
 
January 21, 2016  

3:00 PM 

 

 

 

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

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

 

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

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

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

except in connection with Awards and Presentations. 

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

issue, please do so from the podium. 

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

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

to a minimum. 

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

room. 

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

who are deaf/hard of hearing. 

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION 

 

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

Main Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 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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January 21, 2016  

3:00 PM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.  

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

B.  Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.  

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

1. City-initiated application amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land 

Development Regulations (LDRs), Section 16.03 "Concurrency Management" and 

related language in Section 16.70 "Applications and Procedures" and Section 16.90.020 

"Rules of Interpretation and Definitions." (City File LDR-2015-08) 

E.  Reports 

1. Homeless Leadership Board - (Oral) (Chair Foster) 

2. Approving an Architect/Engineering Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, 

Florida (City) and W - Architecture and Landscape Architecture, LLC (A/E) for 

concept design services for the Pier Approach in an amount not to exceed $318,030 

(A/E Agreement); authorizing the City Attorney to make non-substantive changes to the 

A/E Agreement; Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute the A/E Agreement; 

approving a transfer in the amount of $500,000 from the Downtown Redevelopment 

District Fund (1105) to the General Capital Improvement Fund (3001) to provide the 

necessary funding for the Concept Design Phase. 

3. Downtown Transportation - (Oral) (Councilmember Kennedy) 
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4. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Consolidated Resource Recovery, 

Inc. for yard waste grinding services with operator for the Sanitation Department at an 

estimated annual cost of $427,700. 

F. New Business 

1. Referral to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee for consideration of changes to 

our purchasing regulations. (Councilmember Nurse) 

2. Requesting City Council to consider adopting an Appearance of Conflict Policy for City 

Advisory Committees. (Chair Foster) 

3. Requesting City Council to refer a discussion on revisions to the City Council Policy 

and Procedures be added to the January 28, 2016 Workshop. (Chair Foster) 

4. Requesting to refer to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a discussion 

relating to the Codes Compliance Department purchasing moisture detectors to help pin 

point mold issues in homes and apartments. (Councilmember Kornell)  

G.  Council Committee Reports 

1. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee (1/14/15) 

(a) Approving the recommendation of the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee to 

refer a policy discussion regarding regulation of vacation rentals to the Public 

Services and Infrastructure Committee.  

(b) Accepting the proposal and approving the award of a three-year agreement (Blanket 

Agreement) with one two-year renewal option to JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., for 

banking services at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $150,000; authorizing the 

Mayor or his designee to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this 

transaction. 

2. Public Services & Infrastructure (1/14/15) 

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 1560. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number(s) SEC 1207.  

3. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition Number(s) DMO 433.  
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4. Ordinance 212-H adopted as required by section 1.02(c)(5)a., St. Petersburg City 

Charter, authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to accept a Florida Department of 

State, Division of Cultural Affairs Grant in  the amount of $1,000,000 for the acoustic 

renovations for the Mahaffey Theater; authorizing the restrictions contained in the grant 

documents which require that the City will execute and record a restrictive covenant, or 

such other appropriate document, that dedicates the land and building developed with 

grant assistance for ten years as a cultural facility for the use and benefit of the general 

public subject to rules for conversion of the property; authorizing the Mayor, or his 

Designee, to execute and record in the public record the covenant and all other 

documents necessary to effectuate this transaction;  approving a supplemental 

appropriation in the amount of $1,000,000 from the unappropriated balance of the 

General Capital Improvement Fund (3001). 

5. Ordinance 213-H of the City of St. Petersburg, revising Chapter 28, Vehicles for Hire; 

adding, deleting, and revising definitions; revising article and section titles; clarifying 

language related to low speed vehicles to conform with changes in State law; adding 

requirements for vessels; amending the subsection relating to pedal buses; 

reorganization of subsections to enhance readability; and revising the application 

requirements for a public vehicle drivers permit.  

J. Open Forum 

K.  Adjournment 

A 
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Consent Agenda A 

January 21, 2016 

 

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.  
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Consent Agenda B 

January 21, 2016 

 

NOTE:  The Consent Agenda contains normal, routine business items that are very likely to be approved 

by the City Council by a single motion.  Council questions on these items were answered prior to the 

meeting.  Each Councilmember may, however,  defer any item for added discussion at a later time.  

(Procurement) 

1. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Consolidated Resource Recovery, 

Inc. for yard waste grinding services with operator for the Sanitation Department at an 

estimated annual cost of $427,700. [MOVED TO REPORTS AS E-4] 

2. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to S and C Janitorial, Inc. for 

custodial services at an estimated annual cost of $42,600. [DELETED] 

3. Approving the donation of firefighter helmets valued at approximately $2,400 to the 

City of Antelope Fire Department in Oregon. 

(City Development) 

4. Authorizing the Mayor, or his Designee, to execute a twenty (20) year License 

Agreement with the State of Florida Department of Transportation, an agency of the 

State of Florida, for the use of the Airfield Vault Building within Albert Whitted Airport 

to locate a Global Positioning System Reference Station. Requires affirmative vote of at 

least six (6) members of City Council.   

(Public Works) 

5. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order No. 

12-06-AID/AWA to the architect/engineering agreement between the City of St. 

Petersburg, florida and American Infrastructure Development, Inc., in the lump sum 

amount of $450,545 for design and bidding phase services related to the redevelopment 

of the Southwest Hanger area at the Albert Whitted Airport (SPG); and providing an 

effective date (Engineering Project No. 15052-113; Oracle Project No. 14168) 

(Miscellaneous) 

6. Approving the minutes of the City Council meetings held on October 1, October 8, 

October, 15, and October 22, 2015. 

7. Confirming the reappointment and appointment of regular and alternate members to the 

Community Planning and Preservation Commission.  
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8. Providing for the abolishment of the EMS Ad Hoc Committee; providing that items 

previously referred to the EMS Ad Hoc Committee shall henceforth be referred to the 

Council sitting as a Committee of the Whole; and providing for the repeal of all 

provisions of all previous resolutions which are in conflict with this resolution.  
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.  Meeting Agenda 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, January 14, 2016, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, January 14, 2016, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

Youth Services Committee 

Thursday, January 14, 2016, 10:30 a.m., Room 100 [CANCELED] 

CRA/Agenda Review and Administrative Update 

Thursday, January 14, 2016, 1:30 p.m., Room 100 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, January 14, 2016, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Civil Service Board 

1 Alternate Member 

(Term expires 6/30/17) 

Nuisance Abatement Board 

2 Alternate Members 

(Terms expire 8/31/16 and 11/30/16) 

City Beautiful Commission 

2 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 12/31/17 and 12/31/18) 



ST. PETERSBUR( CITY C()UNCI L

i’vIeetiiu. ui .Janiiary 21, 2016

TO: TIlL’ Honorable Amy Foster. Chair. and Members ol (ily Council

StJl&JE( ‘I: ( ‘ity File LDR—2() 15—08: City—i ii itiated appi ication amending the St. Petersburg
City (‘ode. Chapter I 6. Land I )evelopinent Regulations (‘‘LI )Rs’’ ) pertai iii ng to
Concurrency Management.

REQUEST: Amend the. St. Petersburg City Code. Chapter I (i. Land Development Regulations
(“LI )Rs’’). Section 1 6.03 “Concurrency Management’’ and related language in
Section I 6.70 “Applications and Procedures’’ and Section I 6.)0.020 “Rules of
Interpretation and Dc tin it ions.’’

ANALYSIS: Since I 5 concurrency has been required by Florida Statutes. Concurrency
means that the public facilities and services necessary to maintain the adopted
eve I of service standards are available when the i m pacts of de velopment occur.

The City has adopted LOS standards far public facilities and services including:
potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage. roadnavs. mass transit, and
recreation and OCfl space.

On December 17. 2015. the City Council considered City File LGCP 2016-01
amending various elements of the City’s Comprehensive Plan. including
transportation concurrency. This companion application proposes related text
amendments to the City’s LDRs regarding transportation concurrency. and deletes
outdated regulatory language regarding school concurrency. A complete
description is included in the attached DRC Staff Report and Ordinance.

NOTE: Final consideration of this application is tentatively scheduled for February 4,
2016. the same date as [Thai consideration of the companion application City File
LGCP 2016-01.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission:

On December 2. 2015. the DRC reviewed the proposed amendments and
voted unanimously to make a finding of consistency with the City’s
Comprehensive Plan.



( ‘iii,n Iiipiit

i\s ol (his ‘iitiiii. no coinh11i11s hav’ heeii icccived.

Iconinieiiiied (it\’ (ouncil i\cflon:

- (‘( )tNI)(’’1 th IisL ieiW i.: and

2. XI ‘I’ the sceond reading and adoption public hearing lbr February 4.
2() I (.
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
PROVIDING FOR THE AMENDMENT OF THE CITY CODE
LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS; AMENDING
CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT FOR TRANSPORTATION
AND SCHOOLS; AMENDING STANDARDS FOR REVIEW OF
AMENDMENTS TO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS, SITE PLAN REVIEW, AND
SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS; AMENDING DEFINITIONS;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1. Section 16.03 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

SECTION 16.03. - CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT

16.03.010. - Purpose and declaration of public policy.

A. The City Council declares as a matter of public policy that the concurrency requirements of the Local
Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act (F.S. § 163.3161 et
seq.) are a public necessity, and are important in the protection and enhancement of the quality of life
in the City as well as the county and the state.

B. The purpose of this section is to ensure the availability of public facilities and the adequacy of those
facilities at adopted levels of service concurrent with the impacts of development. This intent is
implemented by means of a concurrency management system which shall measure the potential
impact of a development permit application upon the adopted minimum acceptable level of services,
as provided in the capital improvements element of the plan.

C. In compliance-wi-th-the-- - 1-G1-8O-4e-C4’-GGuncil has adopteG a prope44G4ate
fair-share program he— ;&e—€i1- -

whereby the impact&-o-d€ e-4a -fe&ies can—e-rnitiga1ed by theeoeca’e
efforts of the public and priva-sectorsr

D. The City Council has proved foa-1-ceeunn”exception area (TCE)-wf4eh-is-exemp1
from transportation -oncurroncy—requirements, as authorized by F.S. § 163.3180, in order to reduce
the adverse imao- itt-ranportation concurroncy may have on urban infill development and
redeve!oprne_ad__= p-ono-te-—the-—achIevement of other goals and policies of the state

deveiopment of public transportation.

16.03.020. - Definitions.

Shall be as set forth in the definitions section.

16.03.030. - Levels of service adopted by reference.

The adopted levels of service standards, as stated in the plan, for public facilities and services are
hereby adopted by reference.

16.03.040. - General requirements.

Ordinance -H
Page 1



A certificate of concurrency is required prior to the issuance of any development permit. If a
development will require more than one development permit, the issuance of a certificate of concurrency
shall occur prior to the issuance of the initial permit. Upon request by applicants, a preliminary concurrency
review shall be performed and a conditional certificate of concurrency may be issued. This conditional
certificate shall not be binding upon the City and shall only be effective for the year in which the annual
concurrency monitoring report was issued. Only those certificates of concurrency issued for development
permits shall be binding. Applicants will be charged a fee for certificates of concurrency.

1. Application for development. The property owner, or authorized representative, shall provide a
complete application for development containing the required documentation for the specific
development order or permit. The POD shall review the application for completeness in a timely
manner to ensure that the required information is sufficient to accept the application and continue
its review.

2. Development review. When the application for development has been accepted, it shall be
processed and reviewed for impacts of the development on the public facilities and services
identified in this article.

3. Concurrency review. The concurrency review shall compare the available and reserved capacity
of the facility or service to the demand projected for the proposed development. The available
capacity shall be determined by adding the total of the existing excess capacity and the total
future capacity of any proposed construction or expansion that meets the requirements of this
section. The levels of service of all facilities and services must be sufficient before a development
permit can be issued.

a-—- TrffiG-reEtIiGtion—and-.trfl re-.areaT.ifl .--restnGtionand-Gonernareas shall be
des4qi-rated—en--an--annual- —the4irne--thb--d nPual—G our oy.41zi.onitoring report is
ieued.—T-he&e---area8-—wi4Lbe designated b&sel—ou tlie—reda--def4ned in this section.
Applicatiens-fr development permits within those-au3ee-rnay-r-equire detailed traffic studies.

(1) If tho development is found to bo in a traffic restnotion prop, p traffic study shall be
required. If the traffic study indicates that tho effected roadway is not significantly
degraded, the project will be found concurrent for tra4fie

(2) If the development is found to be in a traffic concern area, a traffic study may be
required. If the traffic study indicatee that the affected roadway LOS may be lowered
below tho adoptod LOS, the project will be found concurrent for traffic only if provisions
and measures are attached as conditions to prevent the reduction of the LOS.

(3) If tho development is found to be in a traffic restriction or traffic concern area and the
traffic study indicates that the affected roadway is significantly degraded, the project will
be found concurrent for traffic only if provisions and meacuros are attached as
conditions to prevent the significant degradation of the affected roadway.

(4) If the development is not found
the es4irnpted ‘raffic volumes resu[t4ng—from-the-deveopment-ciegca8e--the--pea1c-hou
LOS—elcw- to adopted-LOS-st ad—the-pfojeGlwill-.be-feund-oonGureRt.-for-4raffo
only-f-n--..•.-

4. Certificate of concurrency.

a. The certificate of concurrency shall indicate the date of issuance and shall automatically
expire simultaneously with the expiration of the development permit to which it applies. In
the event the development permit does not have an expiration date, the certificate of
concurrency shall expire one year from the date of the issuance of the development permit.
In the event that a time extension is requested prior to the expiration of the development
permit, then the accompanying certificate of concurrency may be renewed upon
determination by the POD that the conditions of concurrency will still be met.

Ordinance -H
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b. Any development order or permit that is issued within the effective period of a validly issued
certificate of concurrency shall be vested for the purposes of concurrency until the expiration
of that development order or permit, provided that development commences within the
validity period of the development order or permit and continues in good faith.

—-—---Sohoolooncur-r-enGy—-i litinat—s nay Im sLlble{;t t other ep ation time pe;ds as s—l lorth
in-the.-publie.-&ehool--far:ilities element o; I_and Development Regulations.

5. Development order or development permit compliance.

a. Any development orders and development permits approved and issued shall be based upon
and in compliance with the certificate of concurrency issued for that application.

b. The burden of showing compliance with the adopted levels of service and meeting the
concurrency evaluation shall be upon the applicant. The POD may require whatever
documentation is necessary to make a determination.

16.03.050. - Minimum requirements for concurrency.

