions that reduce flood risks and losses within coastal

areas to be included in the coastal management element.

City File: LGCP-201 5-03
Page 1 of 9



Ilie City currently makes use ol a sinte ol soitiliomis mu response to the issue of flood risk. These
include regulatory tols such as the Florida Ruildmg (‘ode and the City’s Land Development

Reummlatiomìs, ;ms WL’ll as participation in the National Ilood Insurance Program’s ( NEIP) voluntary
pmognmmn cal led the Coin nun I ty Rail ng Systeni CRS ). The Cl iv is currently a CRS Class (
conuuuiutv. which means that property owners within City hommdaries receive a 2() percent
(lisconni on hood insmiiancc. Ihe proposed text aiiiendments reinlorce and highlight the proactive
approach the City has taken to reduce Hood risk and increase allordahilily oh Hood insurance to
residents.

a. It is proposed that Chapter I . General Introduction. Section I . List oh Abbreviations be
amended by add lug the hollowing terms:

CRS Coniniunity Rating System
LMS Pinellas County Local Mitigation Strategy
NFl P National Flood Insurance Program

b. It is proposed that Chapter I , General Introduction, Section 1 .7 I)efi nitions be amended by
adding defl nitions br the lol lowing terms:

Community Rating System (CRS) — The National Flood Insurance Programs (NFIP)

Community Rating System is a voluntary incentive program that recognizes and
encourages community floodplain management activities that exceed the minimum NFIP

requirements. Property owners within a community that participates in CRS receive

discounted flood insurance premium rates that reflect the reduced flood risk resulting from

program participation.

National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) — A Federal proam aimed at reducing the
impact of flooding on private and public structures. The program provides insurance for
properly owners and encourages communities to adopt and enforce floodplain management

regulations. Overall, the program reduces the socio-economic impact of disasters by
promoting the purchase and retention of Risk Insurance in general, and National Flood
Insurance in particular.

Pinellas County Local Mitigation Strategy (LMS) — The Pinellas County Local Mitigation
Strategy, originally adopted in 1998 and subsequently updated in 2004, 2009 and 2014, is
a plan that serves as a bridge between local governments’ comprehensive growth
management plans. the county comprehensive emergency management plan, land
development regulations, and relevant ordinances and codes such as those for lioodplain
management. This strategy integrates mitigation initiatives established through various
policies, programs. and regulations into a single stand-alone working document.

Explanationfor a and b: These terms and definitions are being added since they are already
used in the Comprehensive Plan (NFIP) or will be used if the other text amendments related

to Senate Bill 1094 are adopted (CRS and LMS).

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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c. It is pmposed that ( )hjeclives 7 and 9 mid Policies 7.7 and 9.3 in Chapter 3. I utu re Land
1. SC Element he amended as iol lows:

OBJECTIVE 11J7:

I )evelopmen( activities of all kinds within the coastal hazard areas shall he consistent with
the goals. objectives and policies of the Coastal Management Element ol the
Comprehensive Plan and any interagency hazard mitigation report recommendations

deemed appropriate by the City.

the mitigation, reduction or elimination of uses that
interagency hazard mitigation report

recommenuations determines appropriate.

OBJECTIVE LU9:

The City shall continue to dc fl ne and regulate nonconforming and grand lathered uses
consistent with the requirements of Chapter 163. F.S. for the purpose ol reducing or
eliminating land uses that are inconsistent with the character ol the community including
repetitive loss and other properties that do not comply with minimum FEMA flood
elevation standards as targeted in Policies CM I I . I 1 and CM I 1 .12. The regulations may
include provisions for eliminating or reducing uses that are inconsistent with interagency
hazard mitigation reports.

:1114 ii :14 II4—9i—INonconforming n”

Situations section of the Land Development Regulations to implement
provisions that encourage the elimination or reduction of uses inconsistent
with interagency hazard mitigation report recommendations that the City
deems appropriate.

Explanaiion: The term “interagency hazard mitigation report(s)” is an obsolete reference
related to a former FEMA requirement related to hazard mitigation funding, therefore it
should be removed from the Comprehensive Plan in light of the Senate Bill 1094 updates
being proposed within this text amendment package.

d. It is proposed that Policy 8. 1 in Chapter 3, Future Land Use element he amended as follows:

LU8.l Pursuant to the requirements of Section 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J 5 F.A.C. the
land development regulations (Chapter 16 of the City’s Code of Ordinances) will be
amended, as necessary, to ensure consistency with the goals, objectives and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan. The dev1nnrnnt riihitinn include:
1. Sign Ordinance;

2. Subdivision Ordinance;

dinanc

City File: LGCP-2015-03
Page 3 of 9
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3. Zoning Ordinance;
A 1 ....



5. l)rui+ae—and—-S-u-t4-—W—ater-Manigenieiit ( )rd I mmcc:

6. Landscaping br Vehicular U-se—A-reas—()idi naflee

7. Flood I )umage Prevention Ordinance:
H. Vegetation Ordinances:
9. (‘oncurrency ( )rd nance

LyItu,aiion: Chapter 9.1—5, RA .C. was repealed in 2() I I so the relerence should he deleted.
and it is not necessary to list the vanons sections ol the land development regulations.

e. It is proposed that Pol 1ev I . I in Chapter 4. Conservation Element he amended as lol lows:

C I . I The City vi II actively en fluce miii imum hui ldin standards identi lied in the
adopted Flood I )amage Prevention Ordinance Florida I3uiIdin Code and Land
Development Regulations br construction within the I 00—year flood plain.

Lvp/anuiwn . Instead of keeping outdated verhiage (“Flood Damage Prevent ion
Ordinance’), the policy is heing updated to refer to the Florida Building Code (Chapter 8
of the City Code) and the Land l)evelopment Regulations (Chapter I 6 oF the City Code),
which regulate building in the flood plain.

F. It is proposed that Chapter 5, Coastal Management Element he amended as follows:

ISSUE: Hazard Mitigation

In St. Petersburg’s development process, natural hazard mitigation focuses on construction
that is built to survive the elThcts of a 100-year storm. Present ordinances do not adequately
address natural hazard mitigation or land use in flood prone areas. With the adoption of
the two feet of freeboard recluirement (Florida Building Code, Chapter 8 of the City Code),
and focus on Community Rating System (CRS) activities, the City now more fully
addresses mitigation in flood prone areas. According to 1996 2015 data provided by
FEMA, St. Petersburg is ranked the #4-6 in Florida with regard to repetitive loss
community in Florida, which is a significant a+ improvement from being ranked #1 in
1996.

OBJECTIVE CM 11:

The City will reduce natural hazard impacts through compliance with FEMA regulations
participation in NFIP’s Community Rating System (CRS) and by targeting repetitive flood
loss and vulnerable properties for mitigation.

Policies:

The City will encournv mitintinn ieuucuon oreli’
inconsistent with any interagency nazai
recommendations that the City deems appropriate.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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(‘Mll.-l-4-N Ihe (ily shall continue to l)articipate in the Lederal Emergency
Management Agency’s National I lood Insurance Prognim and Comniunity
Ran ng Sysieni in order to achieve higher flood insurance premium
disc ( ) U ni S

(‘MI l.1U2 A Per adopta)n ol the Pinel las County Local Flaiard Mitigation Strategies
hy P1 net las County, The City will consider amendments to its
comprehensive plan and land development regulations based upon any new
or revised—i—he recommendations therein. of in the Pine! las County Local
Miii ati on Stratev

CM I I The City Will continue to attend the continLli ng meetings of the Pine! las
County Local Hazard Mitigation Strategy Work Group Commiftee to
ensure that the strategies are implemented and updated as necessary.

CM I I 14 In order to reduce flood risk, the City shall continue to promote the use of
the development and redevelopment principles, strategies and engineering
solutions contained in the Florida Building Code and the Land Development
Regulations.

CM I I 15 Through implementation of the Land Development Regulations, the City
will continue to he consistent with, and in some instances more stringent
than, the flood-resistant construction requirements in the Florida Building
Code and federal flood plain management regulations.

. consistent insuranceThe City’ shall maintain with the Federal
Administrations listing o community selection factors for assistance in
purchasing properties under Section 1362 of the National Flood Insurance

Explanation: In August 2015 the City adopted the standard that two feet of freeboard be
required for new construction in Special Flood Hazard Areas (Ordinance 191-H). This is
more stringent than the Florida Building Code requirement of one foot of freeboard. In
December 201 3 the City repealed and replaced the Floodplain Management section of the
LDRs with new building and engineering requirements that reduce flood risk. In 2008 the
City achieved a CRS Class of “6” for the first time, earning City residents a 20 percent
discount on flood insurance. The City maintained the Class 6 ranking during its 2013 audit
process. In June 2014 the City hired a full-time staff person focused on flood plain
mitigation, specifically coordinating CRS activities that should result in a Class 5 ranking
during the next audit cycle. Based on these efforts, the City is ahead of most communities
in Florida in terms of adopting more stringent regulations and increasing participation in
the CRS program, which are all aimed at reducing hood risk. These efforts by the City are
congruent with the new requirements of Senate Bill 1094.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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2. ( OI1II)I’CIICIiSiVC p1 Amendnien(s Relate(l to the New Countywide Plan and the
Recently Adopted South St. Petersburg Re(leVelOI)mell( Plan.

On August 4. 2015 thel1inellas County Board of County Commissioners, acting in their
capacity as the Countywide Planni ig Authority (CPA), adopted the new Countywide Plan,
in accordance with the Special Act (Chapter 20! 2—245, Laws 01’ Florida). The Countywide
Plan, which is administered by the Pi nd las Planning Council ( PPC ). is comprised of the
Countywide Plan Map. Countywide Plan Rules and Countywide Plan Strategies. All 25
Pine! as (oimty local government comprehensive plans must be consistent with the new
Countywide Plan, although a local government may choose to be more restrictive.
Specifically, pursuant to l)ivision 4.1 ot’ the Rules, all local government future land use
pliiis and land development regulations must be consistent with the criteria and standards
set forth iii the Rules, including nomenclature, Plan categories, density/intensity standards,
uses and locational characteristics, map delineation, acreage thresholds and other
standards.

The first two amendments to Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element presented below have
been prepared to take advantage of new Countywide Plan rules that will benefit St.
Petersburg, as well as address consistency requirements.

a) It is proposed that Policy LU3. 1 (E)( ) be added, as follows:

Target Employment Center (TEC) Overlay — Overlaying the future land use designations
ot’ those areas. not less than 100 acres in size, that are now developed or appropriate to he
developed in a concentrated and cohesive pattern to facilitate employment uses of
countywide significance. Permitted uses and density/intensity standards shall he as per the
underlying future land use categories, with a 100 percent intensity bonus for
manu I’acwring, office and research/development uses.

Explancilion: Section 2.3.3.13 of the Countywide Plan Rules addresses the Target
Employment Center (TEC) category, and the updated Countywide Plan Map designates
four industrially-zoned areas in the City with TEC:

‘ Tyrone Industrial Park area, generally located along the west side of 7 1.1 Street
North (Pinellas Trail). between 13111 Avenue North and Tyrone Blvd.

r’ CSX rail line, generally between 51h Avenue North and 40111 Avenue North
> Dome Industrial Park area and along the Pinellas Trail (former CSX rail line),

generally between 1-275 and 40111 Street South
> Gateway Activity Center area, generally located north of 94th1 Avenue North and

Gaudy Blvd. and south of Ulmerton Road, between Dr. ML King Jr. Street and 28h11
Street North.

It is to the City’s benefit to adopt this overlay category in order to take advantage of the
100% intensity bonus that will likely attract more manufacturing, office and research &
development employers who tend to create higher skill/higher wage jobs. The City’s land
development regulations will also be amended to make use of this opportunity.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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h) Ills proposed that Policy LtJ. ((i) he added, tilled ‘Fable Showing Countywide Plan Map
(aiegu’ies arid i’ispuiding lutuie lind tlse rvlap (Ilegories:

C’)u ntyvide Plan Map Categories (‘)irespondiiu Eutui’e Land Use Map
(‘; I ) ri cx

Residential_Very_Low

Residential Low Medium Residential Low. Residential Urban.
Residential Low Medium

Residential Medium Residential Medium. Planned
Redevelopment—Resident_i a

Residential High Residential Hich
Ofl’ice Residential/Office General

Resort Resort Facilities Overlay

Retail & Services Commercial General

Employment Industrial Limited

Industrial Industrial General

Activity Center Activity Center Overlay (includes the

underlyin categories of Central Business

District, Community Redevelopment

District, Planned Redevelopment-

Commercial, Planned Redevelopment-Mixed

Use, Planned Redevelopment-Residential,

Residential High, Residential Medium,

Residential! Office General,

Recreation/Open Space,

Transportation/Utility, Institutional,

Industrial Limited and Industrial General)

Multimodal Corridor Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use

Public/Semi-Public Institutional, Transportation/Utility

Recreation/Open Space Recreation/Open Space

Preservation Preservation

Target Employment Center Target Employment Center Overlay

(includes the underlying categories of

Planned Redevelopment-Commercial,

Planned Redevelopment-Mixed Use,

Residential/Office General, Transportation!

Utility, Institutional, Industrial Limited and

Industrial General)

Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor Overlay Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor Overlay

Explanation. Section 4.2.2.1 of the Countywide Plan Rules states that each jurisdiction

within Pinellas County must include a table (or matrix) in the Future Land Use Element of
its Comprehensive Plan that shows each local future land use category corresponding to

one of the new Countywide Plan Map categories.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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(.. It is proposed that the IolIoWilli Issue /\rea aild Policy LU I 3.1 be amended pcrtaiiuilig to
ihe recently pted South St. Petersburg Redevelopment Plan:

ISSL IL: Existing Community Redevelopment Areas

The ( ‘it y has eveii loiii existing corn mu lU ty redevelopmeiit areas that were adopted under
the pro\’ isions of Florida’s Community Redevelopment Act ( Section I 63.33() ei seq., ES.):
Iniown. Intown West. Bayhoro Harbor, I)ome Industrial Paii Pilot Project. Tangerine
Avenue. I )ome Industrial PurL and I 6th Street South and South St. Petersbure. Each area
has an adopted redevelopment plan that speci lies long lange redevelopment objectives.
Each redevelopment plan addresses the unique needs and potentials of the areas.
Implementation ol the redevelopment plans has in every case stimulated positive actions
toward ieachi ng the redevelopment goals objectives and policies. Continued
implementation ot these plans is essential to revitalization of blighted and underutilized
areas of the City.

LU I 3. I l)evelopinent proposals in community redevelopment areas shall he reviewed
lbr compliance with the goals. objectives and policies of the Comprehensive
Plan and the goals, objectives and policies of the applicable adopted
redevelopment plan including:

Intown Redevelopment Plan;
2. Bayboro 1-larhor Redevelopment Plan;
3. 16th Street South Revitalization Plan;
4. Tangerine Avenue Redevelopment Plan;
3. Intown West Redevelopment Plan; and
6. Dome Industrial Park Pilot Project Redevelopment Plan; and
7. Dome Industrial Park Redevelopment Plan.
4. South St. Petersburg Redevelopment Plan

Explanation.: On May 21 , 2015 the City Council adopted the South St. Petersburg
Community Redevelopment Plan (Ordinance 169—H). This action simultaneously
sunsetted and superseded the four community redevelopment areas and redevelopment
plans within the boundaries of the South St. Petersburg redevelopment area.

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The proposed Comprehensive Plan text changes presented in this staff report are consistent with
the following objectives and policies:

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

LU2.3 To attract large scale quality development and assure the proper coordination,
programming and timing of City services in the activity centers the City shall continue
to develop, evaluate and implement appropriate activity center development incentives.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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LU3.24 The City shall encourage non-polluting industrial and research facility uses, through
the use of incentives that may include land assembly assistance, areawide DRI approval
and provision of infrastructure and amenities.

LU4 The following future land use needs air identified by this Future Land Use Element

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

LU13 All development proposals in community redevelopment areas shall be consistent with
the Comprehensive Plan’s adopted goals. objectives, and policies and the goals,
objectives and policies of the adopted redevelopment plan.

LU2O Coordinate growth and development with the Pinellas Planning Council, Pinellas
County School Board and neighboring governments in order to promote and to protect
inter-jurisdictional interests consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the
Intergovernmental Coordination Element of the St Petersburg Comprehensive Plan
and by complying with Chapter 2012-245, Laws of Florida. the special legislative act
that led to the 2015 update to the Countywide Map, Rules and Strategies.

LU2 1.1 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.

Cl The City of St Petersburg shall attempt to reduce the potential for property damage
and safety hazards caused by storm flooding through complying with or exceeding of
minimum FEMA regulations.

Recommended Action:

City Administration requests that the Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC)
APPROVE the Comprehensive Plan amendments addressed in this staff report, and recommend
that the City Council approve and adopt the amendments.

City File: LGCP-2015-03
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ST. PIiTFkSBUR(; CITY C( )( JN( ii.

Meefin of December 17, 2015

To ‘l’he 1—lonorahle Charlie (ierdes. Chnr. and Members ol City Council

S(J BJ l’(T: City File: FIIJM—30: A city—initiated application requesting amendments to the
Future Land Use Map and ( )fticial Zoning Map or property commonly known as a
portRn ui the Allendale neighborhood and generally hounded hy 4211 Avenue North.
Dr. Martin Luther Kini. Jr. Street North. Foster 1—lills Drive North and I—lames Road
North. The total subject area is esti mated to be 45.() acres in total si/c.

REQUEST:
(A) ORDINANCE

_________

—Z.SlIb/e(! /lrea A amending the ( )fflcial Zoning Map
designation from NT—3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NS— I (Neighborhood
Suburban)

K) ORDINANCE

________—L:Subjeci’

Area C amendinz the Future Land Use Map
designation from RU (Residential Urban) to PR—R (Planned Redevelopment—
Residential).

(C) ORDINANCE

________—Z:

Subject Area C amending the Official Zoning Map
designation From NT—3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NT—2 (Neighborhood
Traditional).

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends:

• APPROVE - Subject Area A amending the Official Zoning Map designation
from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NS-l (Neighborhood Suburban):

• APPROVE - Subject Area C amending the Future Land Use Map designation
from RU (Residential Urban) to PR-R (Planned Redevelopment-Residential)
and Official Zoning Map designation from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional)
to NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional).

Public Input:

• General meetings with various affected property owners included a
combination of in-office and on-site visits;

• Public Information Meeting conducted at the Roberts Recreation Center on
Aug. 26, 2015 included more than 40 attendees;

• Miscellaneous telephone calls, c-mails and office visits predominantly
weighted toward support for the request but also including objections.

Neighborhood Input: The subject property is not located within the boundaries of an
official neighborhood association; however, it is located within the jurisdiction of the
Al lendale Neighborhood Crime Watch Association.



(‘oniuhilnily Plaiiiiiiiu &. Preservation (‘oiniliissioii (CPPC): ( )n September . 2015 the
(PP(’ coiftlucled a public hearuig regarding these amendments. and voted as lollows:

• So/q(rI A 1(0 A — Motion PiSSEl) 5—0 to approve amending the ( )fuicmal
1OiiiIii.L ‘%4al) (_lesiiiiia(iOii Iriinm N’F—3 ( NeieIiliorIiool Iraditional ) to NS— I
( Neicliborliood Suhurian ):

• Subject A rca B — Motion l)IN1 LI) 5—4) to approve amiicmidimi the Future Land
I se Map designal i m From PR—k (Planned Redevehpment—Residential ) 0) RU
(Residential I Irban) and ( )tlicial Zoninmz Map designation horn NT—2
(Nemehhorhood Traditional) to NS— I (Neiehborhood Suburban):

• .5 II bje t A rca C — Mot ion PASSEI) 5—0 to approve amending the Future Land
Use Map designation from RU Residential Urban) to PR—k (Planned
Redevelopment—Residential) and ( )Fficial Zoning Map designation From NT—3
Neim.hborhood Traditional ) to NT—2 ( NeiLLhborhood Traditional).

City Council: ( )n October I 5. 2(115 the City Council conducted a public hearing
regarding these amendments. and voted as lol lows:

• Sub/en Area A — Motion APPROVED Setting the Second Reading and
Final Public Hearing to approve amending the OfOci al Zoning Map
designation From NT—3 (Neighborhood Traditional I to N S— I (Neighborhood
Suburban):

• Sub/eel Area B — Motion DENIED meaning Subject Area B is no longer under
considerati on:

• Subject Area C - Motion APPROVED Setting the Second Reading and
Final Public Hearing to approve amending [lie Future Land Use Map
designation from RU (Residential Urban) to PR—R (Planned Redevelopment—
Residential) and Official Zoning Map designation from NT-3 (Neighborhood
Traditional) to NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional).

Pinellas Planning Council and Countywide Planning Authority: The Pinellas Planning
Council is scheduled to hear the required application for Subject Area C (PPC/CPA
No. CW 15-2 1) on December 9, 2015 and the Countywide Planning Authority on
January 12, 2016. The PPC and CPA are not required to conduct a public hearing for
5ubjecl Area A.

Recommended City Council Action:

I) CONDUCT the second reading and second public hearing for Subject Areas A
and C; and

2) APPROVE the attached ordinances for Subject Areas A and C.

Attachments: Ordinances (3), CPPC Minutes. and Staff Report.



ORDINANCES

SUBJECT AREA - A



()RI)INAN(’I: No. -Z

AN ()RI)INAN(L AvlLNI)lNCLI’IILO)l’LI(’IALZONIN( 4APOI’l’IlL(I’IY ()LS’l’.
lI’I’lIsHtIk(;. II,(NIl)i\: I’’ ()L PI’()I’II<’III.S IN ‘IIII
A’I”I’i\(I ILl) “EXIIII1l’I’ \.‘‘ (1INIRi\Ii.Y HOIJNI)Il) BY l)R. 1\’lAR’IIN I.IH’II ILk
KIN(i .H. IkLli NOR’liI i\Nl) 3S AVLNtL NORTh ,\NI) IIAINI:S kOi’\I)
NOR11I •‘\NI) 12’ AVLNtIL NOR1’Il. IRO4 N’I’—3 (NId(11B0k11001)
11i\I)ITlONAL—3) To NS—l NEIGIIBORIIOOI) SUBLIRB/\N- U: l’ROVII)IN( l’o)k
REIEAL OF C()NFLIC’iiNC ORI)INAN(.’liS AN!) PRO )\1SIONX I’l TLRLO)l: AN!)
PRO )‘vII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

T[IL (‘ITY OF ST. PETERS BURG I)( )ES ( )RI )AIN:

SECTI( )N I The ( )flicial Zoning Map ol’ the City ui St. Petersburg is
wiiended by placing the hereinafter described properties in a Zomiig Disirici as follows:

P i•

The pt’operiies described in “Exhibit A.’’ cenerally bounded ‘rum a point ol’ beginning at Dr. Martin Luther
Kino Jr. Street North. thence west alone, 351 Avenue Norih. thence noi’th along I 2 Sired North. thence
northwest alone the service alle) parallel to I lames Road North. thence along 421 Avenue North. thence
south along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North to the point of beginning.

I) sin LI

From: NT—3 (Neighh rhood Tiadi ional—3)

To: NS— I (Neighborhood Suburban- I )

SECTION 2. All ordinances or portions ol’ ordinances in con l’lict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent ol’ such inconsistency or conflict.