An application for a development order shall comply with the following minimum concurrency
reqLnrernents for each of the following public facilities and services:

1. For potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, and drainage (stormwater) one of the following is
the minimum standard that must be met to satisfy the concurrency requirement:

a. The necessary facilities, including distribution and collection mains and pipes, and services
are in place at the time a development permit or order is issued;

b. A development permit or order is issued subject to the condition that the necessary facilities,
including distribution and collection mains and pipes, and services will be in place when the
impacts of the development occur;

c. The necessary facilities, including distribution and collection mains and pipes and related
appurtenances are under construction at the time a permit or order is issued;

d. The necessary facilities, including distribution and collection mains and pipes and related
appurtenances, and services are guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement. An
enforceable development agreement may include, but is not limited to, development
agreements pursuant to the Florida Local Government Development Agreement Act (F.S. §
163.3220 et seq.), or an agreement or development order issued pursuant to F.S. ch. 380.

2. For recreation and open space, one of the following is the minimum standard that must be met to
satisfy the concurrency requirement:

a. Compliance with the standards in subsection 1 of this section;

b. At the time the development permit or order is issued, the necessary facilities and services
are the subject of a binding executed contract which provides for 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 order;

c. The necessary facilities and services are guaranteed in an enforceable development
agreement which requires the commencement of the actual construction of facilities or the
provision of services within one year of the issuance of the applicable permit or order. An
enforceable development agreement may include, but is not limited to, development
agreements pursuant to ES. § 163.3220 et seq. or an agreement or development order
issued pursuant to F.S. ch. 380.

3. For roads and mass -r-ant, where the City has co -d-tooJ÷Qe-4he necessary aublic facilities
ii ui Iu the City will

satisfy the conc.urr11 recurernent by compyng-wi-th—the standards n subsoct4onc 1 and 2b of
this section and by ensuring that the following provisions are

Ordinance _-H
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a. The capital improvements element and schedule of capital improvements, in addition to
meeting all of the other statutory and rule requirements, is financially feasible. The schedule
of capital improvements may include those projects included in the county capital
improvement element or in the first three years of the adopted state department of
transportation five year work program.

b-—-—T-he six year schedule of capital improvements which includes both necessary facilities to
main-tain$he adopted level of service standards to servo the now devolopmont proposed to
be permitted and the necessary facilities and services required to eliminate that portion of
existing deficiencies which are a priority to be eliminated during the six-year period.

c. A financially feaciblo funding system based on ourrontly available rovonuo sourcos which is
adequato to fund tho public facilities and cerviooc roguirod to servo the development
authorized by the dovolopmont order and dovolopmont permit and which are included in tho
six year schodulo of capital improvoments.

d. The six-year schedule of capital improvements includes the estimated date of
commencement of actual construction and- the estimated date of completion of the public
facility or services.

e------Aetua4--construction of the rOad-or-mass-tranE,it--facities-and-4he provision of services must
be scheduled to commence-in-or behm--tl-e--third--year--of--the-s1x-yeaF--sehe4ule-e-Gap#af
ove&

4. For schools, the requirement n—the-iublo--sGl-u• I4j -I .s-elernent--of—the-hn shall be met to
CnGV

16.03.060. - Action upon failure to show available capacity.

Where available capacity cannot be shown, the following methods may be used to maintain the
adopted level of service:

1. A plan amendment which limits the adopted level of service standard for the affected facilities
and/or services.

2. A binding executed contract between the City and the applicant to provide the necessary
improvements.

3. An enforceable development agreement, which may include, but is not limited to, development
agreements pursuant to F.S. § 163.3220 et seq.

4. A change in the funding source.

5. A reduction in the scale or impact of the proposed development.

6. Phasing of the proposed project.

Transpot-a:* ranage.H t--orfest4etion--p{oqrems—-Tha.---reduGe the traffic impact of the
dslpme4t-& iftiyproadway capacity, shifting
;be-efed-s-Gn-;e-- d1G

16.03.070. - Concurrency annual monitoring report.

A. By February 1 of each year, the POD shall prepare a concurrency annual monitoring report. The POD
shall convey such annual report to the City Council.

B. The POD shall establish and maintain a concurrency monitoring system for the purpose of monitoring
the status of public facilities and services, to be used in establishing the concurrency annual monitoring
report.

C. The concurrency annual report shall be issued every year and will be effective for one year. Nothing
herein precludes the issuance and effectiveness of more frequent concurrency reports, if updating or
correction is deemed necessary, including but not limited to circumstances where: errors are noted;

Ordinance -H
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the impact of issued development orders, as monitored by the POD, indicates a degradation to the
adopted level of service; or where changes in the status of capital improvement projects changes the
underlying assumptions of the concurrency annual report.

D. A concurrency report shall not divest those rights acquired by a preceding concurrency annual report,
except where a known danger exists to the health, safety or welfare of the general public.

E. The concurrency annual report shall include, at a minimum, a review of the levels of service and
capacity for all the adopted levels of service standards included in the plan.

16.03.080. - Providing for intergovernmental coordination.

A. The City as the provider of public facilities or services to other government entities.

1. The City shall provide services to other local government entities within the county in accordance
with the policies included in the plan. The City shall administer this section such that the
development in those areas shall be consistent with the plan.

2. All proposed development within these other local government entities which requires City
services shall be submitted to the POD to disseminate to the appropriate review personnel. A
certificate of concurrency from the City shall be reqLHred for any public facility or services provided
by the City to any local government in which a permit or order is proposed to be issued.

B. The City as the recipient of public facilities or services from other government entities.

1. The City shall recognize the level of service provided by other governmental entities that provide
services or facilities to the City in accordance with the policies of the plan. The City shall ensure
that all development within its area shall be in accordance with such policies as identified in the
plan.

2. The City shall coordinate with other governmental entities to ensure appropriate
intergovernmental coordination. Appropriate methodology for tracking concurrency will be
coordinated with these other governmental entities.

16.03.090. - Providing for adequate funding.

The capital improvement element of the plan was designed to meet requirements of the State law
mandating that local governments provide sufficient capacity of public facilities concurrent with
development. The capital improvement element contains all capital improvement needs identified in the
individual elements of the plan, and demonstrates the fiscal feasibility of the plan. Through annual
monitoring, the capital improvement element is corrected, updated, and modified to ensure adequate
sources of funding. If it is determined that a level of service standard is reduced because a project is not
completed, or if projects not previously identified are added, then an amendment to the plan will be required.

16.03.100. - Proportiote-faw-t iaegIarn-

A. General requirements.

An applicant may satisfy i”’

fair share contribution if:

a. The proposed development is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and applicable Land
Development Regulations; and

b. Tho fivo year schedule of capital improvements in tho City capital improvoment olomont
includos transportation improvements that, upon completion, will mitigate tho transportation
imnacts of the proposed development in accordance with the reguiremenb of this
subsection.

Ordinance _-H
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a—The—app4icant may satisfy transportation concurrency roguiremeni
imp emen4-that--upon completion, will satisfy the requirements of this
Gon4aiced in the capital imrsrrypmpnt element if the following apply:

a ---The-City-Council-adopts, by resolution or ordinance, a commitment to-add-the-improvernen
to -the-Gapital-improvoment element no later than the noxt regularly scheduled—update--To
qualify—er consideration under this subsection, the proposed improvement muat—be
determined—to--be financially feasible, consistent with the Comprehensive Plai—and--in
Gomp4ia4ce with the provisions of this subsection.

b. If the funds allocated for tho capital improvoment elomont aro insufficiont to fully fund
construction of a transportation improvomont roquirod for the applicant to comply with tho
tormc of thic subsection, the City and the applicant may enter into a proportionate fair share
agreement authorizing tho applicant to construct that amount of devolopment on which the
proportionato fair share is calculated if tho proportionate fair charo amount in such
agreement-is-suff-ioiertt-to pay for one or more improvements which will significantly benefit
the-impacted transportation system.

c. Tho improvement or improvements funded by tho proportionate fair-share component must
be adopted into the CIE.

d. Any improvement proposed to meet the applicant’s fair share obligation shall moot the
design standards of the City and FDOT as applicable.

9f
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Upon notification that a proposed development is subject to tran”
requirements and is eligible to participate in the proportionatc f:

fi-,,’ ...: di,ri.fhc

‘f the apprant chi to enter “‘ a meeting shall be hold to discuss oligibility,
p4i.eatie submittal quirem potontial mitigation options, and rolatod issues. If the
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meeting.

Proposec ““ ‘-share mitigation fpr
‘_- “pacts to facilities on the SIS

requires “‘ 4 4h.,flT in,,’I,inr. ‘

require _.,. — - .4-b”

•Afte “mitigation proje is identified and agr”f upon by the City, the applicant and FDOT (if the
project affects an SIS facility), a proposed proportionate fair-share mitigation agreement will be
prepared. The final agreement will become a part of the site plan submittal for review. The Mayor
may approve such agreements. The site plan shall be subject to review and approval in
accordance with the provisions of the Land Development Regulations which apply to the project.
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1. The proportionato fair-share obligation shall be based on the impact a development has on a
transportation facility as determined by a traffic impact analysis that assesses the distribution and
volume of traffic generated by the proposed development.

2. A facility shall be conciderod impacted when the net trips generated by the proposed development
meets or exceeds five percent of the facility’s peak hour capacity.

—

‘1. .31 IUUIIJ LI itI III IIJ.1I..LUU I1I

Should the impacted facility be , ,-at- ‘ “ that meets the ac”1
development will not be ““‘ to the FGpGF.S.. fair share

‘-‘-ility be operating at a LOS that is below thr - . LOS standard based
on existing conaitions or as a result of the impacts of a proposod development, the facility would
be subject to the proportionate fair share provisions and the applicant would be notad

C, U Li iLl.,

onoratino
.

flnn.,,n
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5. Proportionate fair share mitigation for concurrency impacts may includo, without limitation,
separately or collectively, private funds, contributions of land, and construction and contribution
OG

6——-Adevelopment-&hall not be required to pay-more-than4ts-pr-oportionato fair-share. Tho fair market
value-of-the-pceportionate fair share mitigation-for4he impacted facilities shall not differ regardless

7. The methodology used to calculate an applicant’s proportionate fair-share obligation shall be as
providod for in F.S. § 163.3180, as follows:

The cumulative number of trips from the proposed development expected to reach roadways
€kig peak hours from the completed build out of a stage or phase being approved, divided by
the change in the peak hour maximum service volume (MSV) of roadways resulting from
construction of an improvoment necessary to maintain the adopted LOS, multiplied by the
construction cost, at tho time of developor payment, of the improvement necessary to maintain
the adopted LOS; or

Proportionate Fair Share = I[[(Development Trip61) I (SV lncroae

Where:

Those trips from the stage or phase of development under review that areDevelopmcnt
— assigned to roadway segment i” and have triggered a dofioionoy per the

concurrency management system (the “CMS”);

Service volume incroaco provided by the eligiblo improvement to roadway
lncrease,— segment “I’;

Adjusted cost of the improvement to segment ‘i’. Cost shall include the cost
— of all project phases (proliminary enginooring or alignment study, design,

rights of way acquisition and construction) in the years said phases will occur

8. For the purpocos of dotermining proportionate fair share obligations, the City shall detormino
improvement costs based upon the actual cost of the improvement as obtained from the capital
improvement element of the MPO transportation improvoment program. Whore such information
is not available, improvempnt cost shall be determined using one of the methods described below.

a. An analysis by the City of construction costs that incorporatoc data from recent projects and
is updated annually; or

b. The most recont issue of FDOT transportation costs, as adjusted based upon the typo of
cross section (urban or rural); locally available data from recent projects on acquisition,
drainage and utility costs, and significant changes in the cost of matoriale due to
unforeseeable events. Cost estimates for state road improvements not included in the
adopted FDOT work program shall be determined using this method in coordination with the
FDOT district.

Ordinance _-H

Page 7



9. The value of a proportionate fair sharo mitigation proje
ef-the-melhods-previded in this subsection.

,4 nknll kn eln+nrrnnnA ,,e nr,nnn

-1-O-—T-he-Gtty--may-accept-right-ef-way dedication for the proportionate fair-share payment. Credit for
the-dedication shall-be--based on fair market valuo ostablished by an independent appraisal
approved-by-the-City-and at no expense to tho City. The applicant shall supply, at no expense to
the-City5-a-survey-and legal description of the land and ovidence of marketable title subject only
to-such-encumbrances as the City may find acceptable. If the estimated value of the right-of way
dedication proposed by tho applicant is less than the estimatod total proportionate fair-share
obligation for that development, then the applicant must also pay the difference.

fl Irnnnn4n.-, ,..nr44fnr
r r’

c: nknrn

1. Proportionate fair-share contributions shall be applied as a credit against impact fees consistent
with the terms of the impact fee section of the Pinellas County Land Development Code.

2. Impact foe crodits for tho proportionate fair sharo contribution will bo dotorminod whon the
transportation impact foo obligation is calculatod for the proposed development. Impact fees owed
by the applicant will be reduced in accordance with the proportionate fair-share mitigation
agreement as they become due in accordance with the impact fee section of the county land
development code. If the applicant’s proportionate fair share obligation is loss than the
development’s anticipated road impact fee for the specific stage or phase of dovolopment undor
review, then the applicant or its successor shall pay the remaining impact fec amount to the City.

tIAUUI II UI fl [11.11 iflLt iyauvi I

E. Effect of proportionate fair share mitigation agroemertt&

4,- Upon itir -“ prepor’”- fair-share mit’ agreement, the
transportation! 4ey-a, r ‘unctiona’ t. ShouIc
.J.,......I ......4.......S.....41........41.....,..... ..L.....III...,..
UVyt;, II IWI IL UI UCI, LI WI I LIlt; ayrOement bI 1.111 Ut; cieemeo I lUll dl lU

GUI ICU I I UI onrovai UI I I UyIJIvaIen

2. Payment of the proportionate fair share contribution is due in full prior to issuance of the final
development order or recording of the final plat and shall be non refundable. If the payment is
submitted mere than 12 menths from the date of execution of the agreement, then the
proportionate fair share cost shall be recalculated at the time of payment based en the best
estimate of the oonstructien cost of the required improvement at the time of payment, and
adjusted accordingly.

3. All proportionate fair share mitigation improvements shall be completed prior to issuance of a
certificate of occupancy, or as otherwise established in an agreement previding for the completion
of such improvements that is accompanied by a security instrument sufficient to ensure the
completion of all required improvements.

1. Dedication of necessary rights-of-way for facility improvements shall be completed prior to
issuance of the development order or recording of the final plat.

5. Any requested ohango to a development subsequent to the issuance of a development ordor may
be subject to additional proportionate fair-share contributions to the extent that the change will
generate additional traffic that would require mitigatien.

-

—

dItJtfIIIUIII

np 4

y •, ,,. dpjJIIUdIII

on aureemenrn

ILI 4t4LflflAn applicant may submit a letter declining to enter into a proportionate ft.iir -‘--- miNnn+inn

—---S f Hmct.p4nr ft, tkn nvnr.ntinn n+ thn agreerantb thn

The City may enter into r rorti0hlate fair-sft mitigath ‘r selected corridor
improvements to facilitate collaboration among multiple applicants on improvements to a shared
transportation facility.

F. Appropriation of fair share revenues.

1. Proportionate fair-share revenues shall be placed in the appropriate project account for funding
of scheduled improvements in the capital improvements element, or as otherwise establlshed—ir
the terms of the proportionate fair-share mitigation agreement. Proportionate fait-shace-r-evenues
may be used for improvements prior to construction of the project from which such revenues were

Ordinance -H
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derived. Proportionate fair-sharp revenuos may also be used as the 50 percent local match for
funding under the FDQT transportation regional incentivo program (TRIP).

2. If a scheduled proportionate fair-share improvement is removod from the capital improvement
element, then the revenues—eolleGted4or-its construction may be applied toward the constr-uot-ion
of another improvement within—the same corridor or planning sector that would mitigate—the
impacts of development.

3. If an impacted facility has been docignatod as a regionally significant transportation facility in an
adopted regional transportation plan as providod in F.S. § 339.165, the City may coordinato with
othor impactod jurisdictions and agencios to apply proportionato fair charo contributions and
piiblic contributions to seek funding for improving the impacted rogional facility under the FOOT
TRIP. Such coordination shall bo through an intorlocal agroomont that establishes a procedure
for oarmarking tho developer contributions for this prococG.

il If an applicant constructs a transportation facility, the -coet of which exceeds tho proportionate
fair-share obligation and the cost was borne by theplicant, the City may consider reimbursing
the applicant for the excess contribution using one -or more of the following methods:

a. An-impact fee credit account may be establiched for the applicant in the amount of the excess
GefltfthU1en-

b. An account may bo established for the applicant for the purpose of reimbursing the applicant
for the excess contribution with proportionate fair share payments from future applicants on
tho facility.

c. Tho City may compensate tho applicant for the excess contribution through payment or some
combination of means acceptable to the City and the applicant.

d. A right to reimbursement may be accirined
and conditions accontablo to and annrovuu
to an assignee cii.w ,uiiuvu tIIiJ

assignor to the extent of such payment.

- -- anc ;n whole or in part, ur’or terms
by the City, provided that a payment L, the City

y obligation to reimburse the applicant or any

roaccionori.
111

1. In tho interest of intergovornmental coordination and to reflect the shared responsibilities for
managing development and concurrency, the City may enter into an agreement with one or more
adjacent local governments to address cross-jurisdictional impacts of development on multi-
jurisdictional transportation facilities. The agreement shall provide for application of the
methodology in this subsection to address the cross jurisdictional transportation impacts of such
development.

2. An application for a dovolopmont that is subject to transportation concurrency roquiremonts and
that meets all of tho critoria listed below shall be subjoot to thic subsection.

a. All or part of the proposed devolopmont is located within an area or corridor designated by
an adjacent local government where developmont projects are subject to transportation
concurrency requirements in accordance with their respective Land Development
Regulations.

b. The additional traffic from the proposed development would use fivo percont or more of the
adopted peak hour LOS maximum service volume of a multi jurisdictional transportation
facility within the concurrency jurisdiction of the adjacent local government.

c. The impacted multi jurisdictional transportation facility is projeatod to be operating below the
level of service standard, adopted by tho adjacent local govornmont, when tho traffic from
the proposed development is included.

3. Upon identification of an impacted multi jurisdictional transportation facility, the City shall notify
the applicant and the affected adjacent local government in writing of the opportunity to derive-ai

Ordinance -H
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4. The adjacent local government shall have-up-to-9G-days in which to notify the City of a proposed
specific proportionate fair share obllgation1-and-the-intended use of tho funds when received. The
adjacent local government shall provide—r-easonable—ju-&ti-fieation that both the amount of the
payment and its intendod use comply— li—the—requirements of F.S. § 163.3180. Should the
adjacent local government decline proportionate-fair—sharp mitigation, thon the provisions of this
subsection shall not apply and the applicant shall be subject only to the proportionate fair-share
requirements of the City.

5. If the development is approvod by tho City, tho approval shall inoludo a condition that the applicant
shall provide, prior to the issuanco of any development order covered by that application,
evidence that tho proportionate fair share obligation to tho adjacent local govornmont has boon
sae

16.03.110. - Transportation concurrency exception area.

A. The aroa shown in map 30 of the Comprehensive Plan is exempt from transportation concurrency
requirements to premoto urban mt ill development and urban rodevolopment, 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).

B. A proposeci

Ordinance -H
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elooment IHU1tI-de .. t-i€-wojected to generate than 50 new p.m. peak hour trips, and is
located n the TCEA on a major street-that is operating at an LOS that is lower than the City’s peak
hour standard of LOS D, as determined-bi-the most recent concurrency annual monitoring report,
must be reviewed as a special exception. Review of such developments shall include consideration of
compliance with the following criteria:

1. On-site or off site road capacity enhancements shall b incorporatod into tho proposed
devolopment, such as, but not limitod to

a. Acceleration/deceleration lanes;

b. Reduction of curb cuts;

c. Shared curb cute/cross access easements; and

ci. Intersection capacity improvements, such as, but not limited to, signal timing and turn lano
storage-sa

2. Provision of transit accommodations developed in coordination with the PSTA, such as, but not
limited to:

a. New or onhanced transit stops or shelters;

b. Walkways connecting transit stops to the principle buildings;

c. Bus pull off areas; and

d. Dedication of park and ride parking spaces.

3. Provision of pedestrian accommodations, such as, but not limited to:

a. Sidewalks along all street frontages; and

b. Other sidewalks connecting to adjacent neighborhoods.

‘1. Provision of bicycle accommodations, such as, but not limitod to:

a. Bicycle racks; and

b. Bicycle lanes.

5. Implementation of transportation demand management strategies, such as, hut-n1---t-o--



n Qidnckrarnn

b. Flexiblo work hours; and

c. Tolocommutng.
t ,f f..,,1;+;,w..,I 4, such as, but not limited to:

a. Locato building
I-’ g-entr-on-streear4

c. Pedeoto
eudeor-waHcways.

devices such as, but not limited to

7. Site design minimizes cut-through traffic on neighborhood streets by encouraging vehicular traffic
to utilize the major road network to travol to or from the cite, utilizing local roads only for immediate
site access.

16.03.120. - Public school facilities concurrency.

A

1. The purpose of school concurrency is to ensure that there is available capacity for the anticipated
studonts in each concurrency service area where residential unite are created at the time those
students need to go to school.

2. F.S. § 163.3177(12) roquiros all nonexompt oountioo arid oaoh non-exempt municipality within
those-ceurities to adopt and implement a public school facilities element and a school concurrency
pegr-am—The county and all other non oxempt municipalities within the county and the school
board-hae-ertered into a public schools intorlocal agreemont which sets forth matters required
by F.S. ch. 163, related to school concurrency, and which is intended to achieve a uniform,
oourayw+de—pubhc- school concurroncy systom. The City adopted amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan on February 21, 2008, to otablish concurrency for public school facilities.

B. Definitions. For tho purposes of public school facilities concurrency, the following words shall have tho
following dcfinitions:

Available Capacity moans school facilities that will be in place or under actual construction within three
years based on the Five Year Work Prooram. and which shall be calculated based on the following formiila

Available Capacity = [FISH School Capacity I Additional Capacity] [Enrollment + Vested Students]

Concurrency service area -i
+hr ,.s,,,I ,f II k,s

the areas of the county, established by the school board, within
ran f.r ankrsnl ann a. . rrnnni,n.,rnnt.ne.

Educational plant survey or the five-year plant survey means the systematic study of educational and
ancillary plants of the school board conduotod at least ovory five years to evaluate existing facilities and
plan for future facilities to meet proposed program needs.

Effective date means the date as of which school concurrency will be applied to residential site plans
or final residential subdivision approvals, and shall be the first day after the public school facility element
(PSFE) and Land Development Regulations implementing the PSFE are in effoct for the county and all
nonoxeml3t municiralities.

1k aaI ..—# -.4 4.k.. L-.II

based en tha fnIIa.nna

LOS - + Vctcd Studcnt5]
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[FISH School Capacity + Additional Capacity]

school

hevelof-ser-vice standard or LOS
sGhoo4at4e6-the-eouct4-

the minimum service level that will be provided by public

District-wide level-of-service standard means that the existing LOS shall not exceed 100 percent. This
lovol of corvico standard shall apply to oach typo of public school facility.

Local government means the county and each of the municipalitio6 required to implement school
GonenGk

C’ nprol
olemont (PSFE) 4k,.

Public schools interlocal agreemei
Board Clerk on April 2, 2007, betwo

fk-. C’.—.. .,+,, +k.-.4

means the intorlocal agreement filed with the Pinellas County
tho Pinellas County School Board, the County, and the 12

-- --- -‘--— .
Q I

Remode1ng means, as defined in the Florida Building Code (currently chapter 1, section 423.5.), the
changing of existing facilities by rearrangement of space and/or change of use.

Renovations means, as defined in the Florida Building Code (currently chapter ‘1, section ‘123.5.), the
rejuvenating or upgrading of existing facilities by installation or replacement of matorials and oquipmont
without changing the use or occupancy of the spacoc remaining.

Residential approval means a rocidontial site plan or a final residontial subdivision approval.

School capacity and level of service report moans the report propared annually by the school district
to calculato tho existing level of service and the available capacity within each concurrency service aroa.

School concurrency approval moanc the approval issued by the POD finding that there is available
capacity for all types of scheolc roquired to serve new proposed residential units in a residential approval.

Vested students means the estimated number of students that would be generated from residential
approvals which are approved after the effective date less the number of vested students represented by
the dwelling units of the residential approvals that:

(1) Receivod certificates of occupancy since the effective date when preparing the first school
capacity and level of service report or since the preparation date of the previous report whon
preparing the second and subsequent reports and aro located in a residential development that
received school concurrency approval; or

(2) Had their school concurrency approval expire.
C’ 0. ,kI;-. -.,.,. -i ,.,-...

1. Application for school concurroncy
system when a completed applicatie
The POD shall review the application
concurrency review. If the application

4;,-..-.,.I ;.--.,,.+;.-.-, .-,.,-.. .;,..-i +,. ,.,..,,

wiew. The POD shall access the development tracking
1 for school concurrency review (application) is received.
:e determine whether the application is complete for schoo
is not complete, the POD shall notify the-apa4.-of-4

r.I-.+.-. 4k
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FISH (Florida inventory of school houses) mo
department of education for parcels, buildings, and

or !.i

the invento used by the state
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has been accepted as complete, it shall be reviewed
cation as provided by thic section. These procedures
irrencv with the LOS for public school facilities.

a. During the review of the application, the POD shall consider the most current adjusted
information on available capacity provided by the county. If this information shows that there
is available capacity within each of the concurrency service areas whore the proposed
rocidontial approval would bo located, then tho POD shall pr0000d under tho following
subsootion. If the information rovoale that thero is not available capacity within a concurrency
service area where the proposed rocidontial approval would be located, then the POD shall
procood undor cubsoction c of this section.

‘ Development review process when there is available capaulty:

(1) Tho POD may issue a sohool conourrenoy apprGval for a residential approval of loss
than 25 dwelling units without submitting the school concurrency application to the
school district or county.

(2) A school concurrency application for residential approval of 25 dwelling units or greater
shall be submittod to the school district and the county on the form provided by the
school district.

(3) With-25 days of receipt of the form and a completed school concurrency application,
the school district will review the application and shall render a school concurrency
determination stating whether there is available capacity for all types of schools to
accommodate the estimated numbor of students that would be generated by the
proposed residential approval and maintain the adopted level-of-service standard. The
school district may request assistance from the county in reviewing applications.

(4) fflcfr.nt flnrnrm.nnc’ caoacitv“ —sh”-” tha”o -is avpilabk within all affected
concurrency service areas whero the proposed residential approval would be located,
then the school district shall immodiatoly notify the City, in writing, which may then issue
the school concurrency approval.

(5) If the school district determines that there is not available capacity within an affected
concurrency service area and the- adopted level of-service standard would be
oxcoodod, then the school district chall concidor whothor there is available capacity in
the contiguous concurroncy corvice area.

(a) If the school district determines that, in the aggregate, there is available capacity
in the concurrency service area and in the contiguous concurrency service area to
accommodate the estimated number of etudonts from the proposed residential
approval, then an adequate level of service would be provided and the school
district shall immediately notify the City, in writing, which may then issue the school
concurrency approval.

{— ,LI I.,L — aggregate. -.If the school dh4-4 determines that,
capacity in the concurroncy service area and in the contiguous concurrency
service area to accommodate the estimated number of students from the proposed
residential approval, then an adequate level of service would not be provided for
that type of school and the residential approval shall net be issued a school

avaiiaie

(c) If tho school dictrict deter
oapaoity, then, within 25 days after
application from the City, the school c
share mitigation and recommend an
City and the applicant.

that, in tho aggregate there is not available
ig the completed school concurrency
hall identify the required proporti-on-ate
bmoHwwtn-g-to-tie
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(d) When the school district determine6 that there is not
residential approval, then the City may viny ii

after the execution of a legally binding develop
the applicant, the City, and the school board.

G—Development review process when at least ono concurrency service area has no availablo
apa

(1) The school concurrency application shall bo submitted to the school district and the
county for all rocidontial approvals, regardloss of size, that are located within a
concurrency corvico area that has no availablo capacity. The school concurrency
application shall bo submitted on a form provided by tho school district.

(2) The development review process shall then follow the procedures in subsection C3b(5)
of this section.

d. The POD shall provido writton documentation of all school concurroncy approvals to the
Gouity-wi1h4n-3O days of issuance.

- Ju .-..t; L! IL.)UI (()F)i JFFi-F1fV -Iflh1rny:-,,Continu€-- validity pta school concurrency approve’ A ‘“‘ .,

_.,..,.. shall be
vaUd for purposes of the issuance of development orders or permits for 2’l months from the
date of issuance by the POD. Once a development order or permit has been issued, the
school concurrency approval shall be valid until a final certificate of occupancy is issued or
the development order or permit is no longer in effect.