SECTION 3. l’his ordinance shall become efl’ective upon adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM ANI) SUBSTANCE: FLUM-30A
(Zoning)

- z c - i

tNN INC & ECONOMI EVE MENT DEPARTMENT DATE

q/ ?o/ ç
ASSISTANT CITY ATTOR Y DATE



EXHIBIT A I FLUM 30-A: SUBJECT AREA A
PARCELID AREA ZONING TOZONING ACRES

013116004860000150 A NT3 NS-1 0.19

013116005760040130 A NT-3 NS-1 1.04

013116005580070320 A NT-3 NS-1 0.74

013116004860000060 A NT-3 NS-l 0.25

013116005580030020 A NT-3 NS-1 0.28

013116005760040280 A NT-3 NS-1 0.40

013116004860000090 A NT-3 NS-1 0.30

013116006120000010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.28

013116005580050050 A NT-3 NS-1 0.29

013116005580070220 A NT-3 NS4 0.28

013116005580050100 A NT3 NS-1 1.17

013116005760040180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.24

013116004860000140 A NT-3 NS-1 0.20

013116004860000190 A NT-3 NS-1 0.20

013116005760040030 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005760040200 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580050300 A NT-3 NS-1 0.29

013116005580030110 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580060220 A NT-3 NS-1 0.46

013116005580060100 A NT-3 NS-1 0.30

013116005760040060 A NT-3 NS-1 0.39

013116005760040100 A NT-3 NS-1 0.27

013116004860000210 A NT-3 NS-1 0.24

013116005580050090 A NT-3 NS-1 0.28

013116005760040050 A NT-3 NS-1 0.24

013116004860000030 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580030160 A NT-3 NS-1 0.35

013116005580060120 A NT-3 NS-1 0.52

013116005580070140 A NT-3 NS-1 0.59

013116005580030040 A NT-3 NS-1 0.15

013116005580050030 A NT-3 NS-1 0.32

013116005580070110 A NT-3 NS-1 0.58

013116005580030140 A NT-3 NS-1 0.67

013116004860000200 A NT-3 NS-1 0.20

013116005580060270 A NT-3 NS-1 1.01

013116005580070190 A NT-3 NS-1 0.51

013116005580050010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.35

013116004860000160 A NT-3 NS-1 0.20

013116005580070300 A NT-3 NS-1 0.68

013116004860000070 A NT-3 NS-1 0.38

013116005580060010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.46

013116004860000100 A NT-3 NS-1 0.27

013116005580050200 A NT-3 NS-1 0.39

013116021600000080 A NT-3 NS-1 0.16



EXHIBIT A I FLUM 30-A: SUBJECT AREA A
PARCELID AREA ZONING TOZONING ACRES

013116005580030180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.32

013116005580030240 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580050320 A N13 NS-1 0.39

013116005580050240 A NT-3 NS-1 0.32

013116005580030010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.20

013116005580030260 A NT-3 NS-1 0.23

013116004860000020 A NT-3 NS-1 0.26

013116004860000010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.27

013116005760040210 A NT-3 NS-1 0.26

013116005760040170 A NT-3 NS-1 0.19

013116005580030080 A NT-3 NS-1 0.38

013116005580050070 A NT-3 NS-1 0.31

013116005760040080 A NT-3 NS-1 0.21

013116005760040190 A NT-3 N5-1 0.18

013116004860000040 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116004860000110 A NT-3 NS-1 0.29

013116005580060180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.92

013116005580060030 A NT-3 NS-1 0.30

013116005760040230 A NT-3 NS-1 0.27

013116005580060320 A NT-3 NS-1 0.32

013116005580070160 A NT-3 NS-1 0.59

013116004860000170 A NT-3 NS-1 0.19

013116005580060250 A NT-3 NS-1 0.50

013116005580050180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.29

013116004860000120 A NT-3 NS-1 0.51

013116005580030050 A NT-3 NS-1 0.38

013116005580070180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.16

013116005580060230 A NT-3 NS-1 0.42

013116006120000020 A NT-3 NS-1 0.36

013116005580050220 A NT-3 NS-1 0.40

013116005580060080 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580050270 A NT-3 NS-1 0.61

013116005580050120 A NT-3 NS-1 0.45

013116005580050250 A NT-3 NS-1 0.48

013116005580030210 A NT-3 NS-1 0.45

013116005580030230 A NT-3 NS-1 0.25

013116005580070010 A NT-3 NS-1 2.22

013116005580060300 A NT-3 NS-1 0.42

013116005580030100 A NT-3 NS-1 0.27

013116005760040010 A NT-3 NS-1 0.35

013116004860000180 A NT-3 NS-1 0.19

TOTAL 33
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( )IU )lNi\NCL N( ).

i’\IN ORI)IN/\N(’E j\IVIENI)lN((’IlI: L(!ItIRl Ii\Nl) (ISlILI-f\’ll-Ni’OE’IlIL

c’IIAN(;IN(; FIlE Li\Nl) IJSI l)LSI(;NA’lloN oi PROPIRiiES IN TIlE
A’l’I’A(’IILI) “LXIIIBI’I /\.“ (;ENLR\LLy BOUNI)EI) BY I—IAINES ROAI)
NORTI I ANI) ‘II IL AXS( )(‘IAiil ) SIRVICL ALLEY ANI) I STREET
N( )Rii I ANI) 42° AVI N(iL N( )Rli I. LR( )M RESII )ENTIAL URBAN To
13I ..\NNId) RLl)LVld.()PMEN’l’-RI-Sll)EN’FlAL: PROVII)ING FoR REPEAL
oi Co)NEI,ICTING O)Rl)INANCLS ‘\NI) PRO\7ISIONS TI-IEREOF: ANI)
PRO)VIl)INC AN IlI[(’l IVE l),\l’l.

II ER Ei-\S. (‘h:i I (3. I lorida Statutes. estahi ishe(l the Community Planni
Act: mid

Vv’I—IEREAS. the City o St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are re.ju I red by law to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensi c Plan and Future
Land Use Map and the Pmel las Planning Counci is authorited to develop rules to implement the
Countywide Future Land Use Map: and

WI—IEREAS. the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
Proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided here ii as being eons stent with the proposed
amendment to the Countywide I ‘titiire Land (se Map which has been initiated by he City: now.
there lore

THE CITY ()F ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORI)AIN:

SECTI( )N I . Pursuant to the provisions of the Community Planning Act, as
amended. and pursuant to all applicable provisions of law, (lie Future Land Use Map of the City
of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by placing the hereinafter described property in
the land use category as follows:

Property

The properties described in “Exhibit A.” generally hounded from a point of beginning at the
intersection of Haines Road and I2 Street North. thence north along 12th Street North. thence
northwest along (lie service alley parallel to Haines Road North, thence south along 42’ Avenue
North. thence southweast along Haines Road North. to the point of beginning.

Land Use Category

From: Residential Urban

To: Planned Redevelopment-Residential



SIXFI( )N 2. All Oi(iiiiailces or portiOils ol ordiiiaiices iii coiillict \Vi(li UI

inconsistent with this ordinance arc hereby riealed to the extent ol sw_li inconsistency or conflict.

SICTION . In Uie event this (irdinailce is not vetoed by the Mayor iii accordance
with the (iy (hailer. ii shah become eltective upon approval oh the requicd Land Use Plan
chiuiee by the Pinellas County Inxl of County Commissioners (ac1ini iii their capacity as the
Countywide Plannine Authority) and upon issuance of a final order determining this amendment
to be in compliance by the l)epartmcnt of Econoniic Opportunity ( I)( )E ) or until the
Ad liii lust rat ion Coiu mission issues a Ii ml order determining this amendment to be in compliance.
plirsilailt to Section l(3.3 I X7. ES. In the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter. it shall not become efl’ccti e unless and until the City Council
overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter. ul which case it shall become effective US

set flwth above.

APPROVEI) AS To FORM ANF) SUBSTANCE: FLUM-30A
(Land Use)

/Y
PLAN-lNG & ECONOMIC I)EVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT l)ATE



EXHIBIT A I FLUM 30-A: SUBJECT AREA C
PARCELID AREA ZONING TOZONING FLU TOFLU ACRES

013116021420030110 C NT3 NL2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420020150 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.32

013116021420020170 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PRR 0.16

013116021420030080 C NT-3 NT2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420030070 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420020140 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021600000020 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.12

013116021420020180 C NL3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.15

013116021420020130 C NT3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.17

013116021420030090 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021600000010 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.12

013116021600000040 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.39

013116021420020190 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.15

013116021420020110 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.31

013116021420030100 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.15

013116021600000030 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.11

TOTAL 2.95



ORI)INAN(’i’ N( ). _-Y,

AN ORI)INAN(’E A1’4LNDINGTIIE0l’1l(’lALZ0NlN(i MAPOFTI-IE(’iTY OFST.
l>l’i’IRSIL JR(. FIA)RII)A: BY (‘I IANGING ‘I’IIE ZONING OF PROPER’I’IES IN ‘i’IIE
iVI”I’;\(’iII’l) “FXi11131’I’ A.” (;FNFRAI.I,Y BOUNI)EI) BY 1-IAINES ROAI) NOR’i’li
AN!) ‘III! ASS( )( ‘iA’l’Id) SI RV l( ‘F Al .1 FY ANI) 12” STREET NORTH ANI) 42M)

i\V I N( ti N( )RI’i I. I R( )M N1’—3 ( NI i(ii I IF )RIi( )( )i ) TRAI)lii( )NAL—3) T( ) NT—2
NEIGI 1FF )Ri IO( )I) TRAI)[FI( )NAL-2): PR( )VII)ING FOR REPEAL OF

(‘( )NI i .IC”i’IN( i ( )lt.I )INANC’ES ANI ) PR( )VISI( )NS Ti-IEREOF: AN!) PROV IDING
1\N iII”I(’’i’I\’I I)/\’l’l.

‘jIlL (‘I’I’Y 01’ ST. PETLRsBUR(; I)OES ORI)AIN:

SECTI( )N I . The ( )t’t’icial Zonine Map of the City of’ St. Petersburg is
amended liv placing the he,’einatier described properly in a Zoning I)istrici as follows:

Pro pe.ffy

The properties desc,’ihed ii ‘‘Exhihi I A.’’ generally hounded from a point of’ beginning at the intersection of
I-Iai nes Road and I 2’ Street North, thence north along I Street North, thence northwest along the service
alley parallel to Hai nes Road North. thence SL nith along 42ud A en ue North. thence south east along Hai nes
Road North. to the point ol’ beginning.

From: NT—3 (Nei ghborh n d Tradi onal —2)

To: NT—2 (Nei ghborhtH d Tradi [jolla —2)

District

SECTI( )N 2. All orchnanccs or portions of ordinances in conflict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to tile extent of such inconsistency or conflict.

SECTION 3. ‘I’his ordinance shall become effective upon the date the ordinance
adopting the required amendment to the City of’ St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Map
becomes effective (Ordinance -L).

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

DATE

FLUM-30A
(Zoning)

PLANNING & ECONOMIC LOPMENT DEPARTMENT

13/’c
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORN DATE



EXHIBIT A I FLUM 30-A: SUBJECT AREA C
PARCELID AREA ZONING TOZONING FLU TOFLU ACRES

013116021420030110 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420020150 C NT-3 NL2 RU PR-R 0.32

013116021420020170 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420030080 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420030070 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021420020140 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021600000020 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.12

013116021420020180 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.15

013116021420020130 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.17

013116021420030090 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.16

013116021600000010 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.12

013116021600000040 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.39

013116021420020190 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.15

013116021420020110 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.31

013116021420030100 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0,15

013116021600000030 C NT-3 NT-2 RU PR-R 0.11

TOTAL 2.95
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CITY F ST. PK’I’iRSBLJ R(.

COMMUNITY PLANNIN( & PRKSIRVATION COMMISSION

PuBlic l-IKARIN;

September 8,2015
Apprui’ed (IS W’liII’Il !O/L?/15

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING

C. City File FLUM-30-A Contact Person: Derek Kilborn, 893-7872

Location: The estimated 45 acre subject property is comprised of three separate areas located
within the Allendale neighborhood, generally hounded by 42’ Avenue North, Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. Street North, Foster Hills Drive North, and Haines Road North.

Request: Subject Area A: For this estimated 33.8 acre area, amend the Official Zoning Map
designation trom NT—3 (Neighborhood Traditional—3) to NS— I (Neighborhood Suburban—I ), or
other less intensive use.

Subject Area B: For this estimated 8.3 acre area, amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Planned Redevelopment—Residential to Residential Urban and amend the Official
Zoning Map designation from NT—2 (Neighborhood Traditional—2) to NS— I (Neighborhood
Suburban-I), or other less intensive use.

Subject Area C: For this estimated 2.9 acre area, amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Residential Urban to Planned Redevelopment-Residential and amend the Official
Zoning Map designation ifom NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional-3) to NT-2 (Neighborhood
Traditional-2), or other less intensive use.

Staff Presentation

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

Commissioner Michaels asked if other factors should be considered for the proposed zoning changes other than
the nonconforming properties and the ancillary dwelling units. Mr. Kilborn stated that those are two critical
factors; the creation of nonconforming lots and also the compatibility of the physical development in the field
with the zoning requirement in the code. The 2020 Plan describes a traditional neighborhood and how it is
different from a suburban neighborhood, and this has been one of the challenges with this application in
determining which zoning designation is more compatible for this neighborhood because Allendale has a great
demonstration of both descriptions. At the time of the 2020 Plan process, the existing Future Land Use Map
category for Subject Areas A and C was Residential Urban and when applying new zoning of a particular area,
they try to maintain consistency with the Future Land Use Map category. Subject Area A would have no
change to the Future Land Use Map category with the proposed NS-1 zoning designation. Overall, they are
looking at what zoning category is most consistent with the physical development pattern in the area being
considered.



:iI’I ‘R( ) II) .1.5 II RI /71V IO/I./I)

( )MM I INI’I\’ I’I.AN\IN( & I’RISIkVA’I’ION (‘oMrvIIxsIoN MINLiTIS SI’19’IMBKk 8, 2015

(‘oininjssioilcr Mieliacls asked if the l5 I coveiiaiil was created with the mtcnl ol huildinu lancr homes iii this

iienjjihorhood. Mr. Kilborii stated toi chin licatioii that (lie City cannot enforce (he laiiuae in the coveiiaiit
even thoioh it has very spccil ic language pertaining to setbacks, type oh construction, and the required 2—story

elenien 1.

(‘oiiinussion Vice—( ‘hair Wolf asked that it the proposed zoning is approved. would those houses built on more

than one (()—loot lot be re—platted as one parcel. Mr. Kilhorn stated that this is a discussion about non—

coiilonuing lots and whether or ilol those can he individually developed. In the code today there is a separate

section that allows for the individual development ol platted lots even though they are substandard in width

required hv the ioni ng category. Rezoni ng this neighborhood today does not do anything to that other section

ol the code and technically those individual substandard lots could sill I he developed. There is a separate
conversation that is taki nii place about that section ol the code and there is a separate text amendment

application that is moving through the process. Where someone has developed over multiple platted lots and

with the proposed zoning of a miii imum lot width ot 75—feet (under NS— I ), and assuming this other section ol

the code gets amended, they would still be able to divide their parcel but not in a way that would create parcels

less than 75—feet in width. II’ the other section ol the code is not amended, they could still subdivide their parcel

provided it is in accordance with the original subdivision plat which is in most cases is 60—feet.

Rcistered Opponent Presentation

A Brief in Opposition was submitted David McKalip, M.D., 1078 — 42u1j Avenue North and copies were

distributed to the Commission Members at the beginning of the meeting.

Prior to beginning his presentation, 1)r. McKahip, asked Legal the following procedural questions:

(1) Does the current procedure allows the same amount of time given to the applicant he given to the opponent

under the quasi-judicial procedure? Mr. Dema concurred. Dr. McKalip pointed out that staff took an

additional 5 1/2 minutes with their presentation.
(2) Is the 5-minute cross examination time per witness or 5 minutes total? Mr. Dema replied total.

(3) Can members oh’ the Commission be cross—examined’? Mr. Dema replied no.
(4) Is this meeting being recorded’? Mr. Dema replied yes.
(5) Will the recording he publically available’? Mr. Dema replied yes.

The time was set at 15:35, at Dr. McKahip’s request, in accordance with the regulation time used.

Dr. McKalip then gave a presentation in opposition of the request. Highlights are as follows:

Burden of proof was not met (City’s claim that rezoning from NT-3 to NS-l will improve compatibility with

existing development.); the City had not submitted competent, substantial evidence supporting their claim.

The responsibility of the Commission is to look only at the evidence provided by the City for their

determination and not at the number of people attending the meeting and how passionate their testimonies are.

The law currently in place has ample regulations to ensure that the Allendale development is compatible with

existing development. He wants to keep the option available to be able to divide his multi-lot parcel in the

future, if he so chooses, and with the creation of 75-foot lots would limit his option for buyers. The property

value of the neighborhood would have the potential to greatly increase if the zoning remains the same.
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The ( ‘ity has asserted incorrectly thai the Allendale Ci’ime Watch (who iiiitiated coilcei’ns resulting in this
proposal) acts iii a similar capacity as a neighhorhood association; they have hìot acted that way. ‘I’hey iiiadc
sw’e that people who are opposed to this were not invited to a large neighborhood meeting at the end ol June.
They have a secret committee cal led their Action Committee that wou 1(1 not allow him to sit with them n
person to discuss things and they said they scheduled a conterence call telling me what they thought should
ha)pell Any input the A I lendale Crime Watch had should he taken in that I iht

In regards to a statement on page 7 ot the stall report ( When oiiiii, n’a.s later extabli,vlu’d ( reterring to I 977
creating (he 5()—t’oot lots) mid s’nbs’equentlv iliad//led, in/n/n inni lot width and area reqlurenlenls’ acre based i-ni

i/u’ /;hs’s’u-a/ (lei’eloplnen/ pa/tel-fl rather 111(111 the u1lder/\’iio’ ,s’ubdii’i,s’ion p/at.) he asked Mr. Ki Ihorn to provide
documents or similar evidence to show that was how the process was carried 0LII in 1 977 and stated that Mr.
Ki Ihorn admitted that that was a presumption on his part; not based on competent. substantial evidence.

Does not agree that the proposed rezoning would make things more consistent with the Comprehensive Plan:
(1) V I . I — Ways to integrate with the Vision Element (diversity, neighborhood identity. historic preservation.
and celebration ot community). How can they have diversity ii’ somewhat smaller homes are not allowed to he
interspersed with homes somewhat bigger in Allendale’? How can they expect for people to be upwardly mobile
il they are excluded from a neighborhood because ol large lot sizes’? How can historic preservation be
respected if homes that are of a lower standard based on the NS— I building standards be allowed’? (2) LU3.5 —

Tax base will be maintained. In fact the tax base is currently being improved with smaller lot sizes. Changing
hack to larger lot sizes would slow clown development, slow down redevelopment and make less tax dollars
flow into the City as older homes continue to stagnate are hard to sell and harrIer to divide. (3) LU3.6 —

Character ot predominately developed areas; the character will change. (4) LU3.7 — Planning decisions shall
determine whether existing Land Use Plan boundaries are logically drawn. Logic would dictate that the lots
should he 100—feet or greater requiring a zoning designation of NS—2 which would make 45% of the lots
nonconforming and the City could not support. Logic would dictate that they stay at the 60—foot platted lots
developed by Mr. Allendale where natural development has occurred across those lots with very little to no
intervention by any authority. The NS— I zoning designation is incompatible with existing development (hat
windows; not recessed, no window sills or trim requirement; no walkways to the road, garages that encroach
pass the setback) and is not supported by the majority of the neighborhood.

Public Hearing

The following people spoke in opposition of the request:

Dr. Pamela Settlegoode, 3741 Foster Hill Dr N
Thomas Burgess, 960 — 40” Ave N
Alan McKeithen, 37 12 Foster Hill Dr N
Greg Tappon, 3650 Foster Hill Dr N

The following people spoke in support of the request:

James M. King, 1401 — 42 Ave N
Ed Wilson, 955 — 40th Ave N
Bill Foster, 515— 1s1 Ave N
Nina Light, 940 — 42’ Ave N and representing Allendale Crime Watch Association
Gary Weaver, 956 — 421(1 Ave N
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Ken I eyiise, 950 — 41 Ave N
Pani Smith. 941 Moimirose Blvd N
Brian Smith, 935 — 41 “ Ave N ( PowerR)int presentation
Adam Lriekson. 945 - 40111 Ave N
Lindsey Porter, 7 I ( — 14111 Ave NL and representing her mother, klenior Porter. a resident ol’ Allendale
Mmliii Baiispaeh, 4140 j41 St N
Kenton I). Wilson, 045— 39° Ave N (submitted photos)
Kent Malone. 915 — 41 ‘ Ave N ( PowerPoint presentation
Sue Hshalow, 4041 — 11° Si N
Tom Nelson, 1015 —41 Ave N
Jim Stilt, 1000 — 40° Ave N (PowerPoint presentation)
MarL Foster. I 045 — 13° Ave N (dccli ned to speaL, wanted his support placed into the record)

CrOSS Exiiiiiiiatioii

By Registered Opponent

To I)erek Ki I Forn:

Question: Was City Council considering rezoni ng Al lendale beibre the neighbors came to you?

Response: Not that I’m aware of.

Question: 1—low many other large neighborhoods since 2007 have been rezoned in this fashion?
Response: Large neighborhoods on this scale, the answer is none.

Question: Will you be willing to identify in your rebuttal what evidence you may have to support the proposed
rezoning’?

Response: In rebuttal, yes.

Bill Foster was called hut was not present.

To: Nina Light:

Question: Is the Allendale Crime Watch Association registered officially with the City as a neighborhood
association’?

Response: We are registered as a neighborhood crime watch.

Question: Are you registered as a neighborhood association’? Yes or No.
Response: No.

Question: Did you hire Mr. Foster to obtain his services as an attorney to represent the Crime Watch in the
matter at any time?

Response: The neighborhood Action Committee hired Mr. Foster as their attorney.
Question: Was money exchanged’?
Response: We have a legal fund established from the neighbors who pay no dues to the Crime Watch.

Question: Did you pay Mr. Foster for his services’?
Response: Yes we have. We have only donations.

Question: How may trees were torn down on the 40° Avenue North lot’? How many trees were torn down?
Response: Nine.
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()uestkn: ‘iie trees on (hat halt 01 that lot’!
Response: I lalt ol that lot.

Question: Now von said that there was a mistake niade in creatiin (0—toot pints. (‘an you prosuide ss’liat
evidence you have that there was a mistake made in devekping 60—ot lots’? What evidence do y lii

ii ye’?

Response: ‘l’he mistake was done hy the (‘ounci I that looked over the parceling oi the lots on the aerial parcel

Quest k n : I ) yl )tI have any evidence k sii pport that?
Response: Yes Sir. Mr. I oster was on that group that did it.

Question: Can you tell me why you did not invite me to the neighborhood meeting at the end o June where th is
iii at ter was discussed.

Response: I cal led your home and lell a message. and you called me hack and I started to explain. We were
goi hg to ask you to he on the committee but you told me that they had the right to build whatever
they wanted, however big they wanted, that you were not interested in this, do not bother you or not
c( )ntact you an ymore, so you were not invited.

Asked ii Mr. Foster was hack; he was not.

To lom Nelson:

Question: Have you engaged in a real estate development outside ol your property in the past’!
Response: I’m sorry, you said in the past week?

Question: In your Ii fe?
Response: No.

Question: You never done real estate work’?
Response: I never done real estate development and that was your question.

Question: Bought and sold real estate though, right’?
Response: No. Actually I just bought and sold homes. I leased offices and warehouses; that is my primary

hu Si flCSS.

Question: Are you willing to enter into a contract with the Neighborhood Crime Watch stating that you will
never subdivide your lots to allow more homes to he built there?

Response: Nope but I’ll tell you what I will do McKalip; is I’ll deed it. I’ll deed all my lots so when I sell them
that they cannot he divided, and I’ll do that next week. Why don’t you do it too’?

To Mr. James King:

Question: You live outside of the area under consideration. is that correct?
Response: That is correct.

Question: The lots where you live can be 50-foot lots to have homes built on them?
Response: They are platted 50-foot; however, lots, I can give you the dimensions starting at 12111 Street, are 100-

feet, 100-feet, 100-feet, 85-feet, 75-feet, 75-feet and 75-feet.

By City Administration

Waived.
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Remittal

Registered Oppiiieiit

l)i. McKaIiji belieVes cOIiil)eIellt. 51Il)stalltial eVidence has lot l)eeIl heard to demousliale (hat the i’ei.oning is

lit essary 11) allow compatibility UI tile area wih existini mitielìborliood. i\ 11)1 til testinloilv was Iieai’d \vhicll

was highly subjective coniplaimliug that houses do lot lit in. lie noted that the I less house on I 2’ Street
between 40w’ and 4 V Avenues was ton down and is 1101 heiu2 subdivided into three lots, so naturally. with lit)

intervention of any rezoning process. people have bought those lots, kept them together to build homes in a

neii.hborhood that have like honies. Ihe comiflelli made eailiei’ that these are corporations who are asserting

their will on to our neicliborhotid is not true. Any trees that have been torn down will be subject to the tree
code, to be replaced in a timely lashion. I—Ic bought his home as a chief imivestnieilt strategy br hinisell as a
physician subject to iabi ity and lawsuits as a neurosurgeon: prime measure of’ pn)(ecti ug his estate and his
value. He would like to have the option, if’ needed to, to divide it and sell it oIl ii he should get into I’iiiaiieial

trouble. Removing that would harm him and it isa taking of his property that violates the constitution, he
suggests. The majority ol’ the neighborhood is not represented by the Crime Watch Association in this matter.

City Administration

Mr. Kilborn explained the competent and substantial evidence that went into their analysis. When processing
one of these applications, what stall looks at and what the CommiSSion needs to consider is the City’s
Comprehensive Plan; speci I’ically the goals, objectives, policies and guidelines. These have been cited in the
City’s stall’ report beginning on page 1 3. Two critical items to this application are the Vision Element reference
1.1 and the Land Use Element rel’erence 3.6. The Vision Element describes the very specific and (lehibel’ate

process that went into the Vision 2020 Plan starting in 2001 ; identifies the citizens’ goals and objectives.
describing and distinguishing [lie different character of del’ining features of the traditional zoning categories
from the suburban zoning categories. The Allendale neighborhood demonstrates and exhibits a number of
characteristics from both traditional and suburban. The other factor looked at in making a determination is [lie
Land Use Element 3.6 which states that [lie City should weigh heavily [lie established character of
predominately developed areas where changes of’ use or intensity of development are contemplated. Staff has
walked the Commission through (by [lie stall report and from today’s presentation) the comparative analysis of
the Neighborhood Traditional with the Neighborhood Suburban zoning showing the variation of lot widths, lot
areas, setbacks and design standards. Based on staff’s evaluation against that Land Use Element and then
considering [lie number of non-conformities that a change would create, a split recommendation is being given
(approval for subject Areas A amid C and not recommending approval for subject Area B). A final thing that it
looked at when doing an analysis is Level of Service impacts which have been detailed in the staff report.
Testimony and conversation on a number of subjects have been heard today that staff does not consider in their
evaluation including the legal status of the Allendale Crime Watch Association, the impact of trees in the
neighborhood amid the written material provided earlier to the Commission regarding resale property values.
Between those Comprehensive Plan elements and the Level of Service impacts, City staff believes they have
provided competent and substantial evidence to make a complete and comprehensive evaluation of the
application before the Commission.

Executive Session

Commissioner Michaels stated his support of the staff’s recommendations. He recognizes that good, quality
housing can be built on small lots but to him the major question in this case is what is the appropriate zoning
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and was the cLinent ioninu a misiake. ( )n the basis ol the inlormaiion and testimony presented. he thinks thai is

the case. In particular. he noted Mr. King’s testiiuoiiy iegardiiig his engineering experience related to (he

Al leiidale cotumu nity along with his comment that Cade Al len’s intent was to hui Id large residences in that
particli ar neighborhood as well as Mr. Foster’s testi moiiy that the current zoning was an error on the part ot the

City ( ouncil when the rezoni ng ol the City occurred. It has been established that (I) many ot the original

honies were built on two or more 01 the small parcels: (2) the previous zoning cal led for larger lots on at least

part of the site: and (3) the average lot width in Area A. which is one of the largest part of the site, are II I — feet.

1—Ic also suggested that the community may want to consider the possibility of designating the neighborhood as a
local li istoric district to help increase protection with preser\hing the character and quality ot the neighborhood.

Commission V ice—Chair ‘vVol f stated his belief that the City’s zoning ordinances are designed to protect the

neighborhoods and to promote the general wel tare in the City: not necessarily to maximize the land value in
every single neighborhood in the City. I—Ic Feels that the City has established that the current zoning does not
protect the neighborhood to the degree that it cou Id. i—ic participated in the Vision 2020 creation of the new

zoning ordinances (Land Development Regulations): it was a massive undertaking and not surprising that some

of the neighborhoods were mismatched. He stated his support ot [he stall’s recommendations.

MOTION: Coinmissioner Wluteinaii mo ‘ed aimd Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion
approvlng time request ,/r Subject Area A, amending the Official Zoning Map
designation frommi NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditiommai-3) to NS-i (Neigithorhood
Surburbaim-)).

VOTE: YES — Wolf; Burke, Michaels, Reese, Whiteman
NO - None

Motjon passed by a vote (f5 to 0.

MOTION: Commissioner Whiteman moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion
approving the request for Subject Area B, amending the Future Land Use Map
designation from Planned Redevelopment-Residential to Residential Urban and the
Qfficiai Zoning Map designation from NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditionai-2) to NS-i
(Neighborhood Suburban-i).

VOTE: YES-None
NO - Wolf; Burke, Michaels, Reese, Whiteman

Motion was denied by a vote of 5 to 0.

MOTION: Commissioner Whitemnan moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion
approving the request for Subject Area C’, amending the Future Land Use Map
designation from Residential Urban to Planned Redevelopment-Residential and the
Official Zoning Map designation from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional-3) to NT-2
(‘Neighborhood Traditional-2).
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VO’I’I: — Wo!/ Burke, iVIicIiaeIx, Reese, Whiteinan

NO - None

Motion passed by a i’otc of S to 0.
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Staff Report to the St. Petersl)urg Community PIannin and Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic I )evelopment Depar mciii,

Urban Planning and 1—listonc Preservation Division

For Public 1—learing and Executive Action on September 8, 2015
3:0() p.m., City Council Chambers, City Hall
I 75 Fi lIh Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida

City File: FLUM-30A

Accordinu to Planninu and Economic Development Department records, no member of the Community Planning
and Preservation Commission owns property within 2,000 feet of the subject area. All other possible conflicts
should be declared upon announcement of the item.

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
1 75 — 51h Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

SUBJECT AREA: The subject area is commonly known as a portion of the Allendale
neighborhood and generally bounded by 42w’ Avenue North, Dr.
Martin Luther King Jr. Street North, Foster Hills Drive North and
Haines Road North. The total subject area is estimated to be 45.0 acres
in total size.

PARCEL IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS:

The parcel identification numbers (“PIN”) are attached. The PINs are distributed among three (3)
distinct requests that are generally hounded by 42 Avenue North, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Street North, Foster Hills Drive North, and Haines Road North.

REQUEST:

This is a City-initiated application including three (3) distinct requests illustrated on the
following map and described more specifically as subject areas A, B, and C:

FLUM-30-A
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• SuljectAreaA: Rezone from NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NS-l (Neighborhood
Suburban) — 33.8 Acres;

• Subject Area B: Amend Future Land Use Map category from PR-R (Planned
Redevelopment-Residential) to RU (Residential Urban) and rezone from NT-2
(Neighborhood Traditional) to NS-l (Neighborhood Suburban) — 8.3 Acres;

• Subject Area C: Amend the Future Land Use Map category from RU (Residential Urban)
to PR-R (Planned Redevelopment-Residential) and rezone from NT-3 (Neighborhood
Traditional) to NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional) — 2.9 Acres.

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this application is to improve compatibility between the zoning regulations and
existing development in the subject area, which generally features wide parcels, residential
buildings with large setbacks, parking and garages that are accessed from the street over
driveways in the front yard, and the lack of pedestrian sidewalks.

FLUM-30-A
Page 2



IXIS’I’IN(; tISIS:

‘Ihe snbpect aica was originally developed br i sidciiiial pLilposes only and mcnìoiialized in a
ieiahborhood covenant that was later rec rdcd iii I I ‘Flic existiiie, ioiiiiii. and proposed

IL’(_)IIL’SI, ic’sci’cs the oiieiiìal inlelil br siiiide—Iamily iesidcniial dcvek)plncnl.

ZONING hISTORY:

The exist ng ioni ng has been in place since September 2007, lol lowing i mplementatk)n 01 the
City’s Vision 2020 Plan, the citywide rezc)ning. and update ol the land development regulations
(LI )Rs), Chapter I 6. City Code. From I 977 to 2007. the subject area largely located east of I 21

Street North was designated kS- I 00 ( Residential Single Family): the subject area located west of
2h Street North was designated RS—75 . I )istinctions among these zoning categories and their

relevance to the current proposal are outlined in the lol lowing sections.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS:

The subject area is not located within the boundary ol an olhcial neighborhood association;
however, the Allenda/e leui-ace Neighborhood /lssociulion (‘uinic Watch has been acting in a
similar capacity. There is no neighborhood plan for the subject area.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: After detailed consideration of the request, City stalT
recommends the Following:

• APPROVE - Subject Area A: Rezone From NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NS- I
(Neighborhood Suburban);

• DENY - Subject Area B: Amend Future Land Use Map category from PR-R
(Planned Redeveloprnent-Residential) to RU (Residential Urban) and rezone from NT-2
(Neighborhood Traditional) to NS-l (Neighborhood Suburban);

• APPROVE - Subject Area C: Amend the Future Land Use Map category from RU
(Residential Urban) to PR-R (Planned Redevelopment-Residential) and rezone from NT-
3 (Neighborhood Traditional) to NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional).

STAFF ANALYSIS:

The primary issue associated with this city-initiated application is consistency and compatibility
of the requested designations with the established development pattern and the existing land use
and zoning designations.

Background

Original Development

Portions of the Allendale neighborhood that are the subject of this application, were first
surveyed and platted in 1923 at the direction of pioneer developer Cade Allen. The original plat
extended from present-day 34th Avenue North to 38 Avenue North and 7th Street North to
Haines Road and soon featured brick streets, granite curbs, and hexagon block sidewalks. The
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loliowin veal. a new i\ileiidale I’errace plat was tiled for the area north of the original plat
L’XIL’IkliflL troTH

71 Street North to Euclid Boulevard and from 3X’ Avenue North to 42° Avenue
North. Iwo years later, in I 02. the linal plat. designated as the Northwest Qwtrter of Aliendale
Ieirace, was tiled covejinu the area lrom 1)r. Martin Luther KinT. Ii. Street North (then identified
as Iuclid Bouie\!ard) to I lames Road North and trom 3th Avenue North (then identified as
(‘learview Avenue North) to 42t Avenue North.

A neighborhood covenant recorded in March I S.)5 I , 11111 ited development to one (I) residence that
shall face in con hwni ity with the plot and survey, and he constructed in the “Spanish, Grecian,
Moorish, Mission, Italian, Colonial or English types ol architecture.’’ I—louses had to he built of
masonry materials with at least one (I) room on the second floor or a high ceiling to give the
appearance of a second story. While the legal applicability of the neighborhood covenant is
currently in question, it was an important pretext For the lolling classi hcations that would follow.

Platted Lois i’s I)e i’e/oped Pa,’ els

The original pint and two (2) subsequent expansions for the subject area established a
predominance of platted lots measuring 60 feet in width. Development of much of the Subject

Area traditionally occurred over two (2) or more platted lots. Today, the average lot width for

parcels in Subjeet /lrea A measures I I I feet, and the average lot width for parcels in 5uijeci
Area B measures 58 feet. Recent prolosals for development within the subject area have

highlighted this discrepancy and represent the challenges in assigning an appropriate zoning
category that honors both (he traditional characteristics ot the neighborhood and its suburban lot

cli mensions and orientation.
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Slail ng in I ‘-177 and continuing thiougli 2007, a small portion oi the subject area located west ui
I 2 Sued Nuil ii was zoned RS—75 Residential, Single—Family. and the remaining balance ui
the subject area located east of I 2 Street North was zoned RS- 100 (Residential. Single-Fain i ly).
Hoth zoning categories were intended br singie—iimi ly residential uses and the RS— I 0() zoning
district was intended lot larger parcels with lower population densities. The current zoning
designations have been in place since Scptemher 2007, flu lowing implementation of the City’s
Vision 2020 Plan, the citywide rezoning, and update of the land development regulations

(“Ll)Rs”).

Pub/ic I?eqitea /or Rei’i’w ajid Consideration

Respondi rig to recent land acquisitions. development proposals. and the compatibility of new
construction within the subject area, a number of residents from within Subject Area A contacted
the City’s Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division in June 2015, to discuss available
tools lor ensuring compatibility with existing development. Residents inquired about the
designation of a Local Historic District (“LHD’’), modification of City Code requirements
regulating con forming and non—conforming platted lots and parcels, and rezoning the subject

area from NT to NS. This application is limited in its scope to only rezoning the subject area.

City Council 1?ci’ieir and Request Jar Application

Following a preliminary review, the residents’ request merited further study and deliberation.
On July 9. 2015. the St. Petersburg City Council considered a Resolution initiating an
amendment to the Official Zoning Map designation for property located within Subject Area A.
Specifically, the Resolution proposed to initiate an application amending the Official Zoning
Map From NT-3 to NS-1. The proposal did not require an amendment to the Future Land Use
Map as the designation would remain RU (Residential Urban).

Prior to voting on the Resolution, City Council amended the study area to include Subject Area
B, which is hounded by 38th Avenue North, Foster Hills Drive North, and Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. Street North. City Council further requested City staff to carefully consider whether
Subject Area C should be rezoned to NS-1, as presented at the time, or NT-2 based on its
physical characteristics. The Resolution was unanimously approved, as amended. In accordance
with the adopted Resolution, City staff prepared this City-initiated application by dividing the
subject area into three (3) distinct requests.

Public Injarination Meeting

On August 26, 2015, a public information meeting was hosted by City staff at the Roberts
Recreation Center, 1246 50hh1 Avenue North, St. Petersburg, Florida, 33703. The meeting was
attended by approximately 40 residents of the subject area and lasted for nearly 2.5 hours. City
staff began with a presentation, including a background, comparative analysis, and next steps,
described hereafter. The comparative analysis included a detailed evaluation contrasting the
existing NT-3 with the proposed NS-1. Discussion also included consideration of rezoning from
NT-3 to NS-2.
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(‘msistency/onipatihili1y 4)1 the Proposed I sand Use and Zoiiint. Desina(ions.

St. Petershur leatures two (2) distinct types ol residential neighborhoods — iruditional and
,vuI)ur/)an. hach type ol feis ullique leaturesan(l ailienities that make them highly desirable. The
Al lendale neighborhood. and especial lv properties located within the subject area, features a

unique combination ol character—defining elements from both the traditional and suburban
descriptions. According to the City of St. Petershure.’s Comprehensive Plan:

iradilional NcighboiJoods: Traditional neighborhoods were typically developed prior to
World War II. Platted lots and required yards were narrow and sidewalks and front
porches were pe—emi nent Features to the homes. Several modes ol transportation.
including pedestrian travel and trolley, supplemented the newly developed personal
automobile. The street was the focus of the home, which provided a communal setting in
where neighbors spent time socializing and communicating. Single—Iimily homes make
up most traditional neighborhoods. 1—lowever, the house size and type were more varied
allowing diverse housing opportunities kw persons in di l’ferent stages of life and at
di ITerent levels of income to enjoy the same neighborhood. Single—family homes with
garage apartments and small apartment buildings, in keeping with the scale of the
neighborhood, were common. The alley system pwvidecl limited access lbr parking and
utility functions to the rear of the site. Schools, corner stores serving the daily needs of
the neighborhoods. parks and other amenities were located within the neighborhoods.

Suburban NeiIibor/ioods: Suburban neighborhoods were typically developed after

World War 11. At that time, neighborhoods were adjusting to a great shift in
technological advances that occurred at the turn of the century and placed into mass
production by the l950s. Between 1946 and 1973, the American economy was growing

at levels unseen in the twentieth century, creating a nation of prosperous consumers who
could afford both the automobile and the American dream of home ownership. These
changes gave rise to a new kind of neighborhood. No longer constrained by pedestrian or
trolley travel, the automobile allowed neighborhoods to expand outward creating more
spacious yards. Alleyways were replaced with wider streets and garages became a
prominent feature of the front facade. Houses were pushed further back on the lot and
porches and sidewalks were no longer incorporated. Neighborhoods became more
homogeneous relative to income levels, age groups and family types. The focus of
neighborhood life was less on the public realm and more on family life within the home
and rear yard. Neighborhoods became strictly residential. Stores, schools and other daily
needs were pushed outward to major roadways which connected suburban neighborhoods
with other neighborhoods and the downtown.

The challenge in this instance is assigning an appropriate zoning category that acknowledges
both the complimentary and conflicting features of this unique neighborhood, protects and
reinforces the neighborhood’s established character, and is sensitive to the legal rights and

expectations that come with property ownership. For this analysis, City staff thoughtfully
considered these challenges and carefully evaluated the various consequences associated with the

proposed amendments to the Official Zoning Map and Future Land Use Map.
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Ilie Allendale Ileigllhorhood was platted 1ioI to adoption ol the City’s first zoning ordinance in
I ‘)33. As noted earlier in this report, the original plat and two (2) subsequent expansions br the
subject area established a predominance of l)IItted lots nieasuri ng (() Feet in width. l)evelopment
(t A lendale ‘5 Si ngle—lanii ly resi(Iences however. traditionally occurred over two (2) or
platted lots. When ioni hg was later established and subsequently inodi bed, nu iii mum lot width
and area reqLhi rements were based on the physical development pattern, rather than the
underlying subdivision plat. Consequently, many platted lots ol record did not conlorm to the
mini mum zoning requirements or lot width and area and were thenceforth considered to be
siiJs(ai,dard lots.

hom I 977 to 2007, most oF Sii/ject A rca A and Subject Area B was zoned RS— 100 and required
a mini mum lot width of $() beet. This regulation pertaining to lot width properly acknowledged
the existing development l)attern in the neighborhood. despite the fact that many platted lots
were only (0 feet in width making them substandard. Starting in September 2007, following
implementation of the C’ity’ s Vision 2020 Plan, many ol these same properties were rezoned to
NT—3, thereby reducing the minimum lot width requirement lrom 80 feet to 60 feet.

Today, the average lot width for parcels in Subject Area A is 11 1 feet, and the average lot width
br parcels in Sal ject Area B is 88 feet. The physical characteristics historically demonstrated
throughout the subject area, and exhibited partially through these average lot widths, are being
stressed by new development proposals, and the compatibility of recent construction within the
established development pattern.

While this request is focused on preserving a more compatible minimum lot width requirement,
it should he understood that any rezoning will also include changes to building setbacks and
other building design and site orientation considerations. These must he carefully considered and
are highlighted in the following table series:

Table: Subject Area A

RS-IOO NT-3 NS-1 Existing
(1977 to 2007) Existing Proposed Averages

Lot Width 80’ 60’ 75’ 1 1 1’

Lot Area 10,000 SF 7,640 SF 5,800 SF 15,961 SF

Front (Building) 25’ 30’ 25’

Front (Porch) 25’ 23’ 20’

Side (Interior) 10’ 7.5’ 7.5’

Side (Street) 15’ 15’ 12’

Rear 20’ 10’ 20’

FLUM-30-A
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1(l/)Ie: Siiljei /lI’(i 1/

RS-IOO NT-2 NS-I Kxisting
(1977 to 2007) Existing Proposed A verages

Lot Width 80’ 50’ 75’ 88’

Lot Area I0,00() SF 5,$0() SF 5,800 SF l0,90() SF

Fiont ( BLIiI(Iing) 25’ 23’ 25’

Front (Porch) 25’ I 8’ 20’

Side ( Interior) 10’ 7.5’

Side (Street) IS’ 12’ l2’

Rear 20’ 10’ 20’

izb/e: Suijec! Areas A and B

NT-2 and NT-3 NS-1

Building Form Elevated base floor 6’’ Not required

Hunt porch / stoop recluired Not required

Wall Composition No blank facades allowed No blank facades allowed

No blank wall greater than 16’ No blank wall greater than 6’

30 fenestration street Not required

20% fenestration interior! i-ear Not required

2/3 linestration shall be glass Not required glass

Corner lot treatment all sides Corner lot treatment all sides

WindoWs Recessed with sill and trim Not required

Curb Cut One curb cut per property More than one allowed

Driveways Single lane width (l0-ft) Double lane width (20-ft)

Located on rear or side of structure Circular driveways allowed

Garage Doors iO-fl behind front façade May project forward of front façade

Max 40% of linear frontage Max 60% of linear frontage

Decorative doors Decorative doors only if projecting

Garage Setbacks No encroachment allowed Froit s/b 20-ft (front-loaded)

Front s/b 1 7-ft (side-loaded)

interior s/b 5.5-ft

Street-side s/h 9-ft (front-loaded)

Street-side s/b 7-ft (side-loaded)

Carports No encroachment allowed Front s/b 20-ft. Rear and side 3-ft

Walkway Required to curb Not required

FLUM-30-A
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l)LIIII1 the public iiulorina(ion ineetiil. on August 2(1, 2(115. these changes were highlighted or
attendees and the potential inlpacts were illiisiniied through various guiphics and pictorial
IC p ic se lit at us

( i’catmn ol Nonconformini. I MIS

(‘ily stall evaluated the potential loi reiining to NS—2, which would increase the required
minimufli lot width to W() led and minimum ui area to lO,OD() square led. Since (he creation ol
uo)u—conlormiu lots is an important consideration when evaIuatim the rezoning of property,
City stall produced the lot lowing map series to show the number ol non—con burning lots that
Would he created by the proposed rezoni ng to NS— I and conceptual rezoni ug to NS—2.

I?c.zoiuiig to i’v’S— I /r Subject /ICuS /1(111(113 aiul Ni’—2/n’ Subject /li’u C’

36TH TERR N

36THAVE N

•Wl60

120

(W0
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lhc piccediiig map represents the creation ol nonconlorming lots (olange shading) that vouId
i’sii It mom the )posed re/oni ng k INS— I in Subjc(’I A n’as A and I?. Since the number ol non—

conh)rnhi iì1 lots cmeated in S’ub/e 1 ‘1 rca I? constitutes more than 5(YX ol the total number ol lots,

(‘i ty stall is recommending agai list amen(li ng the Future l.imnd I. Ise Map category lrom PR—k

Planned Redevelopmenl—Resmdent jul ) to RI I (Residential Urban) and rezoni nu Irom NT—2
Neighborhood iruditkmal ) to NS— I ( Neighborhood Suburban).

Rc’aning Ia NS’—2/o’ Sub/e(’! Areas /1 and B and N’I’—2/r Subject Ar’a (

3TH AVE N

36TH TERR N

3-THAVEN

05155

I4

W1183 55140 W54 I 14
w)co[

40TH Vt N

-

_J. --

wsi

,5512
:WS3 W.2

__-

551120 5V101

W2

— -- ‘WISO

5:l21 5 1’.

‘.1::

(w)QO
R5122’

,wc
‘1DD_fç5

The preceding map represents the creation of nonconforming lots (orange shading) that would
resuk from a conceptual rezoning to NS-2. Since the number of non-conforming lots constitutes
nearly 45% of the total number of lots in Subject Areas A and B, City staff’ is recommending
against rezoning to NS-2.
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Accessory DweIIin2 Units

Sub/en /luea /1

Accessory dwelling units are pn)hihited within the existing N’I’—3 10111 ng category, eXcept where
they may he allowed as a grandlathered use. Accessory dwelling units will continue to he
prohibited within the proposed NS— I

Subject /l1’ea I?

Accessory dwelling u nits are currently allowed as an accessory use within the existing NT—2
/Olling category. Accessory dwelling units are required to comply with the use—speci tic
de\/elopment standards outlined in Section I 6.50.() I () of the City’s LI )Rs. Rezoning this suhject
area ironi NT—2 to NS— I would reclassify existing, accessory dwel Ii ilgs u flits as grand fathered
uses. Further, the rezoning would prohibit installation ol any new accessory dwelling units by
right. For this reason, combined with other non—conlormities to the required minimum lot width
out Ii ned in the preceding section, City stall is recom mending denial of the proposed request for
Siibjeci Area B.

Suhjent Aica C

Accessory dwelling units are currently prohibited within the existing NT—3 zoning category. The
proposed rezoning to NT—2 would allow accessory dwelling units as an accessory use,
Accessory dwelling units are required to comply with the use—speeilic development standards
outlined in Section 16.50.010 of the City’s LDRs, including the pre—recluisite that any subject
pI’operty measure a minimum 5,800 square feet in lot area. The properties located within this
subject area are accessed by a i-ear, service alley, which is consistent with accessory dwelling
units elsewhere in the City’s traditional zoning categories. Further, it is consistent with the City
of St. Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan Policy LU 3.1, which states that dense, residential uses
totaling more than 7.5 units per acre should be located along Future Major Streets. Haines Road
is a classified Collector, Cliv Road on Map 20, Future Major Streets Map.

Level of Service (LOS) Impact

The Level of Service (“LOS”) impact section of this report concludes that the requested Plan
change and rezoning will not significantly impact the City’s adopted LOS standards for public
services and facilities including potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit,
recreation, and stormwater rn an agement.

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Level of Service impacts are addressed further in this report. Approval of this land use change
and rezoning request does not guarantee that individual re/developments within the subject area
will meet the requirements of concurrency at the time development permits are requested.
Completion of this land use plan change and rezoning does not guarantee the right to develop on
property within the subject area. Upon application for site plan review, or development permits,
a full concurrency review will be completed to determine whether or not the proposed
development may proceed. The property owner will have to comply with all laws and
ordinances in effect at the time development permits are requested.
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PLJBLI(’ (()M4FN’IS:

IuhIie eii.ieinen1 and iilI)ti1 TeLii(IiI this apI)IiGitiofl iflc’ILI(Ie5 ihe kdIowin:

• (eneral neeii ngs v’iiIi various atiecied properly owners included a comhination oF
in—olhce and oil—site visits

• Pith/ic Ili/ollnatwli liii! iL conducted on Aug. 2(i, 20 I 5 — More than 40 attendees

• I 7 contacts through the 1011 lication letter: 14 flr, one (I) against, and one (1)
supporting the proposal iii Sithj’ 1 /1ieo /1, hut opposed to the proposal in Subject
A 1(’(i (

• 34 suhniissions hy emai : 32 k)r. 2 against (See attached)

• One (1) petition opposing the proposal (See attached)
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k[SP()NSIS To kEIIVAN’T
(‘ONSIDIRATlONS ON AMlNDMENTS

To ‘I’llF LAND USE PLAN:

a. ( ‘oiupliance of probable use with goals, objectives, policies and guidelines of the
(itv’s (oniprelieiisive Plan.

11w ollowiiìu policies and objectives 1mm the Comprehensive Plan are applicable:

V I I I )evelopmenl decisions and strategies shall integrate the guiding principles
lound in the Vision Element with sound planning principles followed in

the Ic wm al p1 ann i ng process.

LU3.4 The Land Use Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition
through an orderly land use arrangement. proper bufl’eriiig, and the use of
physical and natu ra I separators.

LLT3. I (A )(2) Residential Urban (RU) — . . allowing low density residential uses not to
exceed 7.5 dwelling units per net acre.

LU3. I (F)( I ) Planned Redevelopment—Residential (PR-R) - . . .allowing low to medium
density residential uses where either single-family residential or single-
family with accessory residential development may co-exist not to exceed
15 dwelling units per net acre.

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

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

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

LU 3.1 1 More dense residential uses (more than 7.5 units per acre) may be located
along: I) passenger rail lines and designated major streets; or 2) in close
proximity to activity centers where compatible.

Ti .3 The City shall review the impact of all rezoning proposals and requests to
amend the FLUM on the City’s transportation system. FLUM amendment
requests that increase traffic generation potential shall demonstrate that

FLUM-30-A
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tIInsportatioI1 caaci1y isavaiIalle to accoiinolate the additional
demand.