‘1. School capacity and level of sorvice report.

a. Each year, the sohool district shall prepare a school oapaoity and level of corvico report to
calculate tho existing level of sorvico and tho available capacity within each concurrency
service area.

h received certificatesThe county shall be notified by t1” D(fl ‘4’velling u’
of occupancy and when the school concurrency approval for a residential approval has
expired. The county shall provide this information to the school district for inclusion in the
annual report.

5. Mitigation.

If capacity is not availa’

concurr” roquirer’
following requirements:

to satisfy the public school facilities’
fair share contribution, pursuant to the

(1) Acceptable forms of

ontribution

(b) Construction of a public

ig public

....4k. .4

(d) Payment for land
facility;

or the expansion or construction of a public school

(e) The creation of mitigation banking based on the construction of a public school
facility in exchange for the right to eell capacity credits;

(f) Charter schools are recognized as public school facilities.

(2) The following standards shall apply to any mitigation required by the school district:

(a) Proposed mitigation must be
improvement identified in the fivo year work
schools, that satisfies the estimated deman
approval;

4.—..”-’ )ermanent school capacity
...4k ,-.L-..-...+,..

k,. 4k.-
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will not bo accepted as mitigatier

(c) Mitigation shall bo proportionato to tho demand for public school facilities
es-tirnated--te-be-ereatod by the-proposed recidential-approvab

(-a) The—pfopo4ionae—share mitigation amount shall bo calculated using the following
formula for each school level:

MuIt4pl’—the--number of additional nev
estimated demand for public school
approval by the average cost per stu
being oxporienced by the school ci

student stations required for mitigation of the
agilities created by the proposed residential
ent station using the actual construction cost
:trict for student stations at the time when
od, plus the inclusion of land costs, if any.

b. Development mitigation agreement.

c. Cross jurisdictional impacts. In the intorest of intergovernmental coordination and to reflect
the shared responsibilities for managing dovelopmont and concurroncy, if the proposed
mitigation is located in a differont jurisdiction, the POD will notify the othor local government
in writing as coon as the POD is notified of the proposed mitigation and allow the opportunity
for the other local government to comment on mitigation proposals.

6. Vesting.
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ULriVtriI mitigation agreement shall provide for the required mitigation of the
wnpacts UI LI it-pcoposed residential approval on public school faoilitios.

(2) Upon notification by the school district that that there is no available capacity for a
proposed residential approval, than the applicant is eligible to participate in the
proportionate share program.

(3) In order to move forward in the development pr000cc, if the applicant chooses to
exercise the mitigation option, a meeting shall bo held to discuss eligibility, application
submittal roquiromonte, potential mitigation options, and related issues. The applicant
and the school board shall attempt to negotiate a development mitigation agreement
which shall provide for tho required mitigation of the impaots of the proposed
development on public school facilities. The City shall be a party to this agreement. If
the applicant and the school board are unable to agree on an acceptable form of
mitigation, the conflict resolution provision of the public schools interlocal agreement
may be utilized (section 16.60.050).

(4) After a mitigation project is idontifiod and agreed upon by the applicant and the school
district, a development mitigation agreement will be prepared by the applicant with
direction from the school dietriot and the City. The final agroemont will become a part
of the final residential approval submittal. Final approval of tho cito plan and agreement
rests with the POD.

(5) Tho dovolopmont mitigation agrooment shall include the applicants commitmont to
oxtond tho dovolopmont mitigation agreomont until the mitigation is completed as
determined by tho school board or as determined through the conflict resolution
procedures of the public schools interlocal agreement (section 16.60.050), if applicable.

(6) Upon execution of a development mitigation agreement, the applicant shall receive
school concurrency approval or functional equivalent.

(7) If the applicant chooses to not continue with residential approval, the applicant may
submit a lottor to the school district to withdraw from the development mitigation
agreement at any time prior to the execution of the agreement.

(8) A devolopmont mitigation agroomont can be amondod or cancollod by mutual consent
of the parties to tho agreomont or by thoir cuccoccore in intorost.



a. For the purposes of mooting the level of service standard, residential approvals,
dovelopment orders, and permits approved for any proporty prior to the offoctive date of tho
ordinance from which this section is dorived shall be ve6tod and shall not require a school
concurrency approval.

7-r—-Credits

a. After the effective date, any property with existing dwelling unite that pro demoliehod or
doetroyed shall receive a credit for the estimated number of students generated from existing
dwelling units. Credits may not bo transforrod to another property but may bo used on
abutting proporty if part of the same residential approval. The applicant will bo required to
provido proof of such oxisting uses in a form accoptablo to tho POD.

seats generated by a proviouc and existing
residential approval, in the place of the c
residential approval, in perpetuity from the
coction is derived.

8ubaeew-si1e-p

Ac allowed by the Land Developmont Regulations, moc
residential approval. A modification will not result in any

valid, and .v!! not justify theUI IL. .qJ1J1 LV..1I

9. Review and appeals. Decisions of the POD to grant or deny a school concurrency approval may
be appoaled to the Dvolooment Review Comm& on—who -4eoi€ion shall-be the final d€oisiee
of tho City.

Section 2. Section 16.70.040.1.1 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

Section 16.70.040.1.1. — Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations.

E. Standards for review. In addition to the standards of review for a zoning and planning decision
generally, a decision shall be guided by the following factors:

1. Compliance of the proposed use with the goals, objectives, polices and guidelines of the
Comprehensive Plan;

2. Whether the proposed amendment would adversely affect environmentally sensitive lands or
properties which are documented as habitat for the listed species as defined by the conservation
element of the Comprehensive Plan;

3. Whether the proposed changes would alter the population density pattern and thereby adversely
affect residential dwelling units or public schools;

4. Impact of the proposed amendment upon the adopted level of service (LOS) for public services
and facilities including, but not limited to: water, sewer, sanitation, 4—&s-a4-recreation
and stormwater managementrd npr’c o LOS ;9drc r.i”c nd r:smrst. The POD

Ordinance _-H

Page 16

h The application of credits for public school capacity “ibutablo numoerto the of student
on-cite residential use may be ucod for a new
pacity which would be genorated by the new
&ff$otivo date of the ordinance from which this

issuance

may be made to an approved
to the length of timo a school

IIUvV IIUUI L.UIIUUIIU{IUy

app ro’.’a I.

Tho county will bo notified of any modifications. Modifications which chango the demand for
available-capacity will be reflected in the dovelopment-tiacking system. If the modifications require
submittal of a new residential approval, the now resideabal approval will be subject to the school
concurrency review. If a now residential approval receives-anew school concurrency approval,
then the school concurrency approval issued for the origin-al--residential-approval will no longer be
va



may require the applicant to prepare and present with the application whatever studies are
necessary to determine what effects the amendment will have on the LOS:

5. Appropriate and adequate land area sufficient for the use and reasonably anticipated operations
and expansions;

6. The amount and availability of vacant land or land suitable for redevelopment for similar uses in
the City or on contiguous properties;

7. Whether the proposed change is consistent with the established land use pattern of the areas in
reasonable proximity;

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

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

10. Whether the subject property is within the 100-year floodplain, hurricane evacuation level zone A
or coastal high hazard areas as identified in the coastal management element of the
Comprehensive Plan;

11. Other pertinent facts.

Section 3. Section 16.70.040.1 .4 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

Section 16.70.040.1.4. — Site plan review.

D. Standards for review. In addition to the standards of review for a zoning and planning decision
generally, a decision shall be guided by the following factors:

1. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan;

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

16. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a certificate of concurrency by
complying with the adopted levels of service for:

a. Water.

b. Sewer.

c. Sanitation.

d. Parks and recreation.

e. Drainage.

f. Mace trancit.

g- Traffic.

h. School concur-rcv-

Section 4. Section 16.70.040.1.5 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

Section 16.70.040.1.5. — Special exceptions.

D. Standards for review. In addition to the standards of review for a zoning and planning decision
generally, a decision rendered under this section shall be guided by the following factors:

1. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan;

2. The property for which a special exception is requested shall have valid land use and zoning for
the proposed use prior to the public hearing;

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

a. Water.

b. Sewer.

c. Sanitation.

d. Parks and recreation.

e. Drainage.

f.
Macc trancit.
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g. Traffic.

h. School

Section 5. Select definitions within Section 16.90.020.3 of the St. Petersburg City Code
are hereby amended to read as follows:

16.90.020.3. Definitions

Concurrency monitoring system means the data collection, processing, and analysis performed
by the City to determine impacts on the established levels of service for potable water, sanitary
sewer, drainage, solid waste, and recreation and open spaceT $—n4-ms-traneit. Fei
traff in c an a-o{enoees&g and--tiisic will be utilized to determine-tfaf4ie
concern areas and traffic restriction areas in addition to impacts on the establislied-4eve4s-of
service. The traffic circulation data maintainod by tho concurrency managomont monitoring
system shall be the most current information available to the City.

**

Proportionate fair-share is a provision that allows for development projects to mitigate their
mpaGts through “fair-share” contributions to facilities identified for capacity improvements in the
eatal-1mprovement elomont of the Comprohonsivo Plan.

**

Significantly degrade means a peak hour increaso in traffic volume of five percent or a decrease
in average travel epood of ten percent. This criteria shall be the means of evaluating tho
transportation impacts in traffic roctriotion aroac upon roadway levels of service. (Source:
eonourrcnoy management)

**

Traffic concern area means an area within which the level of service for a given road facility has
been determined by data from the concurrency management monitoring system to have
reached a level of service D during the peak hour or is expected to reach a level of service E or
worse during the peak hour in the next five years and no construction improvements are
planned in the next five years. This area includes the area within one-quarter mile of the
centerline and within a one quarter mile arc radius beyond the terminus of any designated road
segment’s centerline. (Source: concurrency management)

**

Traffic restriction area means an area in which the level of service for a given road facility has
been determinod by data from the ooncurronoy management monitoring system to be below the
acocptablo level of sorvicc adopted in this articlo. This area includes the area within one halt
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mile ot-the-cenierline and within a one-half mile arc radius beyond the terminus of any
(lesicJnated-Fead segment’s centerline.

**

T,dnspo,:ationeeRcurrency means-that-tFanspFtat-ion faci lit4eee4ed--to-€eve--new
development that results in traffic generation shall be placed or under actual construction within
Ifwee-years after approval of a development or8e-

kk

-HHH-,-H axoeptor
COflG1:IIeIUyIT)aI1a(jefl}eflt_heGtiOI

--T-GEA-)-meaw-N iataea-ef-the-Gicdhd-in-

Section 6. 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 7. 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 8. Effective Date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance

with the City Charter, it shall become effective after the fifth business day after adoption unless the Mayor

notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the

ordinance, in which case the ordinance shall take effect immediately upon filing such written notice with

the City Clerk. in the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it

shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City

Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to form and content:
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PUBLIC HEARING

a____

sI.petersbur
www.stpetu.oro

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department

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

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 2015-08

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
1 75 5’ Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REQUEST: Amend the City of St. Petersburg’s Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land
Development Regulations (“LDRs”), Section 16.03 “Concurrency Management”

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC, acting as
the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), is responsible for
reviewing proposed amendments to the LDRs, confirming consistency with the City
of St. Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”), and making a
recommendation to the City Council.

EVALUATION:

Recommendation

The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request is consistent with
the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

Background and Analysis

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 public facilities and services
including: potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, roadways, mass transit, and recreation
and open space.

LDR 2015-08 — LDR Text Amendment
Transportation and School Concurrency
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Transportation Concurrency

In 2000, the City established a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) for the portion of the
City located south of 77th and 78th Avenues North. The City’s TCEA met the State’s Rule 9J-5 criteria
for an urban infill area and contained several community redevelopment areas. Senate Bill 360 (2009-96
Laws of Florida), adopted in the 2009 legislative session, added a definition in Section 163.3164 F.S. for
a Dense Urban Land Area (DULA). The City met the definition of a DULA. Pursuant to Senate Bill 360,
each city defined as a DULA was also considered a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA).
Therefore, the entire City qualified as a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA), as shown
on Map 30 of the Comprehensive Plan.

House Bill 7207, known as the Community Planning Act (Chapter 2011-139, Laws of Florida) was signed
into law on June 2, 2011. This new law made sweeping changes to Florida’s growth management
policies, including the elimination of state-level review of transportation concurrency; however it was
made optional for local governments. In the absence of state imposed transportation concurrency
management requirements, the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) authorized a
multi-jurisdictional task force to develop a countywide approach to manage the transportation impacts
associated with development or redevelopment projects through local site plan review processes. The
task force created the Pinellas CoLinty Mobility Plan, which 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 Multimodal Impact Fee Ordinance.

Amendments are needed to the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations in order to
ensure consistency with the countywide approach to managing transportation impacts associated with
development or redevelopment projects. Pinellas County took the lead in amending its Comprehensive
Plan, and now is the time for Pinellas’ cities to follow in order to achieve countywide consistency.

Amendments to the City’s Future Land Use, Transportation, Capital Improvements and
Intergovernmental Coordination Elements of the Comprehensive Plan are currently being processed as
City Application No. LGCP-2016-01. On November 10, 2015, the City’s Community Planning and
Preservation Commission conducted a public hearing regarding these amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan and recommended approval by a unanimous vote of 5-to-0. The second reading
and adoption public hearing to be conducted by City Council is scheduled for February 4, 2016.

This is a companion application making related amendments within the City’s Land Development
Regulations pertaining to transportation concurrency.

It should be noted that 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.
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School Concurrency

House Bill 7207 also deleted the requirement for a public school facilities element and made school
concurrency optional. While local governments could retain the option to keep concurrency for school
facilities, here in Pinellas County other events directed local governments to delete this requirement from
their respective Comprehensive Plans.

St. Petersburg staff participated with other Pinellas local governments and the school board in developing
the new Public Schools Interlocal Agreement which meets the requirements of the 2011 legislation and
is agreeable to all parties. This new interlocal agreement was approved by City Council on July 26, 2012
(Resolution 2012-328). The new interlocal agreement eliminates school concurrency requirements while
retaining the existing reporting and coordinated school planning responsibilities. On February 21, 201 3,
City Council adopted Ordinance 59-H, which eliminated the applicable goals, objectives and policies in
the Comprehensive Plan relating to school concurrency in order to be consistent with the new Public
Schools lnterlocal Agreement as well as statutory provisions.

The proposed changes included with this [DR package ensure consistency with state statutes, the Public
Schools Interlocal Agreement and the Comprehensive Plan.