All mijor city, county and state streets, not including those identilied as
constrained in the City’s most ctinenl concurrency annual monitoring
report shall operate at L( )S I) or better in the peak hour ot vehicular
traffic. Roadway facilities on the State I-I ighway System, Strategic
Intermodal System and Florida Intrastate I—I ighway System and roadway
lacilities lunded by Florida’s Iransportation Regional Incentive Program
shall operate at a LoS that is colisistent with Rule I 4’)4, FAQ.

b. Whether the proposed amendment woul(l impact environmentally sensitive laIl(IS or

areas which are documented habitat for liStC(l species as defined by the
Conservation Element ol the Comprehensive Plan.

Fhe proposed amendment will not impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas which
are documented habitat for listed species as deli ned by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan. Two (2) parcels located within Subjeet Area A and west of I 2
Street North are currently zoned NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate) with a R/OS
(Recreation/Open Space) Future Land Use Map designation. According to the public
records, these parcels are controlled by the Allen’s Badger Park Replat Homeowners
Association.

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

The proposed changes will have no negligible impact on the population or the population
density pattern. Moreover, approved site plans involving a residential component are
transmitted to the Pinellas County School Board, and their designee.

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

The following analysis indicates that the proposed change will not have a significant

impact on the City’s adopted levels of service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid
waste, mass transit, stormwater management and recreation. Should the requested land
use and zoning change be approved, the City has sufficient capacity to serve the subject
property.

WATER

Under the existing inter-local agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region’s
local governments are required to project and submit, on or before February 1 of each
year, the anticipated water demand for the following water year (October 1 through
September 30). TBW is contractually obligated to meet the City’s and other member
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governments’ wailer supply needs. ‘the City’s eurrent lxtahle wailer demand is 28.3
million gallons per day (mgd).

The City’s adopted I .05 slandard for polable wailer is 125 gallons Per capita per day.
while the aclual usage is estimated In be 79 gallons per capita tier day. Should the
prP)sed amcndmenls he approved. Ihere will be 110 impact on the adopted 11)5 standard
br wailer.

WASTEWATER

The subject area is currently served by the Northeast Waiter Reclamation Facility (WRF).
The avenge day demand is approximately 7.86 million gallons at the Northeast WRF.
The facilily has a capacity of 16.0 million gallons tier day. leaving an average day surplus
of approximately 8.14 million gallons tier day. If approved, there will be no impact on the
adopted 11)5 standard for wastewater.

SOLID WASTE

All solid waste disposal is the responsibility of Pinellas County. The County currently
receives and disposes of municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris,
generated throughout Pinellas County. The Pinellas County Waste-to-Energy Plant and
the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities,
Department of Solid Waste Operations, however, they are operated and maintained under
contract by two private companies. The Waste-to-Energy Plant continues to operate
below its design capacity of incinerating 985.500 tons of solid waste per year. The
continuation of successful recycling efforts and the efficient operation of the Waste-to-
Energy Plant have helped to extend the life span of Bridgeway Acres. The landfill has
approximately 30 years remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans. If
approved, there will be no impact on the adopted LOS standard for wastewater.

TRAFFIC

The proposed rezoning is bordered by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North to the east
and Haines Road to the west; the subject area is also bifurcated by 38th Avenue North.

• Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North is classified as a signalized (minor)
arterial. The portion of roadway extending from fl Avenue North to 3t
Avenue North, operates at a LOS “C” and has a volume-to-capacity ratio of
0.412. The portion of roadway extending from 38th Avenue North to 62 Avenue
North, operates at a LOS “B” and has a volume-to-capacity ratio of 0.443.

• Haines Road North is classified as a signalized (major) collector. The roadway
operates at a LOS “C” and has a volume-to-capacity ratio of 0.760.

• 38 Avenue North is classified as a signalized (minor) arterial. The roadway
operates at a LOS “D” and has a volume-to-capacity ratio of 0.746.

FLUM-30-A
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IVIASS TRANSIT

I’he (‘itywide LOS loi mass Iraiisit \VilI not he allected. PSIi\ provides local transit
sc.lvice along I )r. Martin Luther King .Ir. Street North (Route 59) and 3I Avenue North
Route 3X ). Route 59 has a service trequency oF approximately 20—3() in mules depending

on the Ii me ol day. Route 3 has a service Frequency ol approximately (() mi flutes. II

apl)roved. there will he no impact on the adopted L( )S standard br mass transit.

RIi’RIATI( )N

The City’s adopted L( )S or recreation and open space is 9 acres per .000 popLilatiolL the
actual I ( )S City—wide is estimated to he 2 I .9 acres per I .000 population. Ii approved.
there will he no impact on the adopted L()S standard [or recreation and open space.

STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

Prior to any re/development within the subject area, site plan approval shall he required.
At ihat time, the stormwater management system br the site will he required to meet all
City and SWFWMI) stormwater management criteria.

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

Not applicable.

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

Not applicable.

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

The proposed rezoning is consistent with the established land use pattern.

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

The proposed boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions.

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

Not applicable.

FLUM-30-A
Page 16



j. WIielIwr the subject property is located within the I 00—ear flood plain or ( ‘oastal
II igh II azar(I Area as i(ldlltihed in the ( ‘oaslal ‘lanaemeiit [lenient of the

(‘ompreliensive Plan.

Accordi I1 It) the [‘EM A Flood Insurance l1L Map ( “11kM’’). the suhject property is not
located within a desn.wated Hood zone, Coastal Iligh I lazard Area (“Cl—Il—IA’’), or
h ii inca tie e vacu at ion zone.

L. Other per(iiieiit iiilormation.

None.
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September 2, 2015

Re: Allenclale Land Use Map Change and Related Rezonings;
City File FLUM-30-A

To whom it may concern:

My name is Lindsey Porter. I am a life-long St. Petersburg resident. Born in 1959,
I grew up in Allenclale in my family’s home at 4000 11th Street North. My mother,
Eleanor Porter, still owns and resides in that home.

I have attended a city-sponsored meeting on the proposed rezoning of Allendale.
Additionally I have studied the proposed changes and discussed them with a
number of my mother’s Allenclale neighbors. With the overarching goals of
protecting the character of Al lendal e and of helping prevent haphazard, short
sighted redevelopment, I support the proposed rezoning changes.

With regard to Subject Area A, none of the various zoning options, NT-3, NS-1
and NS-2, is, in my opinion, an ideal fit for Allendale. I believe the ideal zoning
would include the traditional design elements of NT—3, with the larger frontage
requirement of NS-2. Because we do not have the option of an ideal fit, for Subject
Area A I support the change to NS-1 as a temporary bridge to NS-2.

I understand that the Allendale neighborhood association intends to promptly
pursue redesignation of Subject Area A to NS-2 and I support that as well.

I have discussed this issue with my mother, age 90. She agrees my opinion in this
matter.

Sincerely,

Lindsey M. Porter
716 14th Ave NE
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September 1, 2015

City of St. Petersburg
Elizabeth Abernethy
175 Fifth Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Re: Allendale Terrace Rezoning

Dear Ms. Abernethy,

I am writing to you to voice my support in the re-zoning effort of Allendale Terrace and
adjoining areas from NT-3 to NS-1; because of my concern to the potential redevelopment and
the property re-parceling of existing parcels. The current city platting of homes on 60 foot
parcels chaHenges the history of restrictions and building set-backs, the natural beauty, privacy
and the single family character that is unique to the historic Allendale area. Any development
that imposes a higher housing density will impact our area, and areas close by, in a negative
mn anne r.

My main concern is the potential for overbuilding similar to what has recently been permitted
and completed at the south-west corner of 34th Avenue North and 6’ Street North. The
development and its density is clearly out of scale with its surrounding neighbors.

I moved to the Allendale area in 2007, the area is comforting with its majestic Oaks, brick paved
streets, walkability and a great area to raise a family. The older homes and grand estates root
the area to a sense of place within the history of Saint Petersburg, not unlike that of Snell Isle
and the Coffee Pot Bayou area. In keeping with the density of the neighborhood, I would think
that the city would be interested in keeping and protecting the character of the area and
consider it a valuable asset.

Should you have any questions about my concerns, I may be reached at 727-421-3060.

Paul G. Lauber
Architect + LEED AP
4100 12th Street North
Saint Petersburg, FL 33703
plauber312@gmail.com
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REGISTER AS OPPOSED to Rezoning to Larger Lots by 9/1/15.
Email Catherine.Lee@stpete.org and refer to FLUM-30-A

OR SIGN IN OPPOSITION (see sheet)
PRORERTY VALUES GO UP with 60 foot lots! (44-350% gain, annual gain 4-350%)
Recent examples include : (HIGHER GAINS WHEN MORE OPTIONS for SALE/<7Sft lots)
• 70 foot lot - 350% GAIN IN VALUE I 350%/Yr)- 1033 4OFH AVE N Two 70 foot lots were sold for $400000

($200,000 a piece) (10/21/14)
o One lot has already sold with a new home for $900,000
o The other lot is for sale and will now have a similar re-sale value

• 211% Gain 65 foot lot (211%/yr) -1034 39TH AVE N sold $206,000 (11/6/13) rebuilt, resold at $640,000
2014

• 84% gain (minimum) (42%/yr)- 50 foot lot across Street from Allendale - 1121 42ND AVE N $176,000 for
empty lot — new two story home $324,500 2015 sales estimate 2015 (PCPAO)

• 44% gain (4%gain/yr) (yr built 1965) (eight, 60 foot lots) 901 40th
Ave. N. $990,000 (6/21/2004) — Under

contract for $1425 million

Old Homes and Allendale Homes don’t sell Quickly or Well (9-47% gain, annual gain
0.7-3.36%) Recent examples include

• 2012 - 9% gain (0.69%/yr) (yr built 1953) 4046 11TH ST N $575,000S/3/1999 sold for $625,000 in 2012
• 2012 -9% gain (0.9%/yr) (yr built 1936) 930 40TH AVE N $389,000 (3/14/02), sold for $425,500 6/5/12
• 2014— 21% gain (2.1%/yr) (yr built 1929) 1016 39TH AVE N $495,000 (9/8/04), sold for $600,000 (4/25/14)
• 2014— 47% (3.36%/yr) (yr built 1949) 955 38TH AVE N 9/4/02 $202,000, sold for $297,500 11/24/14

Prior homes have been built on divided lot’s -the the neighborhoods benefited and
none of the horror stories of a “degraded” neighborhood, ugly homes or declining
property values came true.

1. Nina and Jim Light - early to mid 70s 940 42nd Ave N
2. Benjamin and CsiIIa Gilbert — 2015 1033 40th Ave N
3. CCP REI LLC — 2014 0 39th Ave N (previously part of Gross property 933 39th Ave N)
4. David and Ann McKalip — 1993 1078 42nd Ave N
5. David and Gloria McEwen - 1979 1019 40th Ave N
6. Maggie McQueen - 1981 950 39th Ave N
7. James and Tammy Meyer

— Q4 1034 39th Ave N
8. Bob and Pat MiIler—1979 4031 11th St N
9. Richard Winning — 1983 935 42nd Ave N
10. Barry Flaherty and Elizabeth Allen — 1987 4111 12th St N
11. Lynn and Caroline Feaster- 1997 l22S42ndAveN
12. Joseph and Ginger Reichl - 1981 945 42nd Ave N



REGISTER AS OPPOSED to Rezoning to Larger Lots by 9/1/15.

Email Catherine Leestpete.or and refer to FLUM-30-A

—— OR SIGN IN OPPOSITION (see sheet)

Why keep 60 foot lots?

Current Lot sizes (60 foot) increases the number of potential buyers for your home —

improves resale value and property value.

Home Values Appreciate FASTER/HIGHER on newer homes and with 60 foot lots (see data other side)

o PRORERTY VALUES GO UP with 60 foot lots and with new construction.

(44-350% gain, annual gain 4-350%)
o Old Allendale Homes generally don’t sell quickly or well.

• (9-47% gain, annual gain 0.7-3.36%)

• Prior homes have been built on divided lots the neighborhood benefited (see data other sde)

o There were some complaints in past about “dividing lots” and “Rutenburg” and “new homes”

causing damage to home values.

o The prior concerns of de-valuation and out of character homes were also proven false.

• Crime will not go up

o People that buy homes ranging from $324,500 to $9000 are not likely to be “transients” with crime

motivation.

• Misinformation abounds — here are facts.

o Nick Economou, owner of the old home at 3900 Dr. MLK st. is REFURBISHING the Old home, not

demolishing.

o Rezoning the lots Mr. Economou will purchase in January 2015 to 75 feet, will still allow 7 houses

to be built there. However, there driveways will empty onto 9th ST, creating traffic hazards.

o Leaving the lots at 60 feet and re-orienting to the side-streets is safer and will increase values

overall in the neighborhood.

o Mr. Economou does not plan to build condos, apartments or townhomes. He plans to sell to buyers

that will develop in ways consistent with our current neighborhood.

• A small group of neighbors are using the neighborhood crime watch to push their personal agenda.

They are intentionally hiding both sides of the story.

o The crime watch is trying to declare someone else’s house a historic landmark — over the objection

of homeowner Nick Economou- on his home at 3900 MLK. This will increase his cost of ownership

and decrease his resale value (per the Pinellas Realtors Organization and 20 property appraisers in

Pinellas County). Would you want people to declare your home “historic” over your objections?

o On 6/28 the neighbors intentionally did not invite opponents to lot re-facing!rezoning

neighborhood meeting (Nina Light confirmed this to Dr. McKalip personally).

o A handpicked “Action committee” has been secretly meeting in private sessions to map out

political strategies to rezone the neighborhood.

o The “Action Committee” states there is no relevant different alternative viewpoint to theirs!

o The committee and our Crime watch President refused to allow the neighborhood email list to be

used to announce 1) a neighborhood meet-and-greet with Nick Economou for fact finding, 2) a

“pro-con” essay on both sides of the issues of re-zoning.

o The action committee refused to allow a dues-paying member of the crimewatch to make a 5

minute personal presentation — insisting a conference call only (to which they also objected).

o Our Crime watch team has morphed from patrolling the streets to controlling other people’s

property in our neighborhood.
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Awarding a contract to T B Landmark Construction, Inc. in the amount of
$1085375.00 for the Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project. (Engineering Project No.
14090-111: Oracle No. 15335); and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of
$23,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003)
to the DIS Long Bayou Main RepI FY16 Project (15335), and providing an effective date.

Explanation: The Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project consists of furnishing all labor,
services, materials, and equipment necessary for construction of a new potable water main on
Bay Pines Boulevard North (US Alternate 19) at the crossing of Long Bayou. The essential
portions of work include 65 LE 8” ductile iron potable water main (open cut), 105 LF 8” ductile
iron potable water main (jack & bore), 510 LF 12” ductile iron potable water main (open cut),
1,850 LF of 14” HDPE potable water main (directional drill), one 8” gate valve & valve box, one
8” valve box (adjust), two 12” gate valves and valve box, two 12” x 12” tapping valve & sleeves,
10 thrust blocks, 105 18” casing (jack & bore), 2,700 pounds of fittings, removal of below-grade
and aerial potable water mains, placement of 100 LF of existing 8” potable water main out of
service, placement of 1,075 LF of existing 12” potable water main out of service (fill with
flowable fill) five sample taps, 1,850 LF post-installation pipeline mapping, two underground
utility markers, clearing & grubbing, tree removal and tree protection, 520 SY of asphalt
roadway restoration, 300 LF of FDOT type “F” curb & gutter, 3,215 SF of concrete sidewalk,
14,000 SF of sod, roadway striping & signage restoration, maintenance of traffic and any
additional incidentals.

The contractor will begin work approximately ten (10) days from Notice to Proceed and is
scheduled to complete the work within two hundred and ten (210) consecutive calendar days
thereafter. The Procurement Department received three bids for the Long Bayou Water Main
Replacement Project. Bids were opened on October 29, 2015 and are tabulated as follows:

Bidder Total
TB Landmark Construction, Inc. (Jacksonville, FL) $1,085,375.00
Westra Construction Corp. (Palmetto, FL) $1,320,230.75
Gator Boring & Trenching, Inc. (Pensacola, FL) $1 ,643,576.55

The lowest responsive responsible bidder, T B Landmark Construction, Inc. has met the
specifications, terms and conditions of IEB 5887 dated September 29, 2015 and has
satisfactorily performed similar work for Tampa Port Authority, Pasco County, City of Venice,
City of Sanford, Seminole County, Florida Public Utilities (FPU) and SCANA (Charleston, SC).
The Principals of the firm are Robin Thigpen, President/Secretary and Timothy C. Beasley, Vice
President/Treasurer.

Administration recommends awarding this contract to T B Landmark Construction, Inc. in the
amount of $1,085,375.00.

Continued on Page 2



Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project
December 17, 2015
Page 2

Recommendation: Administration recommends awarding this contract to T B Landmark
Construction, Inc. in the amount of $1,085,375.00 for Long Bayou Water Main Replacement
Project and providing an effective date (Engineering Project No. 14090-111; Oracle No. 15335).

CostlFunding/Assessment information: Funds will be available in the Water Resources
Capital Projects Fund (4003) DIS Long Bayou Main RepI FY16 Project (15335) following a
supplemental appropriation in the amount of $23,000 from the unappropriated balance of the
Water Resources Capital Project Fund (4003) to the DIS Long Bayou Main RepI FY16 Project
(15335).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

/3. bvis L 411-t aLi1’ice
Administrative Budget 1D... I



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AWARD
OF AN AGREEMENT TO T B LANDMARK
CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR THE LONG
BAYOU WATER MAN REPLACEMENT
PROJECT (ORACLE NO. 15335) AT A TOTAL
COST NOT TO EXCEED $1,085,375;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THIS
TRANSACTION; APPROVING A
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION N TI-IE
AMOUNT OF $23,000 FROM THE
UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF THE
WATER RESOURCES CAPITAL PROJECTS
FUND (4003) TO THE DIS LONG BAYOU
MAIN REPL FY16 PROJECT (15335); AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received three
bids for the Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project pursuant to IFB 5887 dated
September 29, 2015; and

WHEREAS, T B Landmark Construction, Inc. has met the terms and conditions
of IFB 5887; 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 award of an agreement to T B Landmark Construction, Inc. for
the Long Bayou Water Main Replacement Project (Oracle No. 15335) at a total cost not to
exceed $1,085,375 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayors Designee is authorized to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the following supplemental appropriation in
the amount of $23,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital Projects
Fund (4003) to the DIS Long Bayou Main Repi FY16 Project (15334) is hereby approved for FY
2016:

Water Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003)
DIS Long Bayou Main Repl FY Project (15334) $23,000

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance: .51T
City Attorney (Designee) Budget Department



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving the purchase of replacement non-lethal weapons (Tasers), accessories, and hardware
from Taser International, Inc., a sole source supplier, for the Police Department at a total cost of $795,449.43.

Explanation: The vendor will furnish and deliver 502 Tasers and related accessories. The nonlethal Taser
weapons are used by the Police to incapacitate suspects by causing temporary muscular dysfunction and
enable officers to safely incapacitate suspects regardless of size or mental state. The accessories include
items such as holsters, back-up batteries, training cartridges, and field cartridges.

Due to the proprietary design and invention of this equipment, a sole source procurement is recommended.
The existing Tasers are no longer warranted or certified by Taser and need to be replaced. The existing
Tasers will be destroyed and a certificate of destruction will be issued for a credit of $150,240.

The Purchasing Department, in cooperation with the Police Department recommends for award:

Taser International, Inc $795,449.43

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT

Handle, black, class Ill, X2 502 $1,029.95
Warranty, 4 year, X2 502 318.25
Cartridge, performance, smart, training, 25 3,500 30.60
Cartridge, performance, smart, 25’ 1,254 31.50
Estimated Shipping & Handling 1 1,175.58

Kit, data port download, USB, X2/X26P 5 164.75
Holster, black hawk, right, X2, 44HT01 BK-R-B 465 65.85
TPPM, battery pack, tactical, pinky extender, X2/X26P 502 54.50
Holster, black hawk, left, X2, 44HTO1BK-L-B 37 65.85
Cartridge, performance, smart, 25’ 500 31.50
Cartridge, performance, smart, inert sim, 25’ 30 43.00
Cartridge, performance, smart, training, 25’ 1,400 30.60

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 services is available from only one source.

CosUFundinglAssessment Information: Funds for the purchase of the Tasers has been appropriated in the
General Fund (0001) Police Department, Uniform Services Division (140-1461).

Attachments: Sole Source (3 pages)
Resolution

udget

Approvals:

4
0/ Ai1trative



City of St. Petersburg
Sole Source Request
Procurement & Supply Management

Department: Police

Check One:

Proposed Vendor: TASER

Requisition No. TBD

Proprietary Specifications

Estimated Total Cost: $795,449.43

Description of Items (or Services) to be purchased:

lasers; Taser cartridges; batteries; holsters; additional 4 yr. warranty

Purpose of Function of items:

lASERS are used by each officer and are a necessary piece of equipment. lASERs are
an intermediate weapon that is considered a less lethal form of self defense.

Justification for Sole Source of Proprietary specification:

lASER International invented this equipment and is the sole manufacturer and retailer.

I hereby certify that in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the City of St. Petersburg
Procurement Code, I have conducted a good faith review of available sources and have
determined that there is only one potential source for the required items per the above
justification. I also understand that under Florida Statute 838.22f2) it is a second degree felony
to circumvent a competitive bidding process by using a sole-source contract for commodities or
services.

.-

Department Director

istrator!ief

Louis Moore, Director
Procurement & Supply Management

1 ‘7
Date

1(////

Date

ii/iJts.
Dae

X Sole Source

Rev (1)11)
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17800 N. 85th St., Scottsdale, Arizona 85255• 480-991-0797 Fax 480-991.0791 www.TA5ER.com

February 26, 2075

To: United States state, local and municipal law enforcement agencies

Re: Sole Source Letter for TASER International, Inc.’s Conducted Electrical Weapons

A sole source justification exists because the fotlowing goods and services required to satisfy the agency’s needs
are only manufactured and available for purchase from TASER International. TASER is also the sole distributor
of all TASERt! brand products in the States of CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, IL, IN, MA, MD, ME, MN, MS. NH, NJ, NY,
OK, OR, PA, RI, TX, VA, VT, WI, WSJ, and the District of Columbia.

TASER CEW Descriptions

X2 CEW
• Multiple-shot CEW
• High efficiency flashlight
• Static dual LASERs (used for target acquisition)
• ARC switch enables drive-stun with or without a Smart cartridge installed
• Central Information Display (CID): Displays mission-critical data such as remaining battery energy,

burst time, operating mode, and user menu to change settings and view data on a yellow-on-black
display

• The Trilogy log system records information from a variety of sensors into three data logs: Event log,
Pulse log, and Engineering log. Data can be downloaded using a universal serial bus (USB) data
interface module connected to a personal computer (PC). Data may be transferred to
EVIDENCE.com services.

• Real-time clock with back-up battery
• Onboard self-diagnostic and system status monitoring and reporting
• Ambidextrous safety switch
• Capable of audio/video recording with optional TASER CAM HD recorder
• The trigger activates a single cycle (approximately 5 seconds). Holding the trigger down wilt continue

the discharge beyond the standard cycle (except when used with an APPM orTASER CAM HD
AS). The CEW cycle can be stopped by placing the safety switch in the down (SAFE) position.

• Compatible with TASER SmartTM cartridges only
X26P CEW

• High efficiency flashlight
• Red LASER (used for target acquisition)
• Central Information Display (CtD): Displays data such as calculated remaining energy, burst time,

and notifications
• The TrilogyTu log system records information from a variety of sensors into three data logs: Event

log, Pulse log, and Engineering log. Data can be downloaded using a universal serial bus (USB) data
interface module connected to a personal computer (PC). Data may be transferred to
EVIDENCE.com services.

• Real-time clock with back-up battery
a Onboard self-diagnostic and system status monitoring and reporting
• Ambidextrous safety switch
a Capable of audio/video recording with optional TASER CAM HD recorder
• The trigger activates a single cycle (approximately 5 seconds). Holding the trigger down wilt continue

the discharge beyond the standard cycle (except when used with an APPM or TASER CAM HD
AS). The CEW cycle can be stopped by placing the safety switch in the down (SAFE) position.

• Compatible with ‘lASER standard series cartridges

TASER Brand CEW Model Numbers



lASER Product Packages

Please contact your local lASER sales representative or call us at 1-800-978-2737 with any questions.

Sincerely,

Josh Isner
Executive Vice President, North American Sales
lASER International, Inc.

SLACKHAWKI is a trademark of the Blackhawk Products Group,

Smart, TASR CAM, Trilogy, X2, and X2SP are trademarks of TASER International, Inc., and TASER, Axon, and the Bolt within Circle togo
are trademarks of TASER International, Inc., registered in the USA. All rights reserved. ‘ 2015 TASER International, Inc.

SOLE AUTHORIZED DISTRIBUTOR FOR SOLE AUTHORIZED REPAIR FACIUVt FOR
lASER BRAND CEW PRODUCTS TASER BRAND CEW PRODUCTS

Choose an item.
TASER InternatIonal, Inc. lASER International, Inc.