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan

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

Policy LU3.18: 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 efficiency of operation
of these streets or lowering the LOS below adopted Etandardc, and with proper facilities for
pedestrian convenience and safety. (Strike-through underline of proposed amendments in City
Application No. LGCP-2016-O1)

Policy LU8.1: Pursuant to the requirements of Section 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J-5 F.A.C.
the land development regulations will be amended, as necessary, to ensure consistency with the
goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan. The development regulations include:

1. Sign Ordinance;
2. Subdivision Ordinance;
3. Zoning Ordinance;
4. Historic Preservation Ordinance;
5. Drainage and Surface Water Management Ordinance;
6. Landscaping for Vehicular Use Areas Ordinance;
7. Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance:
8. Vegetation Ordinances;
9. Concurrency Ordinance.

LUI9: To provide a transportation system that is integrated with the Future Land Use Plan, the
City shall implement the goals, objectives and policies of the Transportation Element.

Policy LU23.4: The City’s LDRs shall continue to support land development patterns that make
possible a mixture of land use types resulting in employment, schools, services, shopping and
other amenities located near residential development and neighborhoods.
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Policy 1C3.I: 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 (F DOT).

Objective lC4: The City shall review and coordinate the level of service standards and plans with
TBRPC, MP-Q.. PPC, OGA 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.
(Strike-through underline of proposed amendments in City Application No. L G CP-20 16-01)

Policy 1C4.2: St. Petersburg will initiate workshops, as necessary, between the City Planning &
Visioning Gcommission an4 TBRPC, FDOT, DCA the state land planning agency and other
agencies to address LOS conflicts. (Strike-through underline of proposed amendments in City
Application No. LGCP-2016-01)

Policy 1C4.3: The City shall address level of service standards on state roadways, including
instituting a process that requires that no development orders or permits that affect access to
state roads be issued until FDOT completes a review of the development site access plan. (Strike-
through Linderline of proposed amendments in City Application No. LGCP-2016-01)

Objective PSI: The City, its partner local governments, and the School District agree to
coordinate and base their plans upon consistent projections of population growth and student
enrollment, and will coordinate in sharing of information on proposed school facility changes,
certain planned infrastructure improvements, and proposed land use plan amendments and
rezonings that increase or decrease residential densities.

Objective PS4: The City shall practice effective intergovernmental coordination with its partner
local governments and the School District to ensure that land use plans, development approvals,
and capital facilities planning are coordinated with the availability of public school facilities.

Adoption Schedule

The proposed amendment requires one (1) public hearing, conducted by the City of St.
Petersburg’s City Council. The City Council shall consider the recommendation of the DRC and
vote to approve, approve with modification or deny the proposed amendments:

• January 7, 2016: First Reading

• February 4, 2016: Second Reading and Adoption Public Hearing

o Coordinated with second reading and adoption public hearing of companion City
Application No. LGCP 2016-0 1

Exhibits and Attachments

Proposed Amendments
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DRC STAFF REPORT ATTACHMENT:

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS REMAIN UNCHANGED

AND ARE NOW EMBEDDED

WITHIN THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE.











CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Report Item 

 

TO:  Mayor and Members of City Council 

 

DATE:  January 13, 2016 

 

COUNCIL    

DATE:  January 21, 2016 
 

RE:  Downtown Transportation  

 
 
 
ACTION DESIRED: 
 
Report from Staff regarding Downtown transportation.   

 
                                    

Jim Kennedy 

Council Member, District 2 
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of January 21, 2016

To: The Honorable Amy Foster, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Consolidated Resource Recovery,
Inc. for yard waste grinding services with operator for the Sanitation Department at an estimated
annual cost of $427,700.

Explanation: The Purchasing Department received one bid for yard waste grinding services with
operator. The vendor will provide all labor, equipment and material necessary for grinding yard
waste and logs into mulch. The contract allows for a quarterly fuel cost adjustment to 30 percent of
total cost per hour, based on the U.S. Energy Administration East Coast(lower Atlantic) Diesel Fuel
Index.

Citizens take approximately 40,000 tons of yard waste and logs to the City’s brush sites each year.
The City collects the material from the brush sites and delivers it to the single waste grinder site at
Lake Maggiore for processing. The mulch that is produced is available free of charge for pick up by
citizens. The city also provides the mulch for other uses including bio mass fuel, sod production,
compost production and storm water reclamation projects.

The Procurement Department, in cooperation with the Sanitation Department, recommends for
award:

Consolidated Resource Recovery, Inc $427,700
Grinding Service 1,300 HRS @ $329.00 per Hour

Consolidated Resource Recovery, Inc. has met the requirements of IFB No. 5936 dated December
3, 2015. A blanket purchase agreement will be issued to the contractor and will be binding only for
the actual services rendered. The agreement will be effective from February 1, 2015 through
January 31, 2019 with one two-year renewal option.

CosUFunding/Assessment Information: Funds are available in the Sanitation Operating Fund
(4021), Sanitation Department, Recycling (4502297).

Attachments: Bid Tabulation
Price History
Resolution

Bud et

Approvals:

Administrative
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BID AND
APPROVING THE AWARD OF A THREE-YEAR
AGREEMENT (BLANKET AGREEMENT) TO
CONSOLIDATED RESOURCE RECOVERY,
INC. AT AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST NOT
TO EXCEED $427,700 FOR YARD WASTE
GRINDING SERVICES FOR THE SANITATION
DEPARTMENT; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR
OR MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THIS TRANSACTION; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Department received one bid for yard waste grinding

services for the Sanitation Department on December 3, 2015; and

WHEREAS, Consolidated Resource Recovery, Inc. has met the requirements for

IFB No. 5936; and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Department, in cooperation with the Sanitation

Department, recommends approval of this renewal.

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

St. Petersburg, Florida that the proposal and award of a three-year agreement (Blanket Agreement)

to Consolidated Resource Recovery, Inc. at an estimated annual cost not to exceed $427,700 for

yard waste grinding services for the Sanitation Department is hereby approved and the Mayor or

Mayor’s Designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this renewal will be effective from February

1,2016 through January 31, 2019.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to form and content:

,fr
City Attorney (designee)



COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   January 4, 2016 

 

COUNCIL DATE: January 21, 2016 

 

RE:   Purchasing Policy to Use Life Cycle Costs 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully requesting a referral to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee for 

consideration of changes to our purchasing regulations. 

 

RATIONALE: 
 

The City uses a competitive bidding system with specifications and low bid wins.  This works 

well if the City specifications reflect the latest best value costs.  However, an alternative method 

would be to change our bidding system for those items that have ongoing costs beyond the initial 

price to break out maintenance, operating and energy and/or supply costs.  The net effect would 

be to allow the bidders and purchasers to measure the life cycle rather than simply the initial 

costs.  This can save considerable money for the City over the life of the product.  (Cheap junk is 

not cheap.) 

 

 

 

 

     Karl Nurse 

     Council Member 

 



 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   January 7, 2016 

 

COUNCIL DATE: January 21, 2016 

 

RE:   Appearance of Conflict Policy 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 

Respectfully requesting City Council to consider adopting an Appearance of Conflict 

Policy for City Advisory Committees.  A draft policy from the Legal Department is 

attached for your review. 

 

 

 

     Amy Foster, Council Chair 

     District 8 

 





 

 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   January 12, 2016 

 

COUNCIL DATE: January 21, 2016 

 

RE:   City Council Policy and Procedures 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 

Respectfully requesting City Council to refer a discussion on revisions to the City 

Council Policy and Procedures be added to the January 28, 2016 Workshop. 

 

 

 

     Amy Foster, Council Chair 

     District 8 

 



COUNCIL AGENDA 

NEW BUSINESS ITEM 
 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   January 14, 2016 

 

COUNCIL DATE: January 21, 2016 

 

RE:    Referral to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

 

 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 
 

Respectfully request to refer to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a 

discussion relating to the Codes Compliance Department purchasing moisture detectors 

to help pin point mold issues in homes and apartments. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

     Steve Kornell, Council Member 

     District 5 

 



     ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 
BUDGET, FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE  

 
Committee Report 

 
January 14, 2016 

8:00 a.m. - City Hall Room 100 
 

Present: Chair James R. “Jim” Kennedy, Jr.; Vice Chair Karl Nurse; Councilmembers Charles Gerdes; Darden Rice; 
and Ed Montanari (alternate).  

 
Also: Councilmember Lisa Wheeler-Brown; Chief Assistant City Attorney, Jeannine Williams; City 

Administrator, Assistant City Attorney, Macall Dyer; City Administrator, Gary Cornwell; City Auditor, 
Bradley Scott; Finance Director, Anne Fritz;  Treasurer, Thomas Hoffman and  Senior Deputy Clerk, 
Cathy E. Davis.   

 
Absent:  None. 
 
Support Staff: Robert Coats, Risk Management Analyst, Human Resources 
                       Linda Seufert, Manager Parks and Recreation  
   

A. Call to Order 

Chair Kennedy called the meeting to order at 8:01 a.m. 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, Gerdes, Montanari 

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

 

Councilmember Rice was reported present at 8:03 a.m. 

C. Approval of Minutes  

           In connection with the approval of the December 17th meeting minutes Councilmember Gerdes motioned 
that the minutes be approved as written.  All were in favor of the motion.  Ayes. Kennedy. Gerdes. Nurse. 
Rice. Nays. None. Absent. None. 

 
      

D.  New/Deferred Business  

 

1.  January 14, 2016 

 

a. The selection of Chair and Vice Chair 

 

In connection with selection of the 2016 Committee Chair of the Budget Finance and 

Taxation Committee Councilmember Gerdes nominated Councilmember Kennedy. All were 

in favor of the motion.  The motion passed unanimously. Ayes. Kennedy. Gerdes. Nurse. 

Rice Nays. None. Absent. None. 

 

In connection with selection of the 2016 Committee Vice Chair for the 2016 Budget Finance 

and Taxation Committee Councilmember Gerdes nominated Councilmember Nurse. The 

motion passed unanimously.  Ayes. Kennedy. Gerdes. Nurse. Rice. Nays. None. Absent. 

None.  

 

 

 

 



 

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

 

Anne Fritz, Finance Director, presented the award recommendation of the Banking RFP, JP 

Morgan Chase at an estimated annual cost of $150,000.  Ms. Fritz advised the committee 

that the proposals that were received for the RFP were evaluated on qualifications of 

assigned staff, experience of firm and capacity to provide services, past performance of 

similar services, community involvement, reasonableness of cost, and financial stability. 

Ms. Fritz further advised that of all the received proposals, JP Morgan Chase offered the 

lowest monthly transaction fees, offered a $27,500 transition credit, and demonstrated the 

ability to transition efficiently from Bank of America. The recommended award to JP 

Morgan Chase is a 3 year blanket purchase agreement at a cost of $450,000 with 2 one year 

extension options. 

 

Representatives of JP Morgan Chase were present to answer questions of the BF&T 

committee.  In connection with discussion concerning the community involvement of the 

bank Councilmember Nurse commented that the Southside was greatly underserved with 

only one financial institution covering such a large area within the city.  Councilmember 

Gerdes asked if there were plans to establish a bank in Central South St. Petersburg 

particularly the midtown area and asked that the JP Morgan Chase put the matter on their 

radar.  In conclusion Councilmembers Nurse, Gerdes, Rice and Montanari each stressed 

the importance of the committee’s criteria of   community involvement, and invited the 

representatives of JP Morgan Chase to meet individually with each councilmember to 

discuss local community initiatives. Chair Kennedy asked that JP Morgan Chase provide 

its own expectations in terms of community involvement with which to measure against 

throughout the term of the awarded contract. 

 

A motion was made to move the agenda item forward to City Council for approval. The 

motion passed unanimously.     

 

E. Continued Business 

 

In connection with discussion regarding the continued business/referral list regarding the 

agenda item “Airbnb to collect sales tax and tourist taxes from guests” Councilmember 

Gerdes commented city legal currently has five (5) cases and suggested that the BF&T 

Committee may want to first get an update concerning the status of those cases and 

suggested that the matter be referred to the Public Services and Infrastructure Committee 

to hold policy discussion.  Councilmember Gerdes further commented and suggested to 

the City Attorney that letters be sent to all involved concerning the law as it relates to short 

term rentals.  Following discussion the committee agreed that the agenda item be referred 

to the Public Services  and Infrastructure Committee for a review of the ordinance, and then 

be addressed by the  Budget Finance and Taxation committee once the ordinance issue is 

resolved. The resolution regarding the referral is attached. 

 

F. Upcoming Meetings Agenda Tentative Issues 

 

1. January 28,  2016 

 

a. Neighborhood Commercial Corridor Public Private Partnership Fund (Sorolis) 

 

G. New Business Item Referrals 

  

H. Adjournment:  There being no other business the meeting was adjourned at 8:48 am. 
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Resolution No. ____ 

 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE BUDGET, 

FINANCE AND TAXATION COMMITTEE TO 

REFER A POLICY DISCUSSION REGARDING 

REGULATION OF VACATION RENTALS TO 

THE PUBLIC SERVICES AND 

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE; AND 

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

  

 

WHEREAS, the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee has recommended that 

City Council refer a policy discussion regarding regulation of vacation rentals to the Public 

Services and Infrastructure Committee; and 

 

  WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg hereby approves the 

recommendation of the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee.   

 

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

Petersburg, Florida that the recommendation of the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee to 

refer a policy discussion regarding regulation of vacation rentals to the Public Services and 

Infrastructure Committee is hereby approved. 

 

   

  This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption. 

 

 

LEGAL:       

 

 

_____________________________    
00256385    

 

 
 





 

 

City of St. Petersburg 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Meeting of January 14, 2016 - 9:15 a.m. 

City Hall, Room 100 

 

 

Members and Alternates: Vice-Chair Steve Kornell, Councilmembers Charlie Gerdes, Jim 

Kennedy and Ed Montanari 

Others present: Councilmembers Karl Nurse, Lisa Wheeler-Brown; Support Staff: Mike Vineyard, 

Park Operations Manager and primary; John Norris, Stormwater & Traffic Operations Director and 

backup; Jacqueline Kovilaritch, City Attorney. 

 

1) Call to Order 9:15 A.M. 

2) Approval of Agenda  

a) Motion for approval by CM Gerdes. Unanimously Passed: 4-0. 

3) Approval of Minutes: 

a) December 10, 2015 – Motion for approval by CM Gerdes, second by CM Nurse. 

Unanimously Passed: 4-0. 

b) December 17, 2015 – Motion for approval by CM Gerdes, second by CM Nurse. 

Unanimously Passed: 4-0. 