17800 N.
85th

Street1 Scottsdale, AZ 85255 17800 N. 85 Street, Scottsdale, AZ 85255
Phone: 800-978-2737 Phone: 800.978.2737

Fax; 480-991-0791 Fax: 480-991-0791

TASEP trilcrna[ior.at. Inc CEJ Sole Source Le;ter Rcuse: rehrury 20 2015 Pace 2



A RESOLUTION DECLARING TASER
INTERNATIONAL, INC. TO BE A SOLE
SOURCE SUPPLIER FOR NON-LETHAL
REPLACEMENT WEAPONS (TASER$),
ACCESSORIES AND HARDWARE;
ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL AND
APPROVING THE AWARD OF AN
AGREEMENT TO TASER INTERNATIONAL,
INC. FOR THE PURCHASE OF 502
REPLACEMENT NON-LETHAL WEAPONS
(TASERS) ACCESSORIES AND HARDWARE
AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$795,449.43 FOR THE POLICE DEPARTMENT;
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 replace 502 existing Tasers that are no longer
warranted or certified;

WHEREAS, the Tasers are proprietary inventions and designs; 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 Police Department, recommends approval of this purchase from Taser International, Inc.
as a sole source supplier; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has prepared a written statement to the
City Council certifying the condition and circumstances for the sole source purchase.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida, that Taser International, Inc. is a sole source supplier for non-lethal
weapons (Tasers, accessories, and hardware); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the purchase of 502 non-lethal replacement
weapons (Tasers) accessories and hardware at a total cost not to exceed $795,449.43 for the
Police Department is hereby approved and the Mayor or the Mayor’s designee is authorized to
execute all necessary documents to effectuate this transaction; and

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 December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Renewing the purchase of annual service agreements from Oracle America, Inc. a sole
source supplier, for the Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management (WAM)
applications, Oracle Spatial, Oracle WebCenter, and other Oracle and Solaris technology
products at a cost not to exceed $638,514.14.

Explanation: The city received a renewal of annual service agreements for Oracle and Solaris
software providing 24/7 telephone support, access to its support database (My Oracle Support),
application and technology upgrades, program fixes and issue escalation management for all
Oracle and Solaris products. The service agreements will be effective from January 1, 2016
through December 31, 2016.

The city utilizes Oracle software to manage a number of processes including the Oracle
eBusiness Suite used for human resources, finance, payroll, budget, projects, grants, property
management, housing loans, billing and collections, purchasing, and inventory. The Water
Resources Department uses the Work and Asset Management (WAM) application to manage
operations; and the Engineering Department is the primary user of the Spatial/GIS applications.
The Solaris products support the operating systems for the eBusiness and Spatial/GIS
applications.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Technology Services Department,
recommends for renewal:

Oracle America, Inc $638,514.14

This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-249 of the Sole Source Procurement of the
City Code which authorizes City Council to approve the purchase of a supply or service greater
than $100,000 without competitive bidding if it has been determined that the supply or service is
available from only one source.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been appropriated in the Technology
Services Operating Fund (5011), and Oracle eBusiness Solutions Division (850-2559).

Attachments: Software Update License and Support Service (20 pages)
Sole Source
Resolution

Approvals: -

nive get



GENERAL INFORMATION

OFFER EXPIRATION ORACLE: Oracle America, Inc.

. Oracle Support
Support Service 1727261 Sales ChouaVang
Number: Representative:

Offer Expires: 31-Dec-15

Telephone: 3032727883

Fax: 7197571301

E-mail: choua.vangoraclecom

CUSTOMER: City of St. Petersburg

CUSTOMER CUSTOMER
QUOTE TO BILL TO

Account Contact: Christine West Account Contact: Christine West

CITY OF SAINT CITY OF SAINT
Account Name: PETERSBURG

Account Name: PETERSBURG
FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Address: 1 4th St. 2nd Fl Address: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
SAINT PETERSBURG P0 BOX 1257
FL 33701 Saint Petersburg
United States FL 33731

United States

Telephone: 727 892-5186 Telephone: 581-688-3113

Fax: Fax:

E-mail: christine.west©stpete.org E-mail: Christine.West@stpete.org

“You’ and “Your” as referenced In this ordering document refers to the Customer identified in the table
above.

Oracle may provide certain notices about technical support services via e-mail. Accordingly, please verify
and update the Customer Quote To and Customer Bill To information in the above table to help ensure
that You receive such communications from Oracle. If changes are required to the Customer Quote To

and Customer Bill To information, please e-mail or fax the updated information, with Your support service
number 1727261, to Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified in the table above.

Page 2 of 10 Support SeMce Number: 1727261

RL_Specified_Agreementvo 10916



SERVICE DETAILS

Program Technical Support Services

Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Oty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric LevelI

Type

Change Management Pack 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 125.77

Named User Plus Perpetual

Change Management Pack - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 251.54

Processor Perpetual

E-Business Suite Employee User 13489479 780 FULL USE 1-Jan-15 31-Dec-16 26,157.01

- Employee User Perpetual

8-Business Suite Professional 13489479 350 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 117,371,15

User - Professional User
Perpetual

Learning Management - Trainee 13489479 2315 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,811.72

Perpetual

Oracle BPEL Process Manager 13489479 2 FULL USE 1-Jan.16 31-Dec-16 5,081.82

Option - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 411 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 16,050.54

Edition - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,676.75

Edilion - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,619.44

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracte Database Enterprise 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 19,529.53

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 3,353.48

Edition - Processor Perpelual

Oracle Database Standard 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 11,66350

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Diagnostics Pack- 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 125.77

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Diagnostics Pack - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 251.54

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Discoverer Desktop 13489479 100 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 6,383.65

Edition - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle 8-Business Suite 2003 13489479 150 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,282.55

Professional User- Professional
User 2003 Perpelual

Oracle Financials -Application 13489479 300 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 9,218,91

Read-Only User Perpetual
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Program Technical Support Services
Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Financials - Application 13489479 85 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1065349

Read-Only User Perpetual

Oracle Forms and Reports - 13489479 20 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1555.17

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Forms and Reports - 13489479 2 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 7,775.70

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Grants -Application User 13489479 155 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 12,729.55

Perpetual

Oracle Grants - Application User 13489479 20 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 6,698.54

Perpetual

Oracle Internet Application 13489479 40 FULL USE 1-Jan-15 31-Dec-16 1,171.93

Server Enterprise Edition -

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Internet Application 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 8097.16

Server Enterprise Edition -

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Internet Application 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 5,858.84

Server Enterprise Edition -

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Internet Developer Suite - 13489479 3 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,915.89

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Internet Developer Suite - 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,024.28

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle iRecruitment- Employee 13489479 1688 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1988,71

Perpetual

Oracle iRecruitment- Person 13489479 3445 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 14,440.80

Perpetual

Oracle Loans - Application User 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 5,074.71

Perpetual

Oracle Mobile Supply Chain 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,816.55

Applications for Oracle Inventory
Management - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Self-Service Human 13489479 2818 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,771.20

Resources - Employee Perpetual

Oracle Self-Service Human 13489479 2315 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2343.09

Resources - Person Perpetual

Oracle Sourcing - Application 13489479 5 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 8,383.66

User Perpetual

Oracle Sourcing for Oracle 13489479 5 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 821.75

Purchasing - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Spatial and Graph - 13489479 50 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 488.19

Named User Plus Perpetual
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Program Technical Support Services
Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Spatial and Graph - 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-76 1952.94
Processor Perpetual

Oracle Tuning Pack - Named 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 125.77
User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Tuning Pack - Processor 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 251.54
Perpetual

Payroll - Person Perpetual 13489479 5204 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 26,177.08

Program Technical Support Fees: USD 350,071.22

Program Technical Support Services

Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Procurement Contracts 1 3489479 15 FULL USE 1-Jan-iS 31-Dec-16 71091.77

for Oracle Purchasing -

Applicalion User Perpetual

Program Technical Support Fees: USD 11,091.77

Program Technical Support Services
Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Services Procurement tot 13489479 15 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 9751.19

Oracle Purchasing - Application
User Perpetual

Program Technical Support Fees: USD 9,751.19

Total Price: USD 370,914.18

Plus applicable tax

Please note the following:
If You have questions regarding the Service Details section of this ordering document, or believe
that corrections are required, please contact Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified
on the first page of this ordering document,

• Please review Oracle’s technical support policies, including the Lifetime Support Policy, before
entering into this ordering document. Under Oracle’s Lifetime Support Policy, the support level for
an Oracle product, if applicable, may change during the term of the services purchased under this
ordering document. If extended support is offered, an additional fee will be charged for such
support if ordered, If You would like to purchase extended support please contact Your Oracle
Support Sales Representative identified on the first page of this ordering document.
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• If Oracle accepts Your order, the start date set forth in the Service Details table above shall serve
as the commencement date of the technical support services and the technical support services
ordered under this ordering document will be provided through the end date specified in the table
for the applicable programs and? or hardware.

• If any of the fields listed in the Service Details table above ate blank, then such fields do not apply
for the applicable programs and/or hardware for which You are purchasing technical support
services.
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oRACLEt
GENERAL INFORMATION

OFFER EXPIRATION ORACLE: Oracle America, Inc.

. Oracle Support
Support Service 2405723 Sales Choua yang
Number: Representative:

Offer Expires: 31-Dec-15

Telephone: 3032727883

Fax: 7197571301

E-mail: choua,vangoracle.com

CUSTOMER: CITY OF SAINT PETERSBURG

CUSTOMER CUSTOMER
QUOTETO BILLTO

Account Contact: Christine West Account Contact: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

CITY OF SAINT CITY OF SAINT
Account Name: PETERSBURG

Account Name: PETERSBURG
FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Address: 1 FOURTH STREET Address: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
SAINT PETERSBURG P0 BOX 1257
FL 33701 Saint Petersburg
United States FL 33731

United States

Telephone: 727 892-5186 Telephone:

Fax: Fax:

E-mail: christine.west@stpete.org E-mail:

“You’ and ‘Your as referenced in this ordering document refers to the Customer identified in the table
above.

Oracle may provide certain notices about technical support services via e-mail, Accordingly, please verify
and update the Customer Quote To and Customer Bill To information in the above table to help ensure
that You receive such communications from Oracle. If changes are required to the Customer Quote To
and Customer Bill To information, please e-mail or fax the updated information, with Your support service
number 2405723, to Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified in the table above.
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SERVICE DETAILS

Program Technical Support Services

Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSI # Oty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level /

Type

Oracle Utilities Accounts Payable 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Interface - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Utilities CIS Interface - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Application Module Perpetual

Oracle Utilities 2AM Base 13489479 500 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 117,084.01

Software User - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Utilities Financial 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Interface - Application Module
Perpetual

Oracle Utilities GIS Integration - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 6,456.84

Application Module Perpetuat

Oracle Utilities HR and 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Timekeeping Interface -

Application Module Perpetual

Oracle Utilities Inventory 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Interface - Application Module
Perpetual

Oracle Utilities Procurement 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Interface - Application Module
Perpetual

Oracle Utilities Work 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,152.31

Management Interface -

Application Module Perpetual

Program Technical Support Fees: USD 125,693.16

Total Price: USD 125,693.16

Plus applicable tax

Please note the following:
• If You have questions regarding the Service Details section of this ordering document, or believe

that corrections are required, please contact Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified

on the first page of this ordering document.
• Please review Oracle’s technical support policies, including the Lifetime Support Policy, before

entering into this ordering document. Under Oracle’s Lifetime Support Policy, the support level for

an Oracle product, if applicable, may change during the term of the services purchased under this
ordering document. If extended support is offered, an additional fee will be charged for such
support if ordered. If You would like to purchase extended support please contact Your Oracle
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Support Sales Representative identified on the first page of this ordering document.

• If Oracle accepts Your order, the start date set forth in the Service Details table above shall serve
as the commencement date of the technical support services and the technical support services
ordered under this ordering document will be provided through the end date specified in the table
for the applicable programs and! or hardware.

• It any of the fields listed in the Service Details table above are blank, then such fields do not apply
for the applicable programs and/or hardware for which You ate purchasing technical support
services.
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DRACLEZ
GENERAL INFORMATION

OFFER EXPIRATION ORACLE: Oracle America, Inc.

Oracle Support
Support Service

293901 1 Sales Sarah Vlach
Number: Representative:

Offer Expires: 31-Dec-15

Telephone:

Fax:

E-mail: sarah.vlach@oracle.com

CUSTOMER: CITY OF SAINT PETERSBURG

CUSTOMER CUSTOMER
QUOTE TO BILL TO

Account Contact: Christine West Account Contact: Christine West

CITY OF SAINT CITY OF SAINT
Account Name: PETERSBURG

Account Name: PETERSBURG
2001 28TH STREET FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Address: NORTH
Address: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

SAINT PETERSBURG PC BOX 1257
BEACH Saint Petersburg
FL 33715 FL 33731
United States United States

Telephone: 727 892-5186 Telephone: 727-892-5186

Fax: Fax:

E-mail: christine.west@stpete.org E-mail: christine.weststpete.org

You’ and Your” as referenced in this ordering document refers to the Customer identified in the table
above.

Oracle may provide certain notices about technical support services via e-mail. Accordingly, please verify
and update the Customer Quote To and Customer Bill To information in the above table to help ensure
that You receive such communications from Oracle. If changes are required to the Customer Quote To
and Customer Bill To information, please e-mail or fax the updated information, with Your support service
number 2939011, to Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified in the table above.
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SERVICE DETAILS

Program Technical Support Services
Service Levef: Oracle Priority Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level /

Type

Change Management Pack - 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec.16 24.42

Named User Plus Perpetual

Change Management Pack - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 48.84

Processor Perpetual

E-Business Suite Employee User 13489479 780 FULL USE 1-Jan.16 31-Dec-16 5,07903

- Employee User Perpetual

E-Business Suite Professional 13489479 350 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 22,790.51

User- Professional User
Perpetual

Learning Management - Trainee 13489479 2315 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 545,97

Perpetual

Oracle BPEL Process Manager 13489479 2 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 986.76

Option - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-15 325.58

Edition - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 411 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 3116.61

Edition - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 3,792.14

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 651.16

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Enterprise 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan.16 31-Dec-15 314.45

Edition - Processor Perpetual

Oracle Database Standard 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,264.76

Edition - Processor Perpetuat

Oracle Diagnostics Pack- 13489479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 24.42

Named User Ptus Perpetual

Oracle Diagnostics Pack - 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 46.84

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Discoverer Desktop 13489479 100 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,627.90

Edition - Named User Plus
Perpetual

Oracle E-Business Suite 2003 13489479 150 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 249.04

Professional User- Professional
User 2003 Perpetual

Oracle Financiats - Application 13489479 65 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,068.64

Read-Only User Perpetual
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Program Technical Support Services
Service Level: Oracle Priority Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Financials - Application 13489479 300 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1790.08

Read-Only User Perpetual

Oracle Forms and Reports - 13489479 20 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 301.97

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Forms end Reports - 13489479 2 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 150984

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Grants - Application User 13489479 20 FULL USE 1-Jan-i 6 31-Dec-16 1,300.69

Perpetual

Oracle Grants - Application User 13489479 155 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2471,76

Perpetual

Oracle Internet Application 13489479 40 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 227.56

Server Enterprise Edition -

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle InternetApplication 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec.16 1,137.64

Server Enterprise Edition -

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Internet Application 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,572.26

Server Enterprise Edition -

Processor Perpetual

Oracle Internet Developer Suite - 13489479 3 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 566.19

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Internet Developer Suite - 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 393.06

Named User Plus Perpetual

Oracle iRecruitment - Employee 13489479 1688 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 386,16

Perpetual

Oracle Recruitment - Person 13489479 3445 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,804.04

Perpetual

Oracle Loans - Application User 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 985.38

Perpetual

Oracle Mobile Supply Chain 13489479 10 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 352.73

Applications for Oracle Inventory
Management - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Procurement Contracts 13489479 15 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,153.74

for Oracle Purchasing -

Application User Perpetual

Oracle Self-Service Human 13489479 2816 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 343.92

Resources - Employee Perpetual

Oracle Self-Service Human 13489479 2315 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 454.97

Resources - Person Perpetual

Oracle Services Procurement for 13489479 15 FULL USE 1-Jan-i 6 31-Dec-I 6 1893.43

Oracle Purchasing - Application
User Perpetual

Oracle Sourcing -Application 13489479 5 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1627.90

User Perpetual
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Program Technical Support Services
Service Level; Oracle Priority Support

Product Description CSI # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle Sourcing for Oracle 13489479 5 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 159.56
Purchasing - Application User
Perpetual

Oracle Spatial and Graph - 13489479 50 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 94.79
Named User Plus Perpelual

Oracle Spatial and Graph - 13489479 4 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 379.21

Processor Perpelual

Oracle Tuning Pack - Named 13469479 25 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 24.42

User Plus Perpetual

Oracle Tuning Pack - Processor 13489479 1 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 48.84

Perpetual

Oracle WebCenler Applications 13489479 3 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 949,54

Adapter for Oracle E-Business USE
Suite - Processor Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Oracle WebCenler Content - 13489479 30 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1,637.94

Named User Plus Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenter Content - 13489479 2 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 5,459.82

Processor Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenler Enterprise 13489479 30 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 569.73

Capture - Named User Plus USE
Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Oracle WebCenler Enterprise 13489479 1 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 949.54

Capture - Processor Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenter Forms 13489479 30 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 949.54

Recognition - Named User Plus USE

Perpetual SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenter Forms 13489479 1 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 1S82.55

Recognition - Processor USE
Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Oracle WebLogic Server 13489479 30 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 94.95

Standard Edition - Named User USE

Plus Perpetual SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebLogic Server 13489479 1 LIMITED 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 158.26

Standard Edition- Processor USE
Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Payroll - Person Perpetual 13489479 5204 FULL USE 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 5,082.93
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Program Technical Support Fees: USD 84,374.01

Total Price: USD 84,374.01

Plus applicable tax

Please note the following:
If You have questions regarding the Service Details section of this ordering document, or believe
that corrections are required, please contact Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified
on the first page ol this ordering document.

• Please review Oracle’s technical support policies, including the Lifetime Support Policy, before
entering into this ordering document. Under Oracle’s Lifetime Support Policy, the support level for
an Oracle product, if applicable, may change during the term of the services purchased under this
ordering document. If extended support is offered, an additional fee will be charged for such
support if ordered. If You would like to purchase extended support please contact Your Oracle
Support Sales Representative identiñed on the first page of this ordering document.

• If Oracle accepts Your order, the start date set forth in the Service Details table above shall serve
as the commencement date of the technical support services and the technical support services
ordered under this ordering document will be provided through the end date specified in the table
for the applicable programs and/ or hardware.

• If any of the fields listed in the Service Details table above are blank, then such fields do not apply
for the applicable programs and/or hardware for which You are purchasing technical support
services.

Page 5 of 10 Support Seriice Number: 2939011

RLGlobaI_vQl 0915



GRACLE1
GENERAL INFORMATION

OFFER EXPIRATION ORACLE: Oracle America, Inc.

Oracle Support
Support ServIce 6686901 Sales Choua yang
Number: Representative:

Offer Expires: 17-May-16

Telephone: 3032727883

Fax: 7197571301

E-mail: choua.vangoracle.com

CUSTOMER: City of St. Petersburg

CUSTOMER CUSTOMER
QUOTETO BILLTO

Account Contact: Christine West Account Contact: Christine West

Account Name: City of St. Petersburg Account Name: City of St. Petersburg

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
Address: 1 4th St N 2nd Fl Address: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

2nd Floor PD BOX 1257
SAINT PETERSBURG Saint Petersburg
FL 33701 FL 33731
United States United States

Telephone: 727 892 5276 Telephone: 727-892 5276

Fax: Fax:

E-mail: christine,weststpete.org E-mail: christine.weststpete.org

“You” and “Your” as referenced In this ordering document refers to the Customer identified in the table
above.

Oracle may provide certain notices about technical support services via e-mail. Accordingly, please verify

and update the Customer Quote To and Customer Bill To information in the above table to help ensure
that You receive such communications from Oracle. If changes are required to the Customer Quote To
and Customer Bill To information, please e-mail or fax the updated information, with Your support service
number 6686901, to Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified in the table above.
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SERVICE DETAILS

Program Technical Support Services
Service Level: Software Update License & Support

Product Description CSi # Qty License License Start Date End Date Price
Metric Level I

Type

Oracle WebOenter Applications 13489479 3 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 341051

Adapter for Oracle E-Business USE
Suite - Processor Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Oracle WebCenter Content - 13489479 30 LIMiTED 18-May-16 31-Dec.16 588314

Named User Plus Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenter Content - 13489479 2 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 19,61045

Processor Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebCenter Enterprise 13489479 30 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 2,04631

Capture - Named User Plus USE
Perpetual SPECIFIE

D APP

Oracle WebCenter Enterprise 13489479 1 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 3410.51

Capture - Processor Perpetual USE
SPECIFIE
o APP

Oracle WebCenter Forms 13489479 30 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 3,41051

Recognition - Named User Plus USE

Perpetual SPECIFIE
O APP

Oracle WebCenter Forms 13489479 1 LIMITED 16-May-16 31-Dec-16 5,684.19

Recognition - Processor USE

Perpetual SPECIFIE
D APP

Oracle WebLogic Server 13489479 30 LIMITED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 34105

Standard Edition - Named User USE

Plus Perpetual SPECIFIE
O APP

Oracle WebLogic Server 13489479 1 LIMiTED 18-May-16 31-Dec-16 568.42

Standard Edition - Processor USE
Perpetual SPECIFIE

0 APP

Program Technical Support Fees: USD 44,365.09

Total Price: USO 44,365.09

Plus applicable tax

Please note the following:
• If You have questions regarding the Service Details section of this ordering document, or believe
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that corrections are required, please contact Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified
on the first page of this ordering document.
Please review Oracle’s technical support policies, including the Lifetime Support Policy, before
entering into this ordering document. Under Oracle’s Lifetime Support Policy, the support level for
an Oracle product, if applicable, may change during the term of the services purchased under this
ordering document. If extended support is offered, an additional fee will be charged for such
support if ordered. If You would like to purchase extended support please contact Your Oracle
Support Sales Representative identified on the first page of this ordering document.

• If Oracle accepts Your order, the start date set forth in the Service Details table above shall serve
as the commencement date of the technical support services and the technical support services
ordered under this ordering document will be provided through the end date specified in the table
for the applicable programs and? or hardware (‘Support Period”).

• If any of the fields listed in the Service Details table above are blank, then such fields do not apply
for the applicable programs and/or hardware for which You are purchasing technical support
services.
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cDRACLE’
GENERAL INFORMATION

OFFER EXPIRATION ORACLE: Oracle America, Inc.

. Oracle Support
Support Service 5707582 Sales Choua yang
Number: Representative:

Offer Expires: 31-Dec-15

Telephone: 3032727883

Fax: 7197571301

E-mail: choua.vang@oracle.com

CUSTOMER: City of St. Petersburg

CUSTOMER CUSTOMER
QUOTE TO BtLLTO

Account Contact: Christine West Account Contact: Christine West

. CITY OF SAINT
Account Name: City of St. Petersburg Account Name: PETERSBURG

ONE 4TH ST N - 2ND FINANCE DEPARTMENT
Address: FLR

Address: ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
PC BOX 1257

SAINT PETERSBURG Saint Petersburg
FL 33701-3804 FL 33731
United States United States

Telephone: 727 892 5276 Telephone: 581-688-3113

Fax: Fax:

E-mail: christine.weststpete,org E-mail: Christine.Weststpete.org

‘You and “Your” as referenced in this ordering document refers to the Customer identified in the table
above.