4) New Business 

a) Selection of Chair and Vice Chair: 

i. Vice-Chair Kornell opened the floor to nominations for Committee Chair. CM Gerdes 

nominated CM Steve Kornell. There were no other nominations and approval passed 

unanimously. 

ii. Chair Kornell opened the floor to nominations for Committee Vice-Chair. CM Gerdes 

nominated CM Montanari. There were no other nominations and approval passed 

unanimously.  

iii. Chair Kornell briefly discussed scheduling of specific items for future meetings. 

iv. No Action Items. 

5) Upcoming Meetings 

a) January 28, 2016 – Noise Ordinance Changes and update on Marijuana Civil Citation 

Ordinance – Mark Winn, Legal 

b) February 11, 2016 - TBD  

6)   Adjournment 9:19 A.M. 



































































MEMORANDUM 

Council Meeting of January 21, 2016 

 

TO:  Honorable Amy Foster and Members of City Council 

FROM: Evan Mory, Transportation & Parking Management Director 

RE:  Second Reading and Public Hearing, Vehicles for Hire Ordinance  

 

On July 16, 2015 the City Council PS&I Subcommittee considered several potential changes to 

Chapter 28 of the St. Petersburg City Code pertaining to Vehicles for Hire.  The primary 

discussion points related to regulation of Pedal Buses.  At the meeting the committee voted in 

favor of changes to the code which would allow for less stringent regulation than what had been 

promulgated in the past.  It had been contemplated to bring all Vehicle for Hire Ordinance 

amendments, including Transportation Network Companies (TNC’s) to Council together.  

However, due to timing and uncertainty related to TNC regulation, Administration desires that 

Council consider Ordinance revisions that do not affect TNC’s but allow other changes to move 

forward at this time.  Attached is a draft Ordinance that would effectuate the changes desired by 

the Committee. 

There were several policy issues considered by the committee, some which pertain to City Code 

and others that affect the License Agreement between the operators and the City.  The following 

matters were discussed and unanimously favored by the Committee:  changes to the rear vehicle 

lighting requirements that would allow for easier compliance, reduction of the exclusion zone to 

allow operation on 1st Avenue North west of MLK street in addition to East, elimination of 

prohibition within proximity to Co-sponsored events, reduction of prohibited operation hours on 

July 4th and New Year’s Eve to only one hour after fireworks, reduce Tropicana Field restriction 

to one hour before and one hour after events and geographic restriction to only south of 1st 

Avenue North, and glassware prohibition to not include wrapped merchandise.  Insurance limits 

were discussed but the committee decided to not support making any changes to insurance 

requirements.  The committee discussed loading zones and angled parking for pedal bus parking 

which also did not result in any proposed changes.   

The attached Ordinance, along with modifications to the License Agreements, would allow 

implementation of the committee’s motions.  The Ordinance also addresses revised definitions, 

clarifying language related to low speed vehicles to conform to changes in state law, adding 

requirements for vessels, and revising the application requirements for a public vehicle driver’s 

permit.  Administration requests that Council conduct a first reading of the attached Ordinance 

and schedule a second reading and public hearing.   

Since the first reading a change has been made to page 14 subsection (f) to reflect the City’s 

standard anti-discrimination language. 
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. 

PETERSBURG, REVISING CHAPTER 28, 

VEHICLES FOR HIRE; ADDING, DELETING, 

AND REVISING DEFINITIONS; REVISING 

ARTICLE AND SECTION TITLES; 

CLARIFYING LANGUAGE RELATED TO LOW 

SPEED VEHICLES TO CONFORM WITH 

CHANGES IN STATE LAW; ADDING 

REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSELS; AMENDING 

THE SUBSECTION RELATING TO PEDAL 

BUSES; REORGANIZATION OF SUBSECTIONS 

TO ENHANCE READABILITY; REVISING THE 

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR A 

PUBLIC VEHICLE DRIVERS PERMIT; AND 

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA DOES ORDAIN: 

 

Section 1.  Chapter 28 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as 

follows: 

Chapter 28 - VEHICLES FOR HIRE  

ARTICLE I. - IN GENERAL  

Sec. 28-1. - Definitions.  

As used in this article the following terms shall have the meanings ascribed to them:  

Driver means an individual who operates or is in actual physical control of a public vehicle.  

Exempt vehicles means one of the following:  

(1) Motor vehicles used exclusively in transporting children to and from schools under 

contract with school officials. 

(2) Hearses and ambulances when operated by licensed embalmers, morticians, or ambulance 

service companies or their agents or employees in this State.  

(3) Handicab means a vehicle designed, constructed, reconstructed or operated for the 

transportation of persons with nonemergency conditions where no medical assistance is 

needed or anticipated en route; or for persons who are unable to comfortably use a 

standard means of conveyance; or for persons who cannot enter, occupy or exit a vehicle 

without extensive assistance; or where specialized equipment is used for wheelchair or 

stretcher service; and where the driver serves as both a driver and attendant to assist in 

door-to-door or bed-to-bed service. No emergency equipment other than a fire 
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extinguisher may be carried. The use of the term "ambulance" or "ambulatory service" 

may not be used and no representations may be made that any medical service is available.  

(4) Motor vehicles operated by a governmental agency. 

(5) Public sector buses which are used for the transportation of persons for compensation and 

which are owned, leased, operated or controlled by a municipal, county or state 

government, school board or a governmentally owned or managed nonprofit corporation.  

(6) Exclusive ride-sharing vehicles as defined in F.S. § 341.031. 

(7) Shuttle services owned and operated directly by a hotel or motel for transportation limited 

to registered guests thereof.  

(8) Vehicles used exclusively in transporting persons in a sight-seeing capacity with its 

primary purpose for tours of landmarks.  

Limousine/Car Service means any motor vehicle not equipped with a taximeter, which 

provides seating accommodations for not more than 29 passengers, including the driver, not 

including exempt vehicles.  

Low speed vehicle means a low speed vehicle as defined under Florida Statutes, as amended, 

governing motor vehicle licenses. 

Manifest means a daily trip sheet completed by each driver listing the information required by 

the POD.  

Motor vehicle means a vehicle that is motorized or self-propelled by power other than 

muscular power or by animals. The term "motor vehicle" does not include traction engines, road 

rollers, bicycles, mopeds, or motorcycles.  

Motorized non-gasoline powered vehicles means vehicles which have an engine or motor 

which is directly powered by a source other than gasoline, such as a battery, often similar in 

appearance to a golf cart, which does not have a taximeter, and only have the capability to travel 

on streets designated with a 40 miles per hour or less traffic speed limit zone.  

New fares means picking up any passenger from a location within the City.  

Non-motorized vehicle means vehicles for hire designed to be propelled by humans or animals 

and which do not may or may not also have helper engines or motors installed so long as the helper 

engines or motors do not exceed the non-motorized vehicle speed of over 20 miles per hour on 

level ground.  

Non-public sector bus means any motor vehicle with a capacity for no more than 29 

passengers, including the driver but does not include public sector buses, school buses, and buses 

that transport passengers between a common carrier terminal station, or other exempt vehicles.  

Operator means any person owning, leasing or controlling a taxicab, van, or limousine/car 

service. An operator may or may not be a driver.  

Pedal bus means a non-motorized vehicle for hire with a seating configuration similar to that 

of a dinner table, seating on each side, and solely powered by humans using pedals.  

Public street means any of the public streets, boulevards, avenues, drives, or alleys within the 

City.  
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Public vehicle means non-public sector buses, taxicabs, vans, limousines/car services and any 

other motorized and non-motorized vehicles, including vessels, for the transportation for hire of 

passengers where new fares begin within the City and includes motorized non-gasoline powered 

low speed vehicles which operate in the same manner as transportation for hire a taxicab but may 

or may not charge a fee to new fares.  

Public vehicle certificate means the written authority issued pursuant to this article which 

grants the privilege to operate one public vehicle within the City.  

Public vehicle driver's permit means a permit issued pursuant to this article which entitles a 

person to drive or operate a public vehicle within the City.  

Taxicab means any motor-driven vehicle, regardless of its power source, with a capacity for 

no more than nine passengers, including the driver, which is operated for compensation based upon 

rates reflected on a taximeter, not including exempt vehicles.  

Taxicab meter means any mechanical, digital or electronic device which serves to monitor the 

distance, time, or mileage to determine the fare to be charged a passenger of a taxicab.  

Van means any motor-driven vehicle with a capacity of not more than 29 passengers including 

the driver, not including exempt vehicles.  

Vessel means any boat or watercraft designed for water travel, including, but not limited to, 

any kayak, canoe, boat, motorboat, air boat, or watercraft being propelled or powered by 

machinery, air or human power and designed for water travel and includes personal watercraft 

such as, but not limited to, jet skis, waverunners, wavejammers, and other similar vessels being 

propelled or powered by machinery, air or human power which transports passengers for 

compensation similar to a taxicab or other public vehicles.  This definition does not include 

seaplanes or vessels rented for recreational purposes. 

 

Sec. 28-2. - Penalty for violation.  

Every officer, agent, or employee of any corporation, and every other person who violates or 

fails to comply with or who procures, aids, or abets in the violation of any provision of this article 

shall be guilty of a municipal ordinance violation and may have a penalty enforced upon said 

person.  

 

ARTICLE II. - REGULATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR OBTAINING PUBLIC 

VEHICLES CERTIFICATE  

 

Sec. 28-14. - Regulations and standards for public vehicles.  

(a) All public vehicles which are regulated by this chapter except nonmotorized vehicles and 

motorized non-gasoline powered low speed vehicles shall be equipped with the following:  

(1) A rear view mirror and a side view mirror on the driver's side; 
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(2) A speedometer properly installed, in good working order; 

(3) Clean, sanitary interior, free from torn upholstery or floor covering and from damaged or 

broken seats;  

(4) Door hinges and latches in good mechanical working order and doors which operate 

easily and close securely;  

(5) Body, fenders, doors, trim and grill reasonably free from cracks, breaks, and dents that 

would impair the safety or appearance of the public vehicle;  

(6) Glass in the windshield and windows that shall be approved safety non-shatterable glass;  

(7) Tires of the size appropriate for the public vehicle and with no mismatched "sized" tires. 

There shall be no cuts into the tire cord or sidewall area or localized worn spots that 

expose the ply;  

(8) An operational horn with the activating button mounted in the location designated by the 

vehicle designed and assembled by the vehicle manufacturer;  

(9) Seat belts that are available for passengers in all seats except jump seats, spaces designed 

to accommodate wheelchairs or where the seat belts are not required by law. Seat belts in 

operating condition and easily accessible by all passengers. For the purpose of this 

section, seat belts which are placed under the seat or between the lower and upper portions 

of the seat are deemed not easily accessible;  

(10) Standard, operational windshield wipers for the entire front windshield which shall be 

controlled electronically or by vacuum and operated from the interior of the public 

vehicle. The wiper blades shall be in such a condition as to make firm contact with the 

windshield when operational, and shall not be torn or badly worn;  

(11) An operational parking brake and an operational primary brake system which acts on all 

of the vehicle's axles; and  

(12) An adequately operating air conditioning/heating system and windshield defrost or 

defogging system, which controls the temperature of the interior of the vehicle between 

68 degrees Fahrenheit to 78 degrees Fahrenheit.  

(b) The public vehicle shall be structurally sound and operate with a minimum of noise and 

vibration, and the driver's vision shall be unobstructed on all four sides of the public vehicle.  

(c) There shall be a place provided for the driver's permit and the driver's appropriate valid State 

driver's license to be prominently displayed.  

(d) Additionally, for taxicabs, the items listed below shall be required: 

(1) The operator's trade name, monogram or insignia, taxicab number and telephone number 

shall be permanently affixed upon the metal portion of the outside of each side of the 

taxicab in letters at least three inches high, painted in a color contrasting to that of the 

taxicab. The color scheme and insignia shall be provided to the City and must be uniform 

through each fleet of vehicles.  If there are any changes in color scheme, insignia, or 

cruise light design the City shall be notified within 10 days of the change. 

(2) A two-way radio or its equivalent shall be installed and operating properly with access to 

or affiliated with a central dispatch facility.  
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(3) A taximeter shall be installed and illuminated so as to be easily seen by a passenger sitting 

in any part of the taxicab.  

a. The taximeter will be of such a type and design as will properly and accurately 

compute and display on its face the charge for distance traveled or the charge for 

waiting time.  

b. The operation of any taxicab with a taximeter which is defective or which does not 

properly and accurately compute and display on its face the charge for distance 

traveled or the charge for waiting time shall constitute a violation of this article.  

c. The taximeter shall be inspected each time a periodic inspection is made. The 

taximeter shall be inspected annually by the department of agriculture bureau of 

weights and measures and their seal affixed to the meter.  

d. No taximeter shall be used between sunset and sunrise unless the face thereof shall 

be illuminated by a light so arranged as to give continuous light upon the taximeter.  

e. The taximeter shall be one approved by the State department of agriculture bureau 

of weights and measures or such other enforcing department of the State.  

f. There shall be a signal or other device affixed to the taximeter which indicates 

whether the taxicab is in use.  

(4) The color scheme, insignia, and cruising light design shall be unique and readily 

distinguishable from other taxicab companies’ color schemes and insignia. If there are 

any changes in color scheme, insignia, or cruise light design the City shall be notified.  

(45) Each operator shall have posted inside of each taxicab, in a conspicuous place, the 

detailed tariff charged or to be charged for transportation. This tariff shall be printed in 

such a size as to allow it to be easily readable by persons sitting in the rear seat of the 

taxicab. This tariff shall conform to and be an exact duplicate of the tariff filed with the 

POD as required by this article.  

(56) The name of the driver shall be plainly posted on the inside of the taxicab and it shall also 

state whether the driver is the owner or lessee of the taxicab.  

(67) The taxicab may have a roof identification device or a dashboard mounted identification 

device visible from the exterior indicating that the vehicle is a taxicab which may include 

a device to indicate whether the taxicab is available for hire or is vacant.  

(7) In addition to any vehicle signs allowed by the sign section of the land development 

regulations, taxicabs shall be allowed one triangular or one two-sided sign on the roof of 

the taxicab which shall not exceed two feet in height (as measured from the roof) or one 

one-sided sign which shall be attached to the trunk or bumper and directed toward 

vehicles following the taxicab.  No sign face shall extend beyond any side of the vehicle 

and no sign face shall exceed five feet in length.  If vehicle or window wraps are used, 

the trade dress insignia must still be readily visible to the public. 

(e) Exempt vehicles are not required to comply with this section. 

(f) Non-motorized vehicles are required to comply with the following: 

(1) Non-motorized vehicles shall be equipped with: 
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a. All safety equipment required for vehicles including horn, lights, reflectors and 

seatbelts, where applicable;  

b. A signaling device, which may be human powered such as a whistle; 

c. A clean, sanitary interior, free from torn upholstery or floor covering and from 

damaged or broken seats;  

d. Doors which operate easily and close securely and door hinges and latches in good 

mechanical working order, if the vehicle is designed to have doors; and  

e. Tires of the size appropriate for the vehicle, with no mismatched "sized" tires. 

(2) Non-motorized vehicles may not be operated on any City sidewalk; 

(3) Non-motorized vehicles shall comply with posted regulations for stopping and standing. 

Non-motorized vehicles may not stop or stand in on-street spaces reserved for bus stops 

and trolley stops;  

(4) Non-motorized vehicles may use available public parking spaces for stopping or standing 

but shall comply with posted time requirements and are subject to ticketing for failure to 

comply with such requirement;  

(5) There shall be a place provided in the vehicle for the public vehicle driver's permit to be 

displayed;  

(6) Non-motorized vehicles with passengers, except for pedal buses and horse carriages, may 

only operate between 9th Avenue South and 9th Avenue North and between 32nd Street 

and Tampa Bay;  

(7) Non-motorized vehicles shall enter into a license agreement with the City prior to 

transporting passengers;  

(8) A non-motorized vehicle shall have no more than one sign on each side of the vehicle, 

each not more than two square feet and one sign on the rear of the vehicle not more than 

four square feet. 

(98) For pedal buses, the following additional requirements shall be met: 

a. A public vehicle certificate shall be issued provided the applicant meets all the 

requirements set forth in this chapter and provides a copy of a current, valid license 

agreement with the City. The public vehicle certificate shall be visible from the 

exterior of the pedal bus on the rear of the vehicle. Failure to have a current, valid 

license agreement shall result in immediate revocation of the public vehicle 

certificate.  

b. A public vehicle certificate holder shall operate the pedal bus within 30 days of 

obtaining a public vehicle certificate.  

c. No alcoholic beverages other than beer, wine, hard cider or malt based beverages 

below 19 percent alcohol may be consumed by passengers on the pedal bus. No 

persons under the age of 21 are allowed on the pedal bus during a ride where alcohol 

is or is planned on being consumed.  
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d. All public vehicle certificate holders pedal buses shall require passengers to execute 

a waiver, approved by the City, prior to boarding the pedal bus. Licensee shall make 

available for inspection such executed waivers upon the City's request.  

e. A public vehicle certificate holder pedal bus shall require all passengers under age 

16 to wear helmets and offer helmets for all other passengers, regardless of age, at 

no cost.  

f. All pedal buses may only be used on public streets designated with a speed limit of 

305 miles per hour or less subject to the following exceptions:  

1. Special events. Pedal buses shall not operate within half a mile of any boundary 

of any event declared to be a special event by a resolution adopted by the City 

Council during the event and for two hours prior to and two hours after the event. 

The resolution shall delineate the boundaries within which the special event 

declaration is to be effective.  

2. Co-sponsored and City-sponsored events. The pedal bus shall not operate within 

half a mile of any boundary of an outdoor event co-sponsored by the City under 

its co-sponsorship procedures or any boundary of a City-sponsored event that is 

specifically listed in the license agreement and shall not operate two hours prior 

to and two hours after the event. The POD may increase or decrease the distance 

and time limitations as determined necessary based upon the size of the event 

and may add outdoor events to this list if such event is anticipated to generate 

more than 10,000 attendees. In such a case the POD shall notify the public 

vehicle certificate holder in writing, at least ten days in advance of such 

restriction. Notwithstanding the foregoing, tThe pedal bus shall not operate on 

December 31 and July 4 between and including 5th Avenue North to 5th Avenue 

South from Tampa Bay to Interstate I-275 after 5:00 p.m. The POD may increase 

or decrease the distance and time limitations as determined necessary to have 

unobstructed pedestrian and vehicular access.  

3. Tropicana Field Events. Pedal buses shall not operate between and including 6th 

Street and 20th Street and 5th Central Avenue North to 5th Avenue South during 

an event held at Tropicana Field and for 1.05 hours prior to and 1.05 hours after 

an event held at Tropicana Field.  

4. Crossing streets. Pedal buses are allowed on streets designated with a speed limit 

of over 350 miles per hour for the sole purpose of crossing such portion where 

a 350 miles per hour or less speed zone is designated on both sides of the street. 

The pedal bus shall obey all State laws with regards to road crossings and 

travelling upon State and county roads.  

5. Street closures. Pedal buses are not allowed on streets which have been closed 

except that if such closure is in association with a parade permit and the pedal 

bus is an authorized participant in such parade.  

g. A pedal busPublic vehicle certificate holders shall carry the following insurance at 

its own expense:  
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1. Commercial general liability insurance in an amount of at least $5,000,000.00 

per occurrence, with $5,000,000.00 aggregate, and $5,000.00 medical payments 

coverage. This policy shall include coverage for (i) personal injury or death or 

property damage or destruction; (ii) participant and passenger liability; (iii) 

contractual liability under this agreement, and (iv) customers who bring alcohol 

on the pedal bus.  

2. Automobile liability insurance of $1,000,000.00 combined single limit. 

3. Workers' compensation insurance as required by Florida law and employers' 

liability insurance in an amount of at least $100,000.00 each accident, 

$100,000.00 per employee, and $500,000.00 for all diseases.  

h. Pedal buses shall obey all traffic laws and shall not obstruct pedestrian traffic. 

i. No glassware of any kind shall be allowed on the serving area of a pedal bus 

including but not limited to bottles, receptacles or drinking glasses. Glassware may 

be allowed to be stored on a pedal bus as long as the glassware is empty, securely 

stored so as to be inaccessible while the vehicle is in motion, and wrapped in paper, 

padding, or some other covering to prevent breakage, 

j. A violation of the requirements in this section shall constitute a violation of this Code 

pursuant to Section 1-7 and may be grounds to revoke a public vehicle certificate.  

(g) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles are required to comply with the 

following: 

(1) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles shall conform to all Federal and 

State regulations (currently Title CFR Part 571.500 and Chapter 316, Florida Statutes).be 

equipped with: 

a. Mirrors, horn, headlights, taillights, turn signal lights, windshield wipers, hand brake 

and primary brake system which acts on all axles, all of which shall be in good 

working condition;  

b. Seatbelts for all occupants; 

(2)c. Low speed vehicles shall have aA clean, sanitary interior, free from torn upholstery or 

floor covering and from damaged or broken seats;  

(3)d. All Low speed vehicles shall have the exterior parts of the vehicle shall be free from 

cracks, breaks and dents; and 

e. Tires of the size appropriate for the vehicle, with no mismatched "sized" tires. There 

shall be no cuts into the tire cord or sidewall area or localized worn spots that expose 

the ply.  

(42) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles shall be structurally sound and 

operate with a minimum of noise and vibration;  

(53) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles shall comply with posted 

regulations for stopping and standing and shall not stop or stand in on-street spaces 

reserved for, or marked as, bus stops and trolley stops, but may use on-street spaces 

reserved for taxicabs;  
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(64) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles may use available public parking 

spaces for stopping or standing but shall comply with posted time requirements and meter 

charges and are subject to ticketing for failure to comply with such requirements;  

(75) There shall be a place provided in the vehicle for the public vehicle driver's permit to be 

displayed which shall be readily visible to occupants;  

(86) Examples of tThe color scheme and insignia shall be unique and readily distinguishable 

from all motorized non-gasoline powered vehicles and taxicab color schemes and 

insignias approved for operation in provided to the City and must be uniform through 

each fleet of vehicles.  In addition to any vehicle signs allowed by the sign section of the 

land development regulations, low speed vehicles are allowed to have both of the signs 

allowed for taxicabs and any sign on the roof of the vehicle may have sign faces up to 

five feet in length. If vehicle or window wraps are used, the trade dress insignia must still 

be readily visible to the public.  

(97) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles shall comply with all traffic 

regulations and shall not be allowed on any sidewalk;  

(108) Motorized non-gasoline powered Low speed vehicles which may charge a fee shall 

be regulated as a taxicab but shall not be required to have 24 hour dispatch service, or a 

minimum number of public vehicle certificates, or a taxicab meter.  

(11) Notwithstanding the foregoing, City employees shall be allowed to operate low speed 

vehicles on any sidewalk or in any park provided such operation is necessary in carrying 

out their official duties. 

(h) In addition to any vehicle signs allowed by the sign section of the land development 

regulations, taxicabs shall be allowed one triangular or one two-sided sign on the roof of the 

taxicab which shall not exceed two feet in height (as measured from the roof) or one one-sided 

sign which shall be attached to the trunk or bumper and directed toward vehicles following 

the taxicab. No sign face shall extend beyond any side of the vehicle and no sign face shall 

exceed four feet in length. In addition to any vehicle signs allowed by the sign section of the 

land development regulations, motorized non-gasoline powered vehicles are allowed to have 

both of the signs allowed for taxicabs and any sign on the roof of the vehicle may have sign 

faces up to five feet in length. A non-motorized vehicle shall have not more than one sign on 

each side of the vehicle, each not more than two square feet and one sign on the rear of the 

vehicle not more than four square feet.  

(h) Additionally for vessels the following shall be required: 

 (1) Each vessel must display a registration number, and be registered as a commercial vessel 

if required to be so registered by the Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor 

Vehicles. 

 (2) All operators must be at least 18 years old. 

 (3) All vessels shall carry and maintain all safety equipment required by the United States 

Coast Guard safety requirements. 

 (4) All vessels under 26 feet in length shall require all passengers under the age of 6 to wear a 

Coast Guard approved personal floatation device. 
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 (5) All vessels over 14 feet in length must carry a life ring or other equivalent floatation device. 

 (6) All vessels are required to have working navigation lighting. 

(i) Non-public sector buses, limousines, and vans shall operate as a pre-arranged service and shall 

not solicit "walk up" passengers unless operating pursuant to a written agreement with the 

ownership or management of the location of the solicitation.  

(j) Only a vehicle marked in compliance with this chapter as a taxicab may use the taxi stands. 

 

Sec. 28-15. - Public vehicle certificate requirement.  

(a) It shall be unlawful to operate any public vehicle which picks up a new fare within the City 

limits without a valid certificate affixed to the public vehicle.  

(b) There shall be a rebuttable presumption that a public vehicle which does not have a valid 

certificate affixed to the vehicle is violating this provision.  

(c) Each public vehicle shall have permanently affixed to the public vehicle a valid public vehicle 

certificate prior to each public vehicle beginning a new fare within the City limits. The public 

vehicle certificate shall be located on the driver's side of the vehicle on the lateral face of the 

bumper, trunk lid, or rear window and shall be visible from the exterior of the vehicle.  

(d) Each certificate shall expire on September 30 and may be renewed upon payment of the 

prescribed fee prior to expiration.  

(e) All public vehicle certificates fees for renewals shall be paid on or before September 30 of 

each fiscal year. If September 30 falls on a weekend or holiday, the renewal fee is due and 

payable on or before the first business day following September 30.  

(f) For each new public vehicle certificate issued between October 1 and March 31, the full 

amount of the certificate shall be paid. For each new public vehicle certificate issued on or 

after April 1, one-half of the total amount of the public vehicle certificate shall be paid. This 

section does not apply to temporary 14-day certificates as set forth in this chapter.  

(g) Upon the cancellation or lapse of any policy of insurance as required by this article, the 

certificate issued pursuant to this article shall be immediately revoked unless, before the 

expiration date of the policy of insurance, another policy of insurance containing all the 

requirements of the original policy of insurance is obtained. However, any holder of a 

certificate may make application to the POD for a voluntary suspension of the certificate for 

a term not to exceed six months and not to extend beyond the certificate term. The POD, in 

granting a voluntary suspension of a certificate, shall require the holder of the certificate to 

surrender possession of the certificate to the POD, but the surrender of possession of the 

certificate shall not be construed to be a cancellation thereof unless the holder of the certificate 

shall fail to file with the POD a policy of insurance before the expiration date of the suspension 

period. During the time of the voluntary suspension of the certificate, the operator shall not 

be required to maintain the policy of insurance as required by this article. A public vehicle 

certificate may be transferred during the voluntary suspension period.  

(h) The holder of any public vehicle certificate may assign the certificate to any person or any 

vehicle otherwise qualified under this article, however, a transfer fee of $25.00 must be paid 
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to the City and the appropriate transfer application must be filed with the City before each 

certificate may be transferred. The person or vehicle that the certificate is to be transferred to 

must meet all the requirements for the issuance of a public vehicle certificate. The holder shall 

not transfer the certificate to any other vehicle without filing a transfer application and making 

payment of the transfer fee of $25.00 per certificate transferred. Each vehicle receiving a 

transferred certificate must meet all the requirements for the issuance of public vehicle 

certification.  

(i) The applicant for a certificate required by this section shall make a notarized application 

therefor to the POD upon application blanks to be furnished by the POD, which application 

shall contain, but not be limited to, the following information:  

(1) The owner of the vehicle and, if not owned by the applicant, from whom the vehicle is 

leased or rented;  

(2) The make and model of the vehicle and the year of its manufacture, together with the 

serial number of the vehicle and the seating capacity thereof;  

(3) The State license plate number of the motor vehicle; 

(4) If the owner of the vehicle is a corporation, the officers thereof; 

(5) If the owner of the vehicle is a partnership, the name and residence of each partner; 

(6) The principal business location of the owner of the vehicle; 

(7) A detailed rate and fare schedule to be charged for the vehicle, if applicable; 

(8) Whether the vehicle is to be operated as a taxicab, van, limousine/car service, non-

gasoline powered low speed vehicle, vessel or non-motorized vehicle; and  

(9) If the vehicle is a taxicab, taxicab parent company information: 

a. Name, address, and phone number; 

b. Color scheme; 

c. Insignia design; and 

d. Cruising light design. 

(j) In addition to the above required application information, the applicant shall: 

(1) State, declare and agree that the applicant will comply with all of the laws of the City 

requirements of this chapter and that for a violation of any of the provisions of this 

chapter, the POD shall be at liberty to cancel and withdraw the certificate and terminate 

the right of the person to use the streets of the City to operate a public vehicle, upon notice 

and a reasonable opportunity to be heard regarding such proposed action;  

(2) Agree to maintain and keep in workable condition one vehicle for each certificate; 

(3) Include an attached notarized statement from the applicant's mechanic or from a licensed 

automotive garage or a mechanic accepted by the City, certifying that the vehicle meets 

the minimum standards contained within this chapter and applicable State law.  Low 

speed vehicles shall provide to the POD a copy of the certificate of title and registration 

from the State and any other document deemed necessary by the POD to show that the 
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vehicle is a low speed vehicle including, but not limited to, a State approved inspection 

sheet;  

(4) State, declare and agree that the applicant and all employees will service all areas of the 

City. Non-motorized vehicles, vessels, and motorized non-gasoline powered low speed 

vehicles are not required to comply with this provision; and  

(5) If a taxicab, Iinclude an attached notarized statement from the owner of the taxicab that 

the owner will provide 24-hour radio dispatch service or an equivalent of radio dispatch.  