Oracle may provide certain notices about technical support services via e-mail, Accordingly, please verify
and update the Customer Quote To and Customer Bill To information in the above table to help ensure
that You receive such communications from Oracle. If changes are required to the Customer Quote To
and Customer Bill To information, please e-mail or fax the updated information, with Your support service
number 5707582, to Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified in the table above.
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SERVICE DETAILS

Hardware Technical Support Services
Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Qty Start Date End Date Price
Installed At: City of St. Petersburg - ONE 4TH ST N - 2ND FLR — SAINT PETERSBURG PINELLAS FL 33701-3804 United States

IOGbE SR XFP Transceiver piuggabie 18774283 2 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 10614

Hardware Technical Support Fees: USO 106.14

Hardware Technical Support Services
Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Qty Start Date End Date Price
Installed At: City of St. Petersburg - ONE 4TH ST N - 2ND FLR — SAINT PETERSBURG PINELLAS FL 33701 -3804 United States

SPARC Enterprise M4000 server BDF1242456 18774283 1 1-Jan-16 31-Doc-iG 000

100bE SR XFP Transceiver 18774283 2 1-Jon-16 31-Dec-16 106 14
pluggable

2 SPARC VlI 4-core 266 GHc 18774263 2 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 3,134.55
processors (for Iactory natalfalion)

DAT oplon filet panel (for factory 18774233 1 1-Jan16 31-Dec-16 3 58
net allatori

Four 2 06 DDR2-667 DiMMs for 16771283 1 1-Jan-18 31-Dec-16 239.08
non-EIJ countrios (for factory

I Ia iIOfl

Memory OptiOn 611cr ponOl (lot 18774283 3 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 098

factory installation)

One 600 GB 10000 rpm 2 5-inch 18774283 2 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 102.64

SAS-2 HDD with mounting bracket
(for factory nsla)ltion)

Power cord Global jumper, straight 18774283 2 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 3 33
plug-connector, 1.5 meters,
1EC50320-2-2 sheet I (C20) plug,
1EC60320-C19 connector, 20 A (far
factory inslallation)

SPARC Enterprise M4000 sc-rver 18774283 1 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 2,68944

base for non-EU countries (for
factory installation)

StorageTek 8 Gb Fibro Channel 18774283 2 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 400 39

PClo HBA dual port OLogic (for
factory Installation)

Sun Dual 10 GbE XFP PCle Low 16774283 1 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 10564

Profile Adapter

Hardware Technical Support Fees: USD 6,785.98

Page 3 of 9 Support Service Number: 5707582
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Hardware Technical Support Services

Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Oty Start Date End Date Price

Installed At: City of St. Petersburg - ONE 4TH ST N - 2ND FLR SAINT PETERSBURG PINELLAS FL 33701-3804 United States

Sun 10 GigE Fiber XFP Low Profile Adapter 18774283 1 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 10582

Hardware Technical Support Fees: USO 105.82

Hardware Technical Support Services

Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Operating Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Qty Start Date End Date Price

Installed At: CITY OF SAINT PETERSBURG - 1 4TH ST N SAINT PETERSBURG PINELLAS FL 33701 United States

SE M4000 2,4GHz 4P32G5 2HDD 16917984 1 1-Jan.16 31-Dec-16 3511.88

ASY,FF1,2X2CPUMJ,32G:2X8X2/100 BEF0937356 16917984 1 1-Jan-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Hardware Technical Support Fees: USD 3511.88

Hardware Technical Support Services

Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Qty Start Date End Date Price

Installed At: City of St. Petersburg - ONE 4TH STREET N. 2ND FLOOR INFO & COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES SAINT PETERSBURG

PINE

Fujitsu M10-1 server; model family 19866547 1 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 0.00

Fujitsu M10-1 server model family PZ31512047 19866517 1 3-Apr-16 31-Doc-16 0.00

2 Sun Storage 16Gb FC shortwave 19866547 2 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 109.00

optics, Olagic (for factory
installation)

Four 16 GB DDR3-1600 registered 19866547 4 3-Apr.16 31-Dec-16 626.73

DIMMs (far ractory installation)

Fujitsu M10-1 server activaton 198665-17 8 3-Apr-10 31-Dec-16 545.87

permit tot 2 processor cores (far
faclary installation)

Fu1;lsu M10-1 server; base with 1 1986654? 1 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 722 10

deaclivaled SPARC64 X+ 16-core
3.2 GHz processor (for factory
installation). Separately priced
acliyaeon permit required

One 900 GB 10000 rpm 25-inch 19866547 6 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 272.86

SAS-2 HDD with Fujitsu M10 Series
bracket (for factory installation)

Oracle Solaris and Orain VM 19860517 1 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 006

Server for SPARC preinstlt (tot
factory installation)

Powor curd North America and 1986654? 2 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 364

Asia. 3 meters. NEMA 5-15P plug,
C13 connector. 10 A (for factory
installation)

Page 4 of 9 Support Service Number; 5707582
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Hardware Technical Support Services

Service Level: Oracle Premier Support for Systems

Product Description Serial Number CSI # Qty Start Date End Date Price

Sun 10Gbps Dual Rain SFP SR 19666547 2 3-Apr-iS 3l-Dec-6 95.37

Sun Dual 1OGbE SFP+ PCIe Low 19865547 1 3-Apr.16 31-Dcc-6 89.69
Profile Adapter

Sun Storage Dual 16 Gb Fibre 19866547 2 3-Apr-16 31-Dec-16 192 57

Channel PCIe Universal HBA,
Glogic (for tacloty installation)

Hardware Technical Support Fees: USD 2,657.88

Total Price: USD 13,167.70

Plus applicable tax

Please note the following:
If You have questions regarding the Service Details section of this ordering document, or believe
that corrections are required, please contact Your Oracle Support Sales Representative identified
on the first page of this ordering document.
Please review Oracles technical support policies, including the Lifetime Support Policy, before
entering into this ordering document. Under Oracles Lifetime Support Policy, the support level for
an Oracle product, if applicable, may change during the term of the services purchased under this
ordering document. If extended support is offered, an additional fee will be charged for such
support if ordered. If You would like to purchase extended support please contact Your Oracle
Support Sales Representative identified on the first page of this ordering document.

• If Oracle accepts Your order, the start date set forth in the Service Details table above shall serve
as the commencement date of the technical support services and the technical support services
ordered under this ordering document will be provided through the end date specified in the table
for the applicable programs and/ or hardware.

• If any of the fields listed in the Service Details table above are blank, then such fields do not apply
for the applicable programs and/or hardware for which You are purchasing technical support
services.

Page 5 of 9 Support Service Number 5707582
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City of St. Petersburg

Sole Source Request
Procurement & Supply Management

Department: ICS

Check One:

Proposed Vendor:

Estimated Total Cost:

Oracle American, Inc.

$567, 526.06

Requisition No.

Proprietary Specifications

Description of Items (or Services) to be purchased:

Annual Maintenance and Support agreements for Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work
and Asset Management (WAM), Oracle Spatial, and other Oracle and Solaris technology
products

Purpose of Function of items:

Annual Maintenance and Support agreements

Justification for Sole Source of Proprietary specification:

Oracle is a sole source provider of maintenance and support of Oracle products.

I hereby certify that in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the City of St. Petersburg
Procurement Code, I have conducted a good faith review of available sources and have
determined that there is only one potential source for the required items per the above
justification. I also understand that under Florida Statute 838.22(2) it is a second degree felony
to circumvent a competitive bidding process by using a sole-source contract for commodities or
services.

Department Director

Administrat r/Chief

1k jl( 1%
Date

I ( r
Date

iqii/i
Date

X Sole Source

Louis Moore, Director
Procurement & Supply Management

Rev fl/li)



APPROVING THE RENEWAL OF ONE-YEAR SERVICE
AGREEMENTS TO ORACLE AMERICA INC., A SOLE
SOURCE PROVIDER, FOR ORACLE EBUSNESS SUITE,
ORACLE WORK AND ASSET MANAGEMENT
APPLICATIONS, ORACLE SPATIAL, ORACLE WEBCENTER
AND OTHER ORACLE AND SOLARIS TECHNOLOGY
PRODUCTS AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$638,514.14; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City utilizes Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset
Management applications, Oracle Spatial, Oracle WebCenter and other Oracle and Solaris
technology products; and

WHEREAS, these products are the proprietary technology of Oracle America
Inc., thereby the only company who can service and maintain the technology; and

WFIEREAS, Section 2-241(d) of the City Code 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 suppty or service is available from only one source; and

WFIEREAS. the City wishes to renew one-year service agreements with Oracle
America, Inc. for its Oracle eBusiness Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management applications,

Oracle Spatial, Oracle WebCenter and other Oracle and Solaris technology products; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has previously submitted a written
statement to the City Council certifying the condition and circumstances for the sole source

award; and

WHEREAS, City Council has previously declared Oracle America Inc. to be a

sole source supplier; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Technology

Services Department, recommends approval of this award.

NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

St. Petersburg, Florida that the renewal of one-year service agreements to Oracle America Inc., a

sole source provider for the Oracle c-Business Suite, Oracle Work and Asset Management

Applications, Oracle Spatial, Oracle WebCenter and other Oracle and Solaris technology

products at an annual cost not to exceed $638,514.14 is hereby approved and the Mayor or

Mayor’s designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the agreements will be effective from

January 1, 2016 through December 31, 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 December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving an increase in allocation for electrical supplies with Mayer Electric Supply
Company, Inc.; Rexel Inc. formerly known as Southern Electric Supply Company, Inc. dba Rexel;
and Electric Supply of Tampa, Inc. in the combined amount of $1 15,000 which increases the total
contract amount to $385,000.

Explanation: On May 16, 2013, City Council approved three agreements for electrical supplies
through July 31, 2016, at a combined estimated amount of $270,000. Due to an increased volume
of infrastructure repairs, capital projects, and unforeseen storm repairs the forecasted amount is
expected to exceed the original estimate prior to the end of contract term. Therefore an increase
in allocation is requested.

The vendors furnish for delivery and pick-up, electrical supplies such as wire, conduit, switches,
circuit breakers, transformers, enclosures, and cords. These supplies are used to repair
equipment such as pumps, exhaust fan motors, ballasts, and traffic signals; and are also used in
electrical system maintenance in city facilities.

The Procurement Department recommends approval:

Original Contract Sum $270,000
Allocation Increase 115,000
Revised Contract Sum $385,000

Amounts paid to awardees pursuant to these agreements shall not exceed a combined total of
$385,000 during the initial term of the agreement.

CostlFunding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Water
Resources Fund (4001), Water Resources Department (420), and the General Fund (0001),
Stormwater, Pavement and Traffic Operation Department (400), Parks and Recreation
Department (190).

Attachment: Resolution

Approvals:

‘&;4uaO 1. liL—%. t ( 141
Administrative . Budget



A RESOLUTION APPROVTNG AN INCREASE
TO THE ALLOCATION IN THE AGREEMENTS
WITH MAYER ELECTRIC SUPPLY COMPANY,
NC., REXEL INC. FORMERLY KNOWN AS
SOUTHERN ELECTRIC SUPPLY COMPANY,
NC. D/B/A REXEL, AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY
OF TAMPA, INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF
$115,000 FOR A TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $385,000; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THESE TRANSACTIONS; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on May 16, 2013 City Council approved three-year agreements
(Blanket Agreement) for electrical supplies effective through July 31, 2016; and

WHEREAS, due to increased volume of infrastructure repairs, capital projects
and unforeseen storm repairs the cost will exceed the original estimate prior to the end of the
term of the agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of an increase to the allocation.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that an increase to the allocation in the Agreements (Blanket Agreement)
with Mayer Electric Supply Company, Inc., Rexel Inc. formerly known as Southern Electric
Supply Company, Inc. d/b/a and Electric Supply of Tampa, Inc. in the amount of $115,000 for a
total amount not to exceed $385,000 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 Attorne (Designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to American Chemical & Building
Maintenance Supply, Inc., Interline Brands, Inc. dba Supplyworks, Sani-Chem Janitorial
Supplies Inc. dba Sani-Chem, and Southeastern Paper Group of Florida, Inc. for janitorial
supplies at an estimated annual cost of $375,000.

Explanation: The Procurement Department received 11 bids for janitorial supplies. These
vendors provide items such as brooms, mops, brushes, cleaners, detergents, hand soaps,
insect repellants, buckets, personal hygiene items and trash liners and containers. These items
will be stocked at the Consolidated Warehouse (CW).

The Procurement Department recommends for award:

Janitorial Supplies $375,000

American Chemical & Building Maintenance Supply, Inc.
Interline Brands, Inc. dba Supplyworks
Sani-Chem Janitorial Supplies Inc. dba Sani-Chem
Southeastern Paper Group of FL, Inc.

These vendors have met the terms and conditions of request for quotes No. 5908 dated
November 12, 2015. Blanket purchase agreements will be issued and will be binding only for
actual quantities ordered. Amounts paid to awardees pursuant to these agreements shall not
exceed a combined total of $375,000 annually during the term of the agreements. The contracts
will be effective from date of award through November 30, 2018.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
General Fund (0001) Fire Suppression Division (150-1497), Police Department, Building
Maintenance Division (140-1393), various Parks and Recreation Divisions; Municipal Office
Buildings Fund (5005), Real Estate & Property Management Department, Municipal Services
Center Division (360-2617) and the Water Resources Operating Fund (4001) various Divisions.

Attachments: Bid Tabulation (3 pages)
Resolution

Approvals:

5 •Administrative
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BIDS AND
APPROVING THE AWARD OF THREE-YEAR
AGREEMENTS (BLANKET AGREEMENTS) TO
AMERICAN CHEMICAL & BUILDING
MAINTENANCE SUPPLY, INC., INTERLINE
BRANDS, INC., SANI-CHEM JANITORIAL
SUPPLIES INC., D/B/A SANI-CHEM
CLEANING SUPPLIES, AND SOUTHEASTERN
PAPER GROUP OF FLORIDA, INC. FOR
JANITORIAL SUPPLIES AT AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED $375,000;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR MAYOR’S
DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THESE
TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received 11

bids for janitorial supplies pursuant to RFQ No. 590$ dated November 12, 2015; and

WHEREAS, American Chemical & Building Maintenance Supply, Inc., Interline

Brands, Inc. U/b/a /B/A Supplyworks, Sani-Chern Janitorial Supplies Inc., d/b/a /3/A Sani-Chem

Cleaning Supplies, And Southeastern Paper Group Of Florida, Inc. have met the terms and

conditions of RFQ No. 590$; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends

approval of these awards.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

St. Petersburg, Florida, that the award of three-year agreements (Blanket Agreements) to

American Chemical & Building Maintenance Supply, Inc., Interline Brands, Inc. d/b/a

Supplyworks, Sani-Chem Janitorial Supplies Inc., d/b/a Sani-Chem Cleaning Supplies, and

Southeastern Paper Group of Florida, Inc. for janitorial supplies at an estimated annual cost not

to exceed $375,000 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to

execute all documents necessary to effectuate these transactions; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the agreements will be effective from the

date of award through November 30, 2018.

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 December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving an annual maintenance agreement for dispatch and records management
software applications for the Police Department with Intergraph Corporation, a sole source
supplier, at a cost of $286,938.68.

Explanation: The city received a proposal for annual service for Police CAD/RMS Applications.
Intergraph, Inc. will provide 24/7 telephone support, access to its support database (Siebel
eService), application and technology upgrades, program fixes and issue escalation
management for all Intergraph products. The agreement will be effective through December 31,
2016.

The city utilizes Intergraph software to provide services for police dispatch and records
management systems. This maintenance agreement will provide services for the entire suite of
Intergraph applications to include dispatch (I/CAD), mobile (I/Mobile), records management
(I/Leads), tracker (I/Tracker), reports (I/Mars), mobile dispatch inquiry (I/Netviewer), and all
interfaces currently being utilized. Because Intergraph, Inc. is the only provider of support for
this proprietary software, a sole source procurement is recommended.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Police Department, recommends:

Intergraph Corporation $286,938.68

This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-249 of the Sole Source of the Procurement
Code, which authorizes City Council to approve the purchase of a supply or service greater than
$100,000 without competitive bidding if it has been determined that the supply or service is
available from only one source.

CosUFundinglAssessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
General Fund (0001), Police Department, Information & Technology Services (1401401).

Attachments: Intergraph Proposal (4 pages)
Sole Source
Resolution

,
Budget
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City of St. Petersburg
Sole Source Request

Department: Police — ICS Requisition No. 5271075

Check One: X Sole Source Proprietary Specifications

Proposed Vendot: lnwrEraph, tue

Estimated Total Cost: $286,044.92

__________________________

Description of Items (or Services) to be purchased:

Annual maintenance agreement for I QAI) and ill cads suite ot pplications and ilertueLs.

Purpose of Function of items:

Yearly support and maintenance agreement with the current CADRMS vendor for the Police
Department

Justification for Sole Source of Proprietary specification:

Intergraph is the sole provider for support services for the suite of applicatiuns used at the Police
Department. These applications include dispatch (I/CAl)), mobile (I/Mobile). records mananzement
(l/[.eads). tracker (l!Tracker), reports (I/Mars). mobile dispatch inquiry (1/Neiviewer), and all
interfaces currentI’ being utilized.

_____________

—

I hereby certify that in accordance with Section 2-232(d) of the City of St. Petersburg Procurement Code,
I have conducted a good faith review of available sources and have determined that there is only one
potential source tot the required items per the above justification I also understand that under Florida
Statute 838.22(2) it is a second degree felony to circumvent a competitive bidding process by using a
sole-source contract far commodities or services.

;f

/ / i

—

- /
T72 —

Department D)rctoç
/4

-

,F

/

——

Adminisrr/Chief

J_
Louis Moore. Director
Procurement & Supply Management

Date
i /

4/’ 1,4’
Date

/í///

Date

Rev fl/li)



A RESOLUTION DECLARING INTERGRAPH
CORPORATION TO BE A SOLE SOURCE
SUPPLIER FOR POLICE CAD/RMS
APPLICATIONS; APPROVING THE AWARD
OF A ONE-YEAR MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT TO INTERGRAPH
CORPORATION. FOR POLICE CADIRMS
APPLICATIONS AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO
EXCEED $2$6,93 8.6$; AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR OR MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Intergraph Inc. is the only provider of maintenance support for

CAD/RMS applications utilized by the Police Department; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-249 of the City Code provides requirements for sole

source procurement; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Police

Department, recommends approval of this award; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has prepared a written statement to the

City Council certifying the condition and circumstances for the sole source award.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

St. Petersburg, Florida that Intergraph Corporation is a sole source supplier for maintenance of

Police CAD/RMS applications; and

BE IT RESOLVED that the award of a one-year maintenance agreement to

Intergraph Corporation, for Police CAD/RMS applications at a total cost not to exceed

$286,938.68 is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s designee is authorized to execute all

documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the agreement will be effective through

December 31, 2016.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attortsignee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving the purchase of a replacement directional boring machine and vacuum excavation
system from Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc., for the Water Resources Department at a total cost
of $282569.36.

Explanation: This purchase is being made from the National Joint Powers Alliance Contract No. 070313-
VRM.

The vendor will furnish and deliver one D20x22 Ill Navigator directional boring machine weighing 10,850
lbs. with a 25 gpm water tank and pump, 2” water connection, work lights, drive chuck, remote lockout;
standard stake-down; 40 drill rods; drill head with hex collar connection and a two year extended warranty.

The vendor will also furnish and deliver one VX50—800 McLaughlin vacuum excavation system with a 49
hp Perkins diesel engine, 1025 cfm vacuum, 800-gallon spoil tank, two 205 gallon water tanks, 5.6 gpm at
3000 psi pump, 50’ water hose with reel, two 13’ x 4’ vacuum hoses, rotary digging lance, 5’ vacuum tool
and wash wand, hydraulic boom with two 5’ extensions, wireless remote and an 18,000 gvw trailer with
LED trailer lights.

The equipment will be assigned to the Water Resources Department to be used to install underground
water lines without having to excavate. The new directional boring machine with a life expectancy of 12
years is replacing an 11 year-old unit, and the vacuum excavation system, with a life expectancy of five
years, is replacing a 14 year old unit. The old units will be sold at public auction.

The Procurement Department, recommends for award utilizing National Joint Powers Alliance Contract No.
07031 3-VRM.

Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc. (Orlando) $282,569.36

Directional Boring Machine $192,072.36
McLaughlin Vacuum Excavation System, Trailer Mounted 89,497.00

The vendor has met the specifications, terms and conditions of the National Joint Powers Alliance Contract
No. 070313-VRM effective through August 20, 2017. This purchase is made in accordance with Section 2-
256 (2) of the Procurement Code which authorizes the Mayor or his designee to utilize competitively bid
contracts of other governmental entities.

Cost/FundinglAssessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the Equipment
Replacement Fund (5002), Fleet Management Department, Fleet Mechanical Costs (8002527).

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

_________________

bt1- ttty 4Pir
Administrative Budget



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
PURCHASE Of A DIRECTIONAL BORING
MACHINE AND VACUUM EXCAVATION
SYSTEM FROM VERMEER SOUTHEAST
SALES & SERVICE INC. AT A TOTAL COST
NOT TO EXCEED $282,569.36 FOR THE
WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT
UTILIZING NATIONAL JOINT POWERS
ALLIANCE CONTRACT NO. 070313-VRM;
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 replace an 11 year old directional boring machine
that has reached the end of its economic useful life; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-256(2) of the City Code the City is permitted
to make purchases utilizing competitively bid contracts of other governmental entities; and

WHEREAS, Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc. has met the specifications,
terms and conditions of National Joint Powers Alliance Contract No. 0703 13-VRM; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of this purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the purchase of a directional boring machine and vacuum excavation
system from Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc. at a total cost not to exceed $282,569.36
for the Water Resources Department utilizing National Joint Powers Alliance Contract No.
07031 3-VRM is hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute
all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving an annual software maintenance agreement with Sungard Public Sector,
Inc., a sole source supplier for the Department of Technology Services at a total amount of
$211,244.81.

Explanation: The vendor provides 24/7 telephone and dial-in support as well as periodic
upgrades and program fixes for the Sungard software that is used to produce utility bills,
construction and building permits, code enforcement letters, cash receipts, land management
applications and management of work order and facilities maintenance projects. This software
also integrates with the city’s Imaging System, Interactive Voice Response System, and Looking
Glass web-based business and GIS applications.

Due to the proprietary design of the Sungard land-based suite of applications, a sole source
procurement is recommended.

The Procurement Department in cooperation with the Department of Technology Services
recommends renewal:

Sungard Public Sector, Inc $211,244.81

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 greater than $100,000 without competitive bidding if it has been determined that the
supply or service is available from only one source.

CostlFundinglAssessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
Department of Technology Services Operating Fund (5011), Department of Technology
Services, Systems Development Number (8502557).

Attachments: Sole Source
Resolution

Approvals:

Administrative



Department:

CILy ol St. Petersburg

Sole Source Request
Procurement & Supply Management

Department of Technology
Services

Requisition No.

Proposed Vendor FIS Sungard Public Sector

Estimated Total Cost: $ 211,244.81

Description of Items for Services) to be purchased:
Annual Maintenance for the SunGard Public Sector suite of applications

Purpose of Function of items:

To provide 24/7 telephone and dial-in support on the City’s land-based business applications including:

Uitity Accounts, Codes Enforcement, Billing and Collections, Work Orders, GIG Looking Glass,

Occupational License, Parking Enforcement, Click2Gov, Cash Receipts, DM5, QREPFWeb. Planning and

Zoning. Building Permits, Learning ?.A.S.S., ePlan Review, Parking Tickets. CRM, SunGard Public
Sector Program Modifications and Application Program tnterfaces: Selrctron lnteractivc Voice Response

System, Quesrys, WAM, Autovue, Autocite, Radix

Justification for Sole Source of Propdetary specification:
The SunGard Public Sector Land-based suite of applications is proprietary software. Supportlmaimenance
is only provided by SunGard Public Secior.

Department Director

Administ r/Chlef

Louis Moore, Director
Procurement & Supply Management

i/6 I,c
Dale

‘
Date

(I Ht’
Date

I hereby certify that in accordance wiTh Section 2-249 of the City of St. Petersburg Procurement

Code, I have conducted a good faith review of available sources and have determined that there

is only one potential source for the required items per the above justification. I also understand

that under Florida Statute 638.22f2) it is a second degree felony to circumvent a competWve

bidding process by using a sole-source contract rot commodities or services.

Check One: X Sole Source Proprietary Specifications

Rev (1/1 1), (6/15)



A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RENEWAL
OF AN AGREEMENT WITH SUNGARD
PUBLIC SECTOR INC. A SOLE SOURCE
SUPPLIER FOR SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE
AT A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$211,244.81 FOR 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 uses Sungard Public Sector Inc. land-based suite of
applications; and

WHEREAS, Sungard Public Sector Inc. applications are proprietary designs; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-249 of the City Code provides requirements for sole

source procurement; and

WHEREAS, the City wishes to renew the one-year service agreement with

Sungard Public Sector Inc. for software maintenance;; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor or his designee has previously submitted a written

statement to the City Council certifying the condition and circumstances for the sole source

award; and

WHEREAS, City Council has previously declared Sungard Public Sector Inc. to

be a sole source supplier; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Technology

Services Department, recommends approval of this award.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

St. Petersburg, Florida, that the renewal of an agreement with Sungard Public Sector Inc. a sole

source supplier for software maintenance at a total cost not to exceed $211,244.81 for

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; and

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Desinee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 77, 2015

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

Subject: Approving an increase to the allocation for traffic signs to McCain Sales of Florida, Inc.
dba Universal Signs and Accessories, a Division of McCain Sales of Florida, Inc. for the
Stormwater, Pavement and Traffic Operations Department in the amount of $51,000 which
increases the total contract amount to $146,000.

Explanation: On December 30, 2013, Administration approved a three-year agreement for traffic
signs through December 18, 2016 in an estimated annual amount $31 ,666. The agreement was
not previously approved by Council as the estimated annual amount was below the required
approval threshold. Due to replacements of regulatory signs and sign posts, the forecasted
amount is expected to exceed the original estimate, as well as the Council approval threshold
prior to end of contract term. Therefore an increase in the allocation is requested.

The vendors furnish and deliver sign blanks, posts, holders/brackets, and u-post inserts which
conform to Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Standard Specifications.

The Procurement Department recommends approval:

Original 3 year Contract Sum $95,000
Allocation Increase 51,000
Revised Contract Sum $146,000

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
General Fund (0001), Stormwater, Pavement and Traffic Operation (400), and the Transportation
& Parking Management Departments (281) and the Transportation Improvement (3071) and
Neighborhood & Citywide Infrastructure (3027) Capital Improvement funds.

Attachments: Resolution

Approvals:

‘fU4WO toii4s C. ft{t(e (2-If
Administrative Budget



A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INCREASE
TO THE ALLOCATION IN THE AGREEMENT
WITH MCCAIN SALES Of FLORIDA, INC.
D/B/A UNIVERSAL SIGNS AND
ACCESSORIES, IN THE AMOUNT Of $51,000
FOR A TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$146,000; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on December 30, 2013 the Administration approved a three-year
agreement for traffic signs effective through December 18, 2016; and

WHEREAS, due to required upgrade of all school zone signs and sign posts, cost
will exceed the original estimate prior to the end of the term of the agreement; and

WHEREAS, the amount approved by the Administration was below the threshold
required for City Council approval; and

WHEREAS, an increase in the amount of the allocation requires City Council
approval; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of an increase to the allocation.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that an increase to the allocation in the Agreement with McCain Sales of
Florida, Inc. d/b/a Universal Signs and Accessories in the amount of $51,000 for a total contract
amount not to exceed $146,000 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)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

Subject: Approving the purchase of security guard services from Dynamic Security, Inc. for the
Sanitation, Fleet Management departments, and the Libraries at an estimated annual cost of
$1 28,570.

Explanation: This purchase is being made from Pinellas County Bid No. 145-0311-B. The
vendor will provide un-armed uniformed security guard services at the Sanitation and Fleet
complexes, and the South Community Library. Coverage for the Sanitation complex and Fleet
complex will be during non-business hours and holidays. Coverage for the South Community
Library will be from 12:45 p.m. to 6:15 p.m. Mondays and Wednesdays, and 2:45 p.m. to 8:15
p.m. Tuesdays and Thursdays. The guards will oversee buildings and vehicles parked at the
facility. There will be one guard at each location.

The Procurement Department, recommends for award utilizing Pinellas County Bid No. 145-
0311-B:

Dynamic Security, Inc $128,570
11,960 hrs. @ $10.75/hr

Dynamic Security, Inc., headquartered in Muscle Shoals, AL, has met the specifications, terms
and conditions of Pinellas County Bid No. 145-0311-B dated August 27, 2015. This purchase is
made in accordance with Section 2-256 (2) of the Procurement Code which authorizes the
Mayor or his designee to purchase supplies from a competitively bid contract of other
governmental entities. Dynamic Security, based in Alabama, has been in business since 1940,
and has approximately 3,000 employees. They have satisfactorily performed similar services for
Tennessee Air and Army National Guard, City of Atlanta, FL Department of Children and
Families, and Georgia Air and Army National Guard.

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the
Sanitation Operating Fund (4021) [$71,552], Sanitation Division (4502237), Fleet Management
Fund (5001), Fleet Services division (8002521) [$41,646], and General Fund Library
Department (0001020) [$15,372]

Attachments: Bid Tabulation (3 pages)
Resolution

Approvals:

_________________________
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A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
PURCHASE Of SECURITY GUARD SERVICES
FROM DYNAMIC SECURITY SERVICES INC.
AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO
EXCEED $128,570 FOR THE SANITATION,
FLEET MANAGEMENT AND LIBRARY
DEPARTMENTS UTILIZING PINELLAS
COUNTY BID NO. 145-0311-B; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR OR MAYORS DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY
TO EFFECTUATE THIS TRANSACTION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City desires to provide un-armed uniformed security services at
the Sanitation and Fleet complexes and the South Community Library; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-256(2) of the City Code the City is permitted
to make purchases utilizing competitively bid contracts of other governmental entities; and

WHEREAS, Dynamic Security Services Inc. has met the specifications, terms and
conditions of Pinellas County Bid No. 145-0311-B; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of this purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the purchase of security guard services from Dynamic Security
Services Inc. for the Sanitation, Fleet Management and Library Departments at an estimated
annual cost not to exceed $128,570 utilizing Pinellas County Bid No. 145-0311-B is hereby
approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary
to effectuate this transaction.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorney (Designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Fourth
Amendment to Lease Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida
non-profit corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg,
within Albert Whitted Airport for a fourth extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a
period of one (1) year at a rental rate of $946.22 per month, subject to approval by City Council;
and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.
(Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.)

EXPLANATION: Real Estate & Property Management received a request from Ms. Tern
Griner, President of Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc. (Lessee’), asking the City
to extend its lease for an additional one (1) year term providing for use of the building and storage
space (“Premises’) within the Albert Whitted Airport (“Airport”) located at 451 Eighth Avenue
S.E., St. Petersburg. Through the adoption of Resolution No. 2012-47, on January 19, 2012 City
Council approved a one-year Lease Agreement (“Lease”), with extensions for up to four (4)
successive one (1) year terms, that provided the Lessee use of the Premises for the primary
purpose of serving as the Lessee’s business operations headquarters and an aviation museum.
The Lessee extended its use of the Premises for three (3) consecutive terms, with the most recent
one (1) year extension being approved by City Council through the adoption of Resolution No.
2014-570 on December 18, 2014 (“Third Amendment”). In addition, the Lessee will continue to
facilitate Airport related activities, such as Airport tours, air-shows, aviation youth programs;
and provide Airport community meeting space and a site for fundraising events, subject to
approval by City Council. This will be the fourth and final extension under the Lease Term.

The current Lease provides for a $400 monthly offset against rent over the initial term and any
renewal terms until the approved costs of the leasehold improvements have been exhausted or
there is an early termination of the Lease. The total approved costs allowed for the offset was
originally $24,000 with a balance of $4,800 remaining at the commencement of the fourth
extension of the Lease Term. If the Lease is not renewed, or is terminated for any reason, and a
balance remains on the offset, Lessee would forfeit the balance. The Lessee has also agreed that
the City will not consider or approve any additional leasehold improvements to be applied as
rent credits for this Lease.

In accordance with the Third Amendment, the Lessee pays the City rent at a rate of $944.33 per
month offset by the above described rent credit of $400 per month, plus applicable sales tax, and
a refuse fee of $15 per month. The Lessee has executed a Fourth Amendment to the Lease, subject
to approval by City Council. Effective January 1, 2016, rent will be increased by 0.2% in
CM 151217— 1 AWAPS Fourth Amendment to Least’ (2016) L-6630 00252309 1



accordance with the increase in the Consumer Price Index, to $946.22 per month offset by the rent

credit of $400 per month, plus applicable sales tax, and the Lessee will pay the City a refuse fee

at a rate of $15 per month. The Lessee has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is” condition and

will be responsible for all interior repairs to the Premises. The City will be responsible for any
exterior and/or structural repairs to the Premises. The Lessee may request to enter into a new

lease at least ninety (90) days prior to the conclusion of the fourth extension to the Lease Term.

The Lessee will maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy in an amount of at least

$1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate, protecting the City against all claims or

demands that may arise or be claimed on account of the Lessee’s use of the Premises.

This Lease is in compliance with Section 1 .02(c)(4)1., of the City Charter, which permits the leasing

of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed twenty-five (25) years, with an

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

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached

resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Fourth Amendment to Lease

Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit

corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within

Albert Whitted Airport for a third extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a period of

one (1) year at a rental rate of $946.22 per month, subject to approval by City Council; and to

execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration & Resolution

APPROVALS: Adminisahon:

______________________

/LJ

N/A

,

Budget:

Legal:
(As to ConsistunCy w/a ttchCd kgiI docum’nts)
Lugul: 00252309.doc V. I
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Resolution No. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A FOURTH
AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT WITH
ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT PRESERVATION
SOCIETY, INC., A FLORIDA NON-PROFIT
CORPORATION, FOR THE USE OF FACILITIES
LOCATED AT 451 EIGHTH AVENUE S.E., ST.
PETERSBURG, WITHIN ALBERT WHITTED
AIRPORT FOR A FOURTH EXTENSION OF THE
TERM OF THE LEASE AGREEMENT FOR A
PERIOD OF ONE (1) YEAR AT A RENTAL RATE
OF $946.22 PER MONTH, SUBJECT TO
APPROVAL BY CITY COUNCIL; AND TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO
EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc. (‘Lessee’) desires to
extend its lease for an additional one (1) year term for use of the building and storage space
(“Premises”) within the Albert Whitted Airport (‘Airport”) located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St.
Petersburg; and

WHEREAS, through the adoption of Resolution No. 2012-47, on January 19, 2012
City Council approved a one-year Lease Agreement with Lessee (“Lease”), with extensions for up
to four (4) successive one (1) year terms, that provided the Lessee use of the building and storage
space for the primary purpose of serving as the Lessee’s business operations headquarters and
an aviation museum; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee extended its use of the Premises for three (3) consecutive
terms, with the most recent one (1) year extension being approved by City Council through the
adoption of Resolution No. 2014-570 on December 18, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee will continue to facilitate Airport related activities, such as
Airport tours, air-shows, aviation youth programs; and provide Airport community meeting
space and a site for fundraising events, subject to approval by City Council; and

WHEREAS, the current Lease provides for a $400 monthly offset against rent over
the initial term and any renewal terms until the approved costs of the leasehold improvements
have been exhausted or there is an early termination of the Lease; and

WHEREAS, the total approved costs allowed for the offset was originally $24,000
with a balance of $4,800 remaining at the commencement of the fourth extension of the Lease
Term; and
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WHEREAS, if the Lease is not renewed, or is terminated for any reason, and a
balance remains on the offset, Lessee will forfeit the balance; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee has also agreed that the City will not consider or approve
any additional leasehold improvements to be applied as rent credits for this Lease; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee has executed the Fourth Amendment to the Lease, subject
to approval by City Council; and

WHEREAS, effective January 1, 2016, rent will be increased by 0.2% in accordance
with the increase in the Consumer Price Index, to $946.22 per month offset by the rent credit of

$400 per month, plus applicable sales tax, and the Lessee will pay the City a refuse fee at a rate of

$15 per month; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is” condition and
will be responsible for all interior repairs to the Premises; and

WHEREAS, the City will be responsible for any exterior and/or structural repairs
to the Premises; and

WHEREAS, the Lessee will maintain a commercial general liability insurance
policy in an amount of at least $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate, protecting the
City against all claims or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of the Lessee’s use of
the Premises; and

WHEREAS, the Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)1., of the City

Charter, which permits the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed
twenty-five (25) years, with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that the Mayor, or his Designee, is hereby authorized to execute a Fourth
Amendment to Lease Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida
non-profit corporation, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg,
within Albert Whitted Airport for a fourth extension of the Term of the Lease Agreement for a
period of one (1) year at a rental rate of $946.22 per month, subject to approval by City Council;

and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.
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This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Designee) 4Clay D. Smith, irector
Legal: 00252309.doc V. 1 Downtown Enterprise Facilities

APPROVED BY:

mes, Director
Real Estate & Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement To

Terminate Lease for the existing Lease Agreement dated June 19, 2014, as amended, between the

City of St. Petersburg (‘City’) and Aristiz, Inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use of ±2,880

sq. ft. of space within the aeronautical hangar located at 421. Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg,

within Albert Whitted Airport (“Premises”); to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement between

the City and Sky Addict Aviation, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of the

Premises plus an additional 200 sq. ft. of office space, to operate an aircraft upholstery fabrication

and repair service; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an

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

EXPLANATION: Real Estate & Property Management, through Airport Management,

received a letter from John Aristizabal, owner/operator of Aristiz, Inc. (“Aristiz”), announcing his

retirement, sale of company equipment, and requesting the City’s approval to assign its lease

agreement dated June 19, 2014 (“Aristiz Agreement”) to Sky Addict Aviation, LLC (“SAA’) for

use of the aeronautical hangar space located at 421 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg

(“Premises”). Aristiz has negotiated the sale of its equipment to SAA, which is managed by its

principal, Abraham Tray. Mr. Tray has worked jointly with Aristiz since 2012 and incorporated

as SAA in May 2014. Airport Management has reviewed the background and experience of Mr.

Tray and SAA, and is satisfied that SAA will continue the services previously provided by Aristiz

to the Airport and its users. Mr. Tray has signed a persona] guarantee for the financial

components of the lease agreement in order to compensate for SAA’s rather new corporate

history. In order to have a smooth transition from Aristiz to SAA, the parties and City staff

concluded it would be best to terminate the Aristiz Agreement effective midnight December 31,

2015 for the purpose of allowing the City to enter into a new five (5) year lease agreement with

SAA for operation of an aircraft maintenance/repair and upholstery service business, which are

the same services previously provided by Aristiz during its lease term.

SAA has executed a five (5) year lease agreement effective January 1, 2016 (“SAA Lease”), subject

to approval by City Council, substantially under the same terms and conditions provided in the

Aristiz Agreement, except that SAA has requested increasing the size of the Premises to include

±200 sq. feet of office space, which was previously excluded under the amended Aristiz

Agreement. Effective January 1, 2016, SAA will commence paying the City rent in the initial

amount of 51,037.00 monthly, plus any applicable sales tax, and a refuse fee at a rate of $15.00 per

month. SAA will be billed separately by the City for water, sewer, and stormwater and will be

responsible for payment of all other costs associated with utilities, applicable taxes, security and

maintenance of the Premises. At the beginning of each 12-month period (“Lease Year”) during
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the term, the monthly rent will be increased by the percentage increase of the Consumer Price
Index (“CPI”) with the maximum increase in any single Lease Year being 3.5%, unless the CPI

remains unc]ianged or shows a decrease, in which case the rent will not he changed for the Lease

Year in effect.

The SAA Lease provides for a renewal of an additional five (5) year term, with written request of

said renewal at least one hundred eighty (180) days prior to expiration and subject to City Council
approval. SAA has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is’ condition and will be responsible for
making all repairs to the interior of the Premises.

Additionally, SAA will maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy in the amount of

at least $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate, protecting the City against all
claims or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of SAA’s use of the Premises. The
City, in its sole and absolute discretion, may terminate the SAA Lease by providing SAA with
one hundred eighty (180) day written notice. The City is under no obligation to provide a
replacement facility under any circumstances.

The SAA Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)A.1., of the City Charter, which permits
the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed twenty-five (25) years,
with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached

resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement To Terminate Lease
for the Lease Agreement dated June 19, 2014, as amended, between the City of St. Petersburg

(‘City’) and Aristiz, Inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use of ±2,880 sq. ft. of space within

the aeronautical hangar located at 421 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted
Airport (‘Premises”); to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement between the City and Sky Addict
Aviation, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, for use of the Premises, plus an additional 200
sq. ft. of office space, to operate an aircraft upholstery fabrication and repair service; and to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration:

_____________________________

/ -.

N/A

f4’

Budget:

Legal:
(As to consistency w/attach.ed legal documents)

Legal: 00252534.doc V. I
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Resolution No. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,

OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE AN

AGREEMENT TO TERMINATE LEASE FOR THE

EXISTING LEASE AGREEMENT DATED JUNE 19,

2014, AS AMENDED, BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST.

PETERSBURG (‘CITY’) AND ARISTIZ, INC., A

FLORIDA PROFIT CORPORATION, FOR THE USE

OF ±2,880 SQ. FT. OF SPACE WITHIN THE

AERONAUTICAL HANGAR LOCATED AT 421

EIGHTH AVENUE S.F., ST. PETERSBURG,

WITHIN ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT

(“PREMISES”); TO EXECUTE A FIVE (5) YEAR

LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY AND

SKY ADDICT AVIATION, LLC, A FLORIDA

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, FOR THE USE

OF THE PREMISES PLUS AN ADDITIONAL 200

SQ. FT. OF OFFICE SPACE, TO OPERATE AN

AIRCRAFT UPHOLSTERY FABRICATION AND

REPAIR SERVICE; AND TO EXECUTE ALL

DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE

SAME; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

(REQUIRES AFFIRMATIVE VOTE OF AT LEAST

SIX (6) MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL.)

WHEREAS, Real Estate & Property Management, through Airport Management,

received a request From Aristiz, Inc. (“Aristiz”) requesting the City’s approval to assign its Lease

Agreement dated June 19, 2014 (“Aristiz Agreement”) to Sky Addict Aviation, LLC (“SAA”) for

use of the aeronautical hangar space located at 421 Eighth Avenue S.F., St. Petersburg

(Premises”); and

WHEREAS, Aristiz has negotiated the sale of its equipment to SAA; and

WHEREAS, in order to have a smooth transition from Aristiz to SAA, the parties

and City staff concluded it would be best to terminate the Aristiz Agreement effective midnight

December 31, 2015 for the purpose of allowing the City to enter into a new five (5) year lease

agreement with SAA for operation of an aircraft maintenance/repair and upholstery service

business, which are the same services previously provided by Aristiz during its lease term; and

WHEREAS, SAA has executed a five (5) year lease agreement effective January 1,

2016 (“SAA Lease”), subject to approval by City Council, substantially under the same terms and

conditions provided in the Aristiz Agreement, except that SAA has requested increasing the size

of the Premises to include ±200 sq. feet of office space, which was previously excluded under the

amended Aristiz Agreement; and
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WHEREAS, effective January 1, 2016, SAA will commence paying the City rent in
the initial amount of $1,037.00, monthly, plus any applicable sales tax, and a refuse fee at a rate
of $15.00 per month; and

WHEREAS, SAA will he billed separately by the City for water, sewer, and
stormwater and will be responsible for payment of all other costs associated with utilities,
applicable taxes, security and maintenance of the Premises; and

WHEREAS, at the beginning of each 12-month period (‘Lease Year”) during the
term, the monthly rent will be increased by the percentage increase of the Consumer Price Index
(“CPI”) with the maximum increase in any single Lease Year being 3.5%, unless the CPI remains
unchanged or shows a decrease, in which case the rent will not be changed for the Lease Year in
effect; and

WHEREAS, the SAA Lease provides for a renewal of an additional five (5) year
term, with written request of said renewal at least one hundred eighty (180) days prior to
expiration and subject to City Council approval; and

WHEREAS, SAA has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is” condition and will he
responsible for making all repairs to the interior of the Premises; and

WHEREAS, SAA will maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy in
the amount of at least $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate, protecting the
City against all claims or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of SAA’s use of the
Premises; and

WHEREAS, the SAA Lease may be terminated without cause by the City with one
hundred eighty (180) days written notice prior to the scheduled date of termination; and

WHEREAS, the City is under no obligation to provide a replacement facility under
any circumstances; and

WHEREAS, the SAA Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)A.l., of the City
Charter, which permits the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed
twenty-five (25) years, with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

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 an Agreement To
Terminate Lease for the existing Lease Agreement dated June 19, 2014, as amended, between the
City of St. Petersburg (‘City’) and Aristiz, inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use of ±2,880
sq. ft. of space within the aeronautical hangar located at 421 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg,
within Albert Whitted Airport (“Premises”); to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement between
the City and Sky Addict Aviation, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of the
Premises plus an additional 200 sq. ft. of office space, to operate an aircraft upholstery fabrication
and repair service; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.
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This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Designee) L Clay “Smith, Director

Lega’: 00252534doc V. 1 Downtown Enterprise Facilities

APPROVED BY:

E. es, Director

Real Estate & Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL.

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year
Lease Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and St. Pete Aviation Services, LLC d/b/a St.
Pete Air, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of ±3,064 square feet of space in
Maintenance Hangar 3-C located at 341 —

8Ui Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted
Airport; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective
date. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.)

EXPLANATION: On November 2, 2015, Real Estate & Property Management, through
Airport Management, received a letter from Larry Peters, owner/operator of Sky Way Aircraft,
Inc. (“Sky Way”), a Florida profit corporation, announcing his retirement and sale of company
equipment to St. Pete Aviation, LLC d/b/a St. Pete Air (“SPA”), a Florida limited liability company,
located within Maintenance Hangar 3-C at 341 — 8111 Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert
Whitted Airport (“Premises”) which Sky Way leased from the City. As part of the sale, Sky Way

requested the City’s approval of the assignment of its Lease Agreement (“Agreement”) to SPA.
However, given the term of the Agreement had expired and the tenancy continued, as provided
for in the Agreement, as a month-to-month holdover only, the Agreement could not be assigned
and a new five (5) year Lease Agreement with SPA (“Lease”) was necessitated.

Sky Way has negotiated the sale of its equipment to SIA, conditioned on SPA receiving approval
to occupy the Premises. SPA currently operates from Albert Whitted Airport as a business of
aircraft rental, aircraft sales/marketing, avionic repairs/maintenance, and flight training under
another lease agreement with the City for the adjacent Maintenance Hangar 3-B. SPA is in the
process of expanding business operations by seeking air charter certification from the Federal
Aviation Administration.

SPA has executed the proposed Lease effective January 1, 2016, subject to approval by City
Council, and will pay the City an initial rental rate of $1,568.00 per month, plus applicable sales
tax. At the beginning of each 12-month period (“Lease Year”) during the Term, the monthly rent
will be increased by the percentage increase of the Consumer Price Index (“CPI”) with the
maximum increase in any single Lease Year being 3.5%, unless the CPI remains unchanged or
shows a decrease, in which case the rent will not be changed for that Lease Year.

The Lease provides for one (1) renewal term of an additional five (5) years, with written request
of said renewal at least one hundred eighty (180) days prior to expiration of the Lease and subject
to City Council approval. SPA has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is” condition and will be
responsible for making all repairs to the interior of the Premises. SPA is responsible for all interior
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maintenance, as well as utilities including, hut not limited to, electric and gas, plus any applicable
taxes and insurance. In addition, SPA will be billed separately by the City for water, sewer, refuse
collection, stormwater fees and the fire alarm system fee.

SIA will maintain an aviation general liability insurance policy in the amount of at least
$1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate, protecting the City against all claims
or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of SPA’s use of the Premises. The City, in
its sole and absolute discretion, may terminate the Lease by providing SPA with one hundred
eighty (180) day written notice. The City is under no obligation to provide a replacement facility
under any circumstances.

This Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)A.1 of the City Charter, which permits the
leasing of property on Albert Whitted Airport not exceeding twenty-five (25) years with an
affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizmg the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and St. Pete Aviation Services, LLC d/b/a St. Pete Air, a Florida
limited liability company, for the use of ±3,064 square feet of space in Maintenance Hangar 3-C
located at 341 — 811 Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted Airport; and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration:

________________
_________________

,/ I

N/A

K
(As to consistency w/attached legal documents)

Legal: 00252546.doc V. I

Budget:

Legal:
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Resolution No. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,

OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A FIVE (5) YEAR

LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST.

PETERSBURG AND ST. PETE AVIATION

SERVICES, LLC D/B/A ST. PETE AIR, A FLORIDA

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, FOR THE USE

OF ±3,064 SQUARE FEET OF SPACE IN

MAINTENANCE HANGAR 3-C LOCATED AT 341
- 8Th AVENUE S.E., ST. PETERSBURG, WITHIN

ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT; AND TO EXECUTE

ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO

EFFECTUATE SAME; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE. (REQUIRES AFFIRMATIVE

VOTE OF AT LEAST SIX (6) MEMBERS OF CITY

COUNCIL.)

WHEREAS, on November 2, 2015, Real Estate & Property Management, through

Airport Management, received a letter from Larry Peters, owner/operator of Sky Way Aircraft,

Inc. (Sky Way), a Florida profit corporation, announcing his retirement and sale of company

equipment to St. Pete Aviation, LLC d/b/a St. Pete Air (“SPA’), a Florida limited liability company,

located within Maintenance Hangar 3-C at 341 — 81h Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert

Whitted Airport (‘Premises’) which Sky Way leased from the City; and

WHEREAS, Sky Way requested the City’s approval of an assignment of its Lease

Agreement (‘Agreement”) with the City for use of the Premises to SPA; and

WHEREAS, given that the term of the Agreement had expired and tenancy

continued as a month-to-month holdover only, the Agreement could not be assigned and a new

five (5) year Lease Agreement with SPA (“Lease”) was necessitated; and

WHEREAS, Sky Way has negotiated the sale of its equipment to SPA, conditioned

on SPA receiving approval to occupy the Premises; and

WHEREAS, SPA currently operates from Albert Whitted Airport as a business of

aircraft rental, aircraft sales/marketing, avionic repairs/rn aintenance, and flight [raining, under

another lease agreement with the City for the adjacent Maintenance Hangar 3-B and is in the

process of expanding its business operations by seeking air charter certification from the Federal

Aviation Administration; and
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WHEREAS, under the terms of the proposed five (5) year lease agreement
(‘Lease’), SPA will pay an initial rental rate of $1,568.00 per month, pius applicable sales tax; and

WHEREAS, at the beginning of each 12-month period (“Lease Year”) during the

Term, the monthly rent will be increased by the percentage increase of the Consumer Price Index
(“CPi’) with the maximum increase in any single Lease Year being 3.5%, unless the CPI remains
unchanged or shows a decrease, in which case the rent will not be changed for that Lease Year;

a iid

WHEREAS, the Lease provides for one (1) renewal term of an additional five (5)
years, with written request of said renewal at least one hundred eighty (180) days prior to

expiration of the Lease, subject to City Council approval; and

WHEREAS, SPA has agreed to lease the Premises in “as is” condition and will be

responsible for the maintenance of the interior of the Premises; and

WHEREAS, SPA is responsible for utilities including, but not limited to, electric
and gas, in addition to any applicable taxes and insurance; and

WHEREAS, SPA will be billed separately by the City for water, sewer, refuse
collection, stormwater fees and the fire alarm system fee; and

WHEREAS, SPA will maintain an aviation general liability insurance policy in the
amount of at least $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the aggregate, protecting the City
against all claims or demands that may arise or be claimed on account of the SPA’s use of the

Premises; and

WHEREAS, the Lease may be terminated without cause by the City with one
hundred eighty (180) days written notice prior to the scheduled date of termination; and

WHEREAS, the City is under no obligation to provide a replacement facility under

any circumstances; and

WHEREAS, this Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)A.1, of the City
Charter, which permits the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed
twenty-five (25) years with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

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 five (5) year Lease
Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and St. Pete Aviation Services, LLC d/b/a St. Pete

Air, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of ±3,064 square feet of space in Maintenance

Hangar 3-C located at 341 —

8th Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg, within Albert Whitted Airport; and

to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.
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This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

/L

City Attorney (Designee) Clay D. iith, Dire’

Legal: 00252546,doc V. 1 Downtown Enterprise Facilities

APPROVED BY:

Bi”E. Gis, Director
Real Estate & Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of December 17, 2015

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

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a three (3) year

License Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. for use

of fifty (50) non-exclusive vehicular parking spaces to accommodate employee parking within the

Albert Whitted Airport overflow parking area for a use fee of $1,287.50 per month; and to execute

all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. (Requires affirmative

vote of at least six (6) rnemlwrs of City Council.)

EXPLANATION: Real Estate and Property Management (REPM’) received a request from the

Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. (“DalI’) to renew its license agreement for the use of up to fifty (50) non-

exclusive parking spaces for employee parking located within the Albert Whitted Airport

(‘Airport’) overflow parking area (“Premises’) for a term of three (3) years.

The Dali has executed a new license agreement (“License”) including the following provisions,

subject to City Council approval:

• The License has a term of three (3) years effective January 1, 2016 (“Commencement

Date”).

• Effective January 1, 2016, the Dali will commence paying the City a fee in the amount of

$1,287.50 per month based on an initial rate of $25.75 per parking space (“Fee”).

• The Fee for each renewal term will be increased by three percent (3.0%) on the

anniversary of the Commencement Date.

• The City is responsible for all maintenance of the Premises; however, the Dali will

cooperate and ensure the Premises are kept in a safe and sanitary condition.

• The City will have the right to temporarily suspend the Dali’s right of use and access to

the Premises, with at least five (5) days advanced written notice, from time to time at the

sole and absolute discretion of the City for City events including but not limited to: (i)

any sponsored or co-sponsored City event, (ii) the Grand Prix, and/or (iii) boat and air

shows, and City will credit the Dali an amount equal to the prorated daily rate of the Fee

in effect.

This License is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(4)1., of the City Charter, which permits the leasing

of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed twenty-five (25) years, with an

affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.
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RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached

resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a three (3) year License Agreement

between the City of St. Petersburg and the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. for use of fifty (50) non—

exclusive vehicular parking spaces to accommodate employee parking within the Albert Whitted

Airport overflow parking area for a use fee of $1,287.50 per month; and to execute all documents

necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION: N/A

ATTACHMENTS: Illustration and Resolution

APPROVALS: Administration:

Budget:

Legal:

f/

N/A

(As to consistency tv/attached legal documents)
LeiI: 00252552.doc V. I
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ILLUSTRATION
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Resolution No. 2015 -

_______

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR

HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A THREE (3) YEAR

LICENSE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF

ST. PETERSBURG AND THE SALVADOR DALI

MUSEUM, INC. FOR USE OF FIFTY (50) NON-

EXCLUSIVE VEHICULAR PARKING SPACES TO

ACCOMMODATE EMPLOYEE PARKING WITHIN

THE ALBERT WHITTED AIRPORT OVERFLOW

PARKING AREA FOR A USE FEE OF $1,287.50 PER

MONTH; AND TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS

NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE SAME; AND

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (REQUIRES

AFFIRMATIVE VOTE OF AT LEAST SIX (6)
MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL.)

WHEREAS, Real Estate and Property Management (‘REPM”) received a request from

the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. (“DalI”) to renew its license agreement for the use of up to fifty (50)

non-exclusive parking spaces for employee parking located within the Albert Whitted Airport

(Airport’) overflow parking area (‘Premises”) for a term of three (3) years; and

WHEREAS, the Dali has executed a new license agreement (“License”) including the

following provisions, subject to City Council approval:

The License has a term of three (3) years effective January I, 2016

(“Commencement Date”).

• Effective January 1,2016, the Dali will commence paying the City a fee in

the amount of $1,287.50 per month at an initial rate of $25.75 per parking

space (“Fee”).

• The Fee for each renewal term will be increased by three percent (3.0%)

on the anniversary of the Commencement Date.

• The City is responsible for all maintenance of the Premises; however, the

Dali will cooperate and ensure the Premises arc kept in a safe and

sanitary condition.

• The City will have the right to temporarily suspend the Dali’s right of

use and access to the Premises, with at least five (5) days advanced

written notice, from time to time at the sole and absolute discretion of the

City for City events including but not limited to: (i) any sponsored or co

sponsored City event, (ii) the Grand Prix, and/or (iii) boat and air shows;

and the City will credit the Dali an amount equal to the prorated daily

rate of the Fee in effect; and

CM 151217 4 Ri. Licinst’ Agrrmt’nt Dali I’arking AWA (2016) 00252552



WHEREAS, this License is in compliance with Section 1 .02(c)(4)l., of the City

Charter, which permits the leasing of property at Albert Whitted Airport for a term not to exceed

twenty-five (25) years, with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

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

Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor, or his Designee, is hereby authorized to execute a three (3) year

License Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. for use

of fifty (50) non-exclusive vehicular parking spaces to accommodate employee parking within the

Albert Whitted Airport overflow parking area for a use fee of $1,287.50 per month; and to execute

all documents necessary to effectuate same.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVED BY:

City Attorney (Designee) Clay D.mith, Diror

Legal: 00252552.doc v. Downtown Enterprise Facilities

APPROVED BY:

Bes,Dirctor

Real Estate and Property Management
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MEMORANDUM 

 

Council Meeting December 17, 2015 

 

 

TO:  Members of City Council 

 

FROM: Mayor Rick Kriseman 

 

RE:  Confirmation of Reappointment to the Commission on Aging     

 

 

 

I respectfully request that Council confirm the reappointment of Deborah Close as a regular 

member to the Commission on Aging to fill three-year term ending December 31, 2018.  

 

A copy of her resume has been provided to the Council office for your information.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RK/cs 

Attachments 

cc: M. Jefferis, Parks & Recreation Director 

C. Radin, Commission on Aging Liaison, Office on Aging  

 



A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE 

REAPPOINTMENT OF A REGULAR 

MEMBER TO THE COMMISSION 

ON AGING; AND PROVIDING AN 

EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

 

 

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

that this Council hereby confirms the reappointment of Deborah Close  as a regular member to 

the Commission on Aging to fill three-year term ending December 31, 2018.  

  

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

 

 

Approved as to form and content 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

City Attorney or (Designee) 
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 ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

 

 Consent Agenda 

 Meeting of December 17, 2015 

 

 

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

 

SUBJECT:  A resolution amending City Council Resolution No. 2015-33 to extend the original 

closing date from September 30, 2015 to March 31, 2016 for 31 Burlington Ltd., for the Burlington 

Place Apartments; providing that all other provisions of Resolution No. 2015-33 not amended herein 

shall remain in full force and effect; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents 

necessary to effectuate this transaction; and providing an effective date.  

  

EXPLANATION:  City Council has previously adopted Resolution No. 2015-33, authorizing the 

Mayor or his designee to sign the Local Government Verification of Contribution Loan Form for 

each of the seven developments requesting local contributions under the Florida Housing Finance 

Corporation (“FHFC”) Request for Applications number 2014-115.  Resolution 2015-33 specified 

that a non-recourse 0% interest loan would be provided from either HOME or SHIP Program funds 

in an amount of $90,000 to the developer that won approval of the FHFC 9% tax credit funding as a 

result of RFA 2014-115 and required that the loan be closed by September 30, 2015. 

 

On May 8, 2015, the Board of Directors of FHFC approved their staff’s recommendation to select 

Application number 2015-134C, the Burlington Place Apartments, to be located on the northwest 

corner of Burlington Ave. N. and 31st Street N. (“Development”) for funding.   

 

The Administration has now determined that the appropriate source for this loan is the SHIP fund 

and is also requesting that the closing date be extended six months from the September 30, 2015 date 

referenced in Resolution No.2015-33. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  

The Administration recommends adoption of the attached resolution amending City Council 

Resolution No. 2015-33 to extend the original closing date from September 30, 2015 to March 31, 

2016 for 31 Burlington Ltd, for the Burlington Place Apartments; providing that all other provisions 

of Resolution No. 2015-33 not amended herein shall remain in full force and effect; authorizing the 

Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction; and 

providing an effective date. 

 

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:  Funds to be provided from previously 

allocated State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP) Funds (Fund 1019). 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution 2015-_____ 

   Signed Resolution 2015-33 

APPROVALS: 

 

Administration:  ___________________________ 



 

2 

 

Budget:  _________________________________ 
 

Legal: 00140791.doc V. 2 
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Resolution No. 2015: _________ 

A RESOLUTION AMENDING CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 2015-33 TO EXTEND THE 

ORIGINAL CLOSING DATE FROM 

SEPTEMBER 30, 2015 TO MARCH 31, 2016 FOR 

31 BURLINGTON LTD, FOR THE 

BURLINGTON PLACE APARTMENTS; 

PROVIDING THAT ALL OTHER PROVISIONS 

OF RESOLUTION NO. 2015-33 NOT AMENDED 

HEREIN SHALL REMAIN IN FULL FORCE 

AND EFFECT; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 

OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL 

DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE 

THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN 

EFFECTIVE DATE.  

 

 WHEREAS, the City has established the need for additional affordable housing units as a 

priority in its 2010 – 2015 Consolidated Plan; and 

 

 WHEREAS, on January 22, 2015, City Council previously adopted Resolution No. 2015-

33, authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sign the Local Government Verification of 

Contribution Loan Form for each of the seven developments requesting local contributions under 

the Florida Housing Finance Corporation (“FHFC”) Request for Applications number 2014-115; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, Resolution 2015-33 specified that a non-recourse 0% interest loan would be 

provided from either HOME or SHIP Program funds in an amount of $90,000 to the developer 

that won approval of the FHFC 9% tax credit funding as a result of RFA 2014-115 and required 

that the loan be closed by September 30, 2015; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Burlington Place Apartments was one of the seven developments. 

 

 WHEREAS, on May 8, 2015, the Board of Directors of FHFC approved their staff’s 

recommendation to select Application number 2015-134C, the Burlington Place Apartments, to 

be located on the northwest corner of Burlington Ave. N. and 31st Street N. (“Development”) for 

funding; and 

 

WHEREAS, the developer anticipates a January or early February 2016 construction start 

date; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Administration has now determined that previously appropriated SHIP 

funds (Fund 1019) will be the appropriate source to fund this loan; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Administration has requested that City Council grant this extension to 

ensure that the applicant has sufficient time to finalize the documents required to close their 

equity and construction loans in addition to closing the City loan. 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 

St. Petersburg, Florida, that Resolution No. 2015-33 is hereby amended to extend the original 

closing date from September 30, 2015 to March 31, 2016 for 31 Burlington Ltd., for the 

Burlington Place Apartments, and  

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all other provisions of Resolution No. 2015-33 not 

amended herein shall remain in full force and effect; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute 

all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction. 

 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

LEGAL:     HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

 

________________________  _________________________________________ 

City Attorney (Designee)   Joshua A. Johnson, Director 
Legal: 00252454.doc V. 1       











ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

 

Consent Agenda 

 

Meeting of December 17, 2015 
 
 

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

 

Subject:  A resolution authorizing the waiver of public construction bonds for American Housing 
Builders, Inc. for the construction of two single-family homes under the Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program on City-owned property located at 807 14th Avenue South and 4119 13th 
Avenue South; and providing an effective date.  
 

Explanation: On March 5, 2015, City Council approved American Housing Builders, Inc. and 
Griffin Contracting, Inc. as qualified developers to provide residential design/build development 
services to construct single family homes on City acquired parcels using current Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program (“NSP”) program income supplemented by future program income earned 
pursuant to the sale of NSP properties. 
 
Florida Statute 255.05 (d) allows City Council as the awarding body to waive at its discretion 
construction bonds for projects of less $200,000.  On June 11, 2015 by Resolution 2015-254, 
City Council waived the public construction bonds for 3 homes to be built by American Housing 
Builders, Inc. and two homes to be built by Griffin Contracting, Inc.  American Housing Builders 
has completed two of the homes approved under the previous waiver and is at 80% completion 
on the third home.  Griffin Contracting. Inc. has since withdrawn from the program.  Therefore, 
American Housing Builders, Inc. is being requested to construct two additional homes to be 
located at 4119 13th Avenue South and 807 14th Avenue South. 
 
In order to reduce the cost of construction and maximize available funding for future home 
construction, it is deemed to be in the best interest of the City to save the cost of public 
construction bonds.  Waiving the public construction bonds for these two homes will save the 
City approximately $8,000 in construction costs (See costs attached in pricing schedule).   
 

Recommendation: The Administration recommends that City Council adopted the attached 
resolution authorizing the waiver of public construction bonds for American Housing Builders, Inc. 
for the construction of two single-family homes under the Neighborhood Stabilization Program on 
City-owned property located at 807 14th Avenue South and 4119 13th Avenue South; and providing 
an effective date.  

 

Cost/Funding/Assessment Information:  Funds have been previously appropriated in the 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program Fund (1114).  

 

Attachments: Pricing Schedule 
  Resolution 2015-254 
  Resolution 
   
 

Approvals: 
Legal: ______________________________ Administration: _____________________________ 
Legal: 00252803.doc V. 2 
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Resolution No. 2015- _________ 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE WAIVER 

OF PUBLIC CONSTRUCTION BONDS FOR 

AMERICAN HOUSING BUILDERS, INC. FOR 

THE CONSTRUCTION OF TWO SINGLE-

FAMILY HOMES UNDER THE 

NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION 

PROGRAM ON CITY-OWNED PROPERTY 

LOCATED AT 807 14TH AVENUE SOUTH AND 

4119 13TH AVENUE SOUTH; AND PROVIDING 

AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  

 

 WHEREAS, on March 5, 2015, City Council approved American Housing Builders Inc. 

and Griffin Contracting, Inc. as qualified developers to provide residential design/build 

development services to construct single family residential homes, using Neighborhood 

Stabilization Program (“NSP”) funding on City acquired parcels; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Florida Statute 255.05(d) allows City Council, as the awarding body, to 

waive construction bonds for projects whose value is less than $200,000; and 

 

 WHEREAS, American Housing Builders, Inc. has successfully performed under a 

previous waiver provided in City Council Resolution 2015-254 on June 11, 2015; and  

 

 WHEREAS, when the firm has performed successfully on prior similar projects, it is in 

the City’s best interest to reduce the cost of construction by saving the cost of public construction 

bonds; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has requested that American Housing Builders, Inc. construct two 

additional homes on City-owned property located at 4119 13th Avenue South and 807 14th 

Avenue South. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 

St. Petersburg, Florida, that the waiver of public construction bonds for American Housing 

Builders, Inc. for the construction of two single family homes under the Neighborhood 

Stabilization Program on City-owned property located at 807 14th Avenue South and 4119 13th 

Avenue South is authorized.  

 

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

LEGAL:     HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

 

________________________  _________________________________________ 

City Attorney (Designee)   Joshua A. Johnson, Director 
Legal: 00252804.doc V. 2 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Council Meeting of December 17, 2015 

 

 

TO:  Members of City Council 

 

FROM: Mayor Rick Kriseman 

 

RE:  Confirmation of Reappointment to the Committee to Advocate for Persons 

with Impairments (CAPI)    

 

 

 

 

I respectfully request that Council confirm the re-appointment of Clifton W. Michaelsen as a 

regular member to the Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments to serve a three-

year term ending December 31, 2018. 

 

 

A copy of Mr. Michaelsen’s resume have been provided to the City Council office for your 

information. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RK/cs 

Attachments 

cc: L. Bright, Civilian Police & Community Relations/ADA Coordinator, Human Resources  

 

 



 
 
 

 

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE 

REAPPOINTMENT OF A REGULAR TO THE 

COMMITTEE TO ADVOCATE FOR PERSONS 

WITH IMPAIRMENTS; AND PROVIDING AN 

EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

 

 

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

that this Council hereby confirms the reappointment of Clifton W. Michaelsen as a regular 

member to the Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments to serve three-year term 

ending December 31, 2018. 

 

   

  

  This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

 

 

 

 

Approved as to form and content 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

City Attorney or (Designee) 

 

 











 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Council Meeting of December 17, 2015 

 

 

 

TO:  Members of City Council 

 

FROM: Mayor Rick Kriseman 

 

RE: Confirmation of Appointment to the Nuisance Abatement Board  

 

 

I respectfully request that Council confirm the appointment of Mark Foster and Peter Ford as 

regular members to the Nuisance Abatement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 

31, 2018. 

 

Copies of their resumes have been provided to the Council office for your information. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RK/cs 

Attachment 

cc:      A. Luce, Assistant Police Legal Advisor 

E. Ledbetter, Nuisance Abatement Coordinator 

 

  

 



 
 

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE 

APPOINTMENT OF REGULAR MEMBERS TO 

THE NUISANCE ABATEMENT BOARD; AND 

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

 

 

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

that this Council hereby confirms the appointment of Mark Foster and Peter Ford as regular 

members to the Nuisance Abatement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 

2018. 

 

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

 

 

 

 

Approved as to form and content: 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

City Attorney or (Designee) 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2015- __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE 

ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF 

DISCRIMINATION AND VIOLENCE AGAINST 

WOMEN AND GIRLS, PROMOTING THE 

HEALTH AND SAFETY OF WOMEN AND 

GIRLS, AND SUPPORTING THEIR BEING 

AFFORDED EQUAL ACADEMIC, ECONOMIC, 

SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND BUSINESS 

OPPORTUNITIES IN THE CITY OF ST. 

PETERSBURG; EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR 

THE CITIES FOR CEDAW INITIATIVE; AND 

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  
 

WHEREAS, the Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination Against 

Women (CEDAW) was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on December 18, 1979, 

became an international treaty on September 3, 1981, and 187 United Nations member nations 

have agreed to be bound by CEDAW’s provisions; and 

 

WHEREAS, the United States is one of only six countries that have not ratified CEDAW, 

never having been brought to the Senate floor for a vote; and 

 

WHEREAS, CEDAW defines discrimination and provides a practical blueprint to promote 

human rights and open opportunities for women and girls in all areas of society; and 

 

WHEREAS, the empowerment of women is central to building democratic, peaceful, and 

prosperous societies; and 

 

WHEREAS, although women in this country have made gains in the struggle to eradicate 

discrimination, much more needs to be accomplished; and 

 

WHEREAS, CEDAW provides an opportunity for dialogue on how to address persistent 

gaps in women’s full equality, particularly regarding closing the pay gap, reducing domestic 

violence, and stopping trafficking; and 

 

WHEREAS, Cities for CEDAW was launched at the United Nations Commission on the 

Status of Women in March 2014; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Cities for CEDAW campaign is a grassroots effort that provides tools and 

leadership to empower local women’s organizations and municipalities and effectively initiate 

CEDAW within their respective localities; and 

 

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council desires that women and girls who live in the 

City of St. Petersburg enjoy all the rights, privileges and remedies that are bestowed on all people 

in the United States, no matter their race, national origin, gender or religious belief; and  
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WHEREAS, City government has an appropriate and legitimate role in affirming the 

importance of eliminating all forms of discrimination against women in communities as universal 

norms and to serve as a guide for public policy. 

 

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

Petersburg, Florida that the City Council hereby supports the elimination of all forms of 

discrimination and violence against women and girls, promoting the health and safety of women 

and girls, and supporting their being afforded equal academic, economic, social, cultural and 

business opportunities in the City of St. Petersburg. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby expresses support for the Cities 

for CEDAW initiative. 

 

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.  

 

 

 

Approved as to form and substance: 

 

 

______________________________ 

City Attorney (designee) 
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	Oracle Service Agreements.pdf (23 pages)


	(City Development)
	Approving disbursement of up to $525,000 from the Capital Repair, Renewal and Replacement Sinking Fund for Tropicana Field Capital Projects, and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $525,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Tropic
	Tropicana Field - replacemenet Sinking Fund Acct - 525K Suppl. Approp..pdf (2 pages)



	Consent Agenda B
	(Procurement)
	Approving an increase in allocation for electrical supplies with Mayer Electric Supply Company, Inc.; Rexel Inc. formerly known as Southern Electric Supply Company, Inc. dba Rexel; and Electric Supply of Tampa, Inc. in the combined amount of $115,000 whic
	Electrical Supplies.pdf (2 pages)

	Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to American Chemical & Building Maintenance Supply, Inc., Interline Brands, Inc. dba Supplyworks, Sani-Chem Janitorial Supplies Inc. dba Sani-Chem, and Southeastern Paper Group of Florida, Inc. for janitoria
	Janitorial Supplies.pdf (5 pages)

	Approving an annual maintenance agreement for dispatch and records management software applications for the Police Department with Intergraph Corporation, a sole source supplier, at a cost of $286,938.68.
	Intergraph Software.pdf (7 pages)

	Approving the purchase of a replacement directional boring machine and vacuum excavation system from Vermeer Southeast Sales & Service Inc., for the Water Resources Department at a total cost of $282,569.36.
	Boring Machine.pdf (2 pages)

	Approving an annual software maintenance agreement with Sungard Public Sector, Inc., a sole source supplier for the Department of Technology Services at a total amount of $211,244.81.
	Sungard.pdf (3 pages)

	Approving an increase to the allocation for traffic signs to McCain Sales of Florida, Inc. dba Universal Signs and Accessories, a Division of McCain Sales of Florida, Inc. for the Stormwater, Pavement and Traffic Operations Department in the amount of $51
	Traffic Signs.pdf (2 pages)

	Approving the purchase of security guard services from Dynamic Security, Inc. for the Sanitation, Fleet Management departments, and the Libraries at an estimated annual cost of $128,570.
	Security Guard Svcs.pdf (5 pages)


	(City Development)
	Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a Fourth Amendment to Lease Agreement with Albert Whitted Airport Preservation Society, Inc., a Florida non-profit organization, for the use of facilities located at 451 Eighth Avenue S.E., St. Petersburg
	4th Amendment AWAPS.pdf (6 pages)

	Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute an Agreement To Terminate Lease for the existing Lease Agreement dated June 19, 2014, as amended, between the City of St. Petersburg ("City") and Aristiz, Inc., a Florida profit corporation, for the use o
	Termination Aristiz - 5 Yr. Lease Sky Addict Aviation.pdf (6 pages)

	Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a five (5) year Lease Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and St. Pete Aviation Services, LLC d/b/a St. Pete Air, a Florida limited liability company, for the use of 3,064 square feet of space in
	St. Pete Aviation - 5 yr. Lease.pdf (6 pages)

	Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a three (3) year License Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and the Salvador Dali Museum, Inc. for use of fifty (50) non-exclusive vehicular parking spaces to accommodate employee parking within
	Dali Museum - 3 Yr. License Parking Agmt.pdf (5 pages)

	Approving an agreement between the City and Advantage Village Academy, Inc. (in conjunction with SCLC of Pinellas County) that provides up to $35,000 of City support for a MLK Day Family Festival to be held in the parking lots of Tropicana Field. 
	Approving a request from St. Petersburg Baseball Commission, Inc. to extend the Walter Fuller Term to September 30, 2018 and remove the surety requirement contained in Section 44 of the current management agreement. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-6]

	(Public Works)
	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to enter into a Cooperative Funding Agreement with the Southwest Florida Water Management District for the City of St. Petersburg Toilet Replacement Program Phase 15 in the amount of $100,000. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-7
	Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-08-CH2/W, to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc. in the amount of $191,046, for engineering services pertaining to the development of the Wet Wea

	(Appointments)
	Confirming the reappointment of Deborah Close as a regular member to the Commission on Aging to fill three-year term ending December 31, 2018.
	Close Cover and resolution.docx (2 pages)


	(Miscellaneous)
	Amending City Council Resolution No. 2015-33 to extend the original closing date from September 30, 2015 to March 31, 2016 for 31 Burlington Ltd, for the Burlington Place Apartments; providing that all other provisions of Resolution No. 2015-33 not amende
	Burlington Cover.doc (2 pages)
	Burlington Resolution.doc (2 pages)

	Ratifying and approving Revision No. 1 to Task Order No. 15-01-KH/PDS (“Task Order”) to the consulting agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc. dated June 3, 2015 (“Agreement”), in the amount of $83,125 for additiona
	Kimley-Horn.pdf (4 pages)

	Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public Services Union representing the White Collar bargaining unit, for the period of December 28, 2015 through September 30, 2017. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-9]
	Approving amendments to the negotiated agreement with the SEIU Florida Public Services Union representing the Blue Collar bargaining unit, for the period of December 28, 2015 through September 30, 2017. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-10]
	Authorizing the waiver of public construction bonds for American Housing Builders, Inc. for the construction of two single-family homes under the Neighborhood Stabilization Program on City-owned property located at 807 14th Avenue South and 4119 13th Aven
	American Housing Cover.docx (1 page)
	American Housing Resolution.doc (1 page)

	Confirming the re-appointment of Clifton W. Michaelsen as a regular member to the Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2018.
	Clifton Memo.docx (2 pages)

	Approving the purchase of permit applications software from OpenCounter Enterprises, Inc., a sole source provider, for the Planning & Economic Development Department in an amount not to exceed $201,350.
	OpenCounter.pdf (4 pages)

	Confirming the appointment of Mark Foster and Peter Ford as regular members to the Nuisance Abatement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2018.
	Mark Foster  and Peter Ford NAB 12.11.15.docx (2 pages)

	Approval of Extension to the Franchise Agreement between TECO/Peoples Gas and the City of St. Petersburg.
	Cover.pdf (1 page)
	Resolution and agreement.pdf (4 pages)

	Supporting the elimination of all forms of discrimination and violence against women and girls, promoting the health and safety of women and girls, and supporting their being afforded equal academic, economic, social, cultural and business opportunities i
	Resolution.docx (2 pages)

	Encouraging the Board of County Commissioners of Pinellas County, Florida to adopt a marijuana civil citation ordinance; requesting a response from the Board of County Commissioners within sixty (60) days of the date of this resolution advising City Counc
	Missing.pdf (1 page)
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