(k) Before a certificate required by this article shall be issued by the POD, the applicant for a 

certificate of the public vehicle shall conform to the following requirements:  

(1) Pay to the City the administrative certificate fee for each public vehicle certificate as set 

forth in Chapter 12.  

(2) File with the POD satisfactory evidence of holding a motor vehicle liability insurance 

policy insuring against loss from liability for bodily injury, death, and property damage, 

with coverage limits not less than the minimum amounts specified by F.S. § 324.032 or 

such greater minimum amounts as may be required by other provisions of F.S. ch. 324, 

applicable to the applicant. Notwithstanding the foregoing, non-motorized vehicles, 

except for pedal buses, shall be required to obtain general liability insurance in the amount 

of $300,000.00 per occurrence, pedal buses shall provide the insurance limits as set forth 

in this chapter (currently 28-14(f)), and the City shall be named as an additional insured 

on the insurance certificate. The policy of insurance shall provide that notice for the 

cancellation thereof shall be given not less than ten days in advance of the effective date 

of such cancellation to the POD. The insurance policy shall provide that the City shall 

receive all notices of any kind (termination, cancellation, renewal, nonrenewal, rate 

increase, etc.) which shall be sent to the POD.  

a. If the holder of public vehicle certificates has more than one insurance policy for the 

holder's public vehicles, the policies shall have the same expiration date. Any 

exceptions must be approved in writing by the POD.  

b. The holder of a public vehicle certificate shall provide a schedule issued by the 

insurance carrier of all vehicles covered by the certificate of insurance. A change of 

the certificate of insurance shall be provided to the POD from the authorized 

insurance representative when public vehicles are added or deleted from the policy. 

The City shall be named as a certificate holder on the insurance certificate of all 

insurance policies maintained to satisfy the requirements of this section.  

(3) Provide evidence that the operator shall have at least three public vehicle certificates to 

operate three taxicabs for public transportation in the City as part of his taxicab business. 

This provision shall only apply to taxicabs.  

(l) Non-motorized vehicles and motorized non-gasoline powered low speed vehicles are required 

to comply with this section unless otherwise specifically exempted from a particular 

provision. All exempt vehicles are not required to comply with this section.  

(m) A person who makes application for a public vehicle certificate shall be issued such a 

certificate upon a showing to the City, in the manner prescribed in this chapter of the Code 

that the person has met all the requirements for issuance of such a certificate.  
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(n) The public vehicle certificate is delinquent if not renewed by September 30 of each year. Any 

public vehicle certificate not renewed is deemed revokedexpired. Delinquent fees are subject 

to a delinquency penalty of ten percent for the month of October plus an additional five percent 

penalty for each month or portion thereof of delinquency thereafter until paid. The total 

delinquency penalty shall not exceed 25 percent of the fee due. The payment of this 

delinquency penalty is not in lieu of other penalties provided by this article. It is no defense 

of nonpayment of any public vehicle certificate that the business or person was not notified 

that payment was due to the City. Any holder of a public vehicle certificate for a previous year 

who does not renew by September 30 of the current year is subject to the delinquency penalty 

as set forth in this paragraph regardless of the subtraction or addition of new vehicles to their 

fleet. If a delinquent certificate holder adds or subtracts new vehicles to their fleet, a 

delinquency penalty shall be assessed on the total vehicles within their fleet at the time of 

reinstatement.  

(o) The holder of any public vehicle certificate may purchase a temporary 14-day certificate for 

a replacement vehicle should an event occur rendering a vehicle assigned a public vehicle 

certificate to be disabled. A temporary 14-day certificate fee of $15.00 shall be paid to the 

POD. The temporary public vehicle certificate application must be filed with the City before 

a certificate may be issued. The person and/or vehicle that the certificate is to be issued to 

must meet all the requirements for the issuance of a public vehicle certificate.  Proof of the 

disabled vehicle is required to be provided to the POD. Failure to obtain a public vehicle 

certificate for the replacement vehicle after the expiration of the 14 days, or failure to obtain 

an additional temporary certificate, or failure to reinstate the original vehicle assigned a public 

vehicle certificate shall be a violation of this article.  No more than two consecutive, temporary 

14-day certificates may be issued for any single public vehicle.  

(p) Any holder of a revoked public vehicle certificate must file a new application and pay all 

applicable fees for reinstatement of the public vehicle certificate.  

 

ARTICLE III. - PUBLIC VEHICLE DRIVER REQUIREMENTS  

 

Sec. 28-27. - Prohibited conduct of public vehicle drivers.  

(a) It shall be unlawful for any driver of a public vehicle to: 

(1) Violate any of the terms, provisions or directions of this article; 

(2) Fail to keep a written or digital manifest of all trips, which documents information as to 

the time of each trip, the starting and ending point of each trip, together with the number 

of persons carried. Every driver shall maintain a daily manifest upon which they shall 

promptly and legibly record the following information: name of driver, vehicle number, 

year, month, date, and the starting time, place of origin and destination of each trip during 

a driver's operating period. All manifests shall be subject to inspection by the POD and 

law enforcement officials. The manifest shall be available for inspection at all times and 

shall be kept available for a period of not less than six months.  
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(3) Fail to report promptly all accidents to the Police Department; 

(4) Fail to report to the Mayor or his designee any change of residence within five working 

days;  

(45) Operate any public vehicle when the individual's driver's permit required by this article 

or Sstate driver's license required by State law has been revoked or during the time when 

the individual's driver's permit or Sstate driver's license is suspended;  

(56) Fail to give a written or digital receipt for fares when requested by passengers.  Such 

digital receipts must be provided within 24 hours of the end of the fare; or 

(67) Operate a vehicle for more than 12 hours of any continuous 24-hour period. 

(78) It shall be unlawful for a driver of a public vehicle as defined herein to have located within 

the interior of that public vehicle any:  

a. Two-way or similar scanners; 

b. Two-way radio frequency monitors; or 

c. A radar detector. 

(b) It shall be unlawful for any person to drive or operate a public vehicle for hire within the City 

unless that person has a valid, current public vehicle driver's permit. It shall be unlawful for 

any taxicab vehicle for hire parent company to allow a person to drive or operate a public 

vehicle for hire within the City, which is owned, or leased, or contracted by the taxicab parent 

company, within the City unless that person has a valid, current public vehicle driver's permit.  

(c) It shall be unlawful for any person to drive a handicap, a motorized non-gasoline powered low 

speed vehicle or non-motorized vehicle for hire within the City unless that individual has 

obtained from the City a public vehicle driver's permit.  

(d) If the a taxicab parent company fails to provide 24-hour radio dispatch service, or the 

equivalent thereof, or to keep a minimum of three certificates to operate three taxicabs for 

public transportation in the City, then all certificates issued under that parent company will be 

revoked.  

(e) All public vehicle trips dispatched by the public vehicle dispatch service holder shall be 

immediately recorded on a dispatch ticket indicating the time, date and origin of each trip 

dispatched. All dispatch tickets shall be maintained by the public vehicle certificate holder for 

at least 30 days from the date of the dispatch ticket and shall be available for inspection at all 

times within that period. All dispatch tickets shall be subject to inspection by the POD and 

law enforcement officials.  Such dispatch tickets may be kept and provided as digital records.  

(f) All public vehicle drivers shall comply with all applicable laws regarding non-discrimination 

against passengers or potential passengers on the basis of destination, race, color, national 

origin, religion, gender, marital status, age, disability, sexual orientation, genetic information 

or other protected category. 

(g) All public vehicle drivers shall comply with all applicable laws relating to accommodation of 

service animals. 

(h) There shall be no additional charges for providing services to persons with disabilities because 

of those disabilities. 
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(i) Public vehicle drivers shall provide passengers an opportunity to indicate whether they require 

a wheelchair-accessible vehicle.  If a driver cannot arrange a wheelchair-accessible service, it 

shall direct the passenger to an alternate provider of wheelchair-accessible public vehicle 

services. 

Sec. 28-28. - Public vehicle driver's permit.  

(a) Application for the public vehicle driver's permit shall be made in person to the Police 

Department.  

(1) Required information under oath. Applications shall provide the required information 

under oath, on forms supplied by the Police Department and shall include the following:  

a. Copies of drivers licenses. A copy of a valid State driver's license, and a list of every 

state where the applicant held a driver's license during the preceding three years and 

including, if available, the driver's license number;  

b. Addresses of residence. The addresses of each and every place of residence or 

domicile of the applicant during the preceding three years, including the current 

residence address;  

c. Traffic record for three years previous to the application. Only pleas of nolo 

contendere, convictions and forfeitures of collateral need be reported. Parking 

citations need not be reported;  

d. Criminal record. Only pleas of nolo contendere, convictions, or forfeitures of 

collateral need be reported.  

(2) Fingerprinting. The Police Department shall make a record of the applicant's fingerprints.  

(3) Permit fee. Each applicant shall submit the public vehicle driver's permit fee as set forth 

in Chapter 12 along with the application.  

(4) Release and consent form. A completed release and consent form in which the applicant 

designates and allows the Chief of Police to contact and obtain from the FBI, FDLE 

and/or department of motor vehicles, for every state in which the applicant has lived for 

the past three years, all records regarding the applicant.  

(5) Required to furnish all information. Each applicant shall furnish all the information 

required by the application.  However, if evidence of a background check having been 

performed in the prior six weeks to the date of application is provided to the Police 

Department and such background check covered Florida Department of Law 

Enforcement, department of motor vehicle records and a sex offender registry search, the 

prior background check may substitute for a check provided through the Police 

Department and such costs shall be deducted from the cost of the permit.  

(b) The City Police Department shall conduct an investigation made of the facts stated in the 

application for a public vehicle driver's permit and other relevant data. The file shall be 

available to the applicant or his agent upon request.  

(c) The Police Department shall conduct an investigation made of the facts stated in the 

application for the permit and other relevant data. The file shall be available to the applicant 

or his agent upon request.  
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(cd) If the Police Department finds that the applicant meets the requirements of this chapter, it shall 

issue a permit to the applicant. The Police Department shall refuse to issue or may revoke a 

permit to an applicant or permittee for any of the following reasons:  

(1) The applicant or permittee has repeated and persistent violations of the motor vehicle 

laws more than three moving violations in the prior three-year period. 

(2) The applicant or permittee has been convicted of any offense involving commission of a 

felony within the past five years or a misdemeanor within the last three years.  Date of 

conviction means the date of adjudication and imposition of sentence.  

(3) The applicant's  or permittee is on parole or probation for a felony or misdemeanor, is 

covered by diplomatic immunity, has less than six months driving experience, does not 

have a valid Sstate driver's license or is less than 18 years of age.  

(4) The applicant or permittee has been designated as a sexual predator. 

(5) The applicant or permittee has submitted false or materially misleading statements in the 

application. 

(6) If an applicant or permittee has been arrested prior to or subsequent to the submission of 

his initial application or application for renewal, said application  or permit shall be held 

in abeyance until a prosecutorial decision or a judicial determination has been rendered.  

(7) For the purpose of the investigation of the applicant for a public vehicle driver's permit, 

the Police Department may require the applicant to submit to an examination as to the 

applicant's knowledge of the traffic regulations, the geography of the City and the 

applicant's skill and ability to drive a public vehicle. If the results of this stated 

examination are unsatisfactory, the application may be denied.  

(de) The permit shall be valid until the end of the fiscal year of the City and shall expire on 

September 30 following the issuance; however, permits issued or renewed during the months 

of August and September shall expire on the last day of September of the year next following 

their issuance or renewal. The permit must be renewed each year.  

(ef) A public vehicle driver's employer or the public vehicle driver or owner of the public vehicle 

shall obtain and file a surety bond or evidence of insurance as required by this chapter.  

(fg) Upon the issuance of the permit, the public vehicle driver shall obtain a photo identification 

permit card from the Police Department. It shall be unlawful for a driver of a public vehicle 

who begins a new fare in the City limits to operate any public vehicle unless that driver has at 

all times, in full and plain view of the fare, the photo identification permit card.  

(gh) Permits may be renewed for a one-year period, provided that the Police Department's 

authorized investigation of the driver's traffic and criminal record reveals no criminal or traffic 

violations during the period of his expiring permit. If the investigation reveals such violations, 

the permit shall not be valid.  

(hi) The permit is the property of the City and is not transferable to any other driver. It shall be 

surrendered to the Police Department by the driver upon such driver's ceasing to drive a public 

vehicle.  
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(ij) A license holder shall make application for a renewal of the permit at least 30 days but not 

more than 60 days prior to the expiration of the permit.  

(jk) The applicant or the permittee shall have a right to appeal a decision to deny or revoke a 

permit. The appeal shall be on a form provided by the City Clerk and must be filed with the 

City Clerk within ten days of the decision. The appeal shall be heard by the City Administrator 

or by a Department Director or other Senior Management Official who has been designated 

by the City Administrator for the purpose of conducting the hearing. The hearing shall be 

conducted at a reasonable time and place, following notice of the hearing to the appellant. The 

hearing shall be informal and the strict rules of evidence shall not be applicable, but the 

minimal requirements of due process shall be observed. The objective of the hearing shall be 

to determine whether the denial or revocation complies with the requirements of the Code. At 

the hearing, the POD and the applicant may introduce such evidence as is deemed necessary. 

The decision of the City Administrator or the City Administrator's designee shall be final and 

the applicant shall be deemed to have exhausted all administrative remedies.  

 

Section 2.  As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck-through type is language 

to be deleted form 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 3.  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 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 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 or Designee 

 



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Consent Agenda

Meeting of January 21, 2016

To: The Honorable Amy Foster, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Approving the donation of firefighter helmets valued at approximately $2,400 to the City
of Antelope Fire Department in Oregon.

Explanation: It is recommended that 12 firefighter helmets be donated the City of Antelope Fire
Department in Oregon. This fire department serves a small historic frontier city and is an all-
volunteer fire department in need of modern equipment. The department’s annual budget is
$2,400.

The Cairns firefighter helmets were purchased at a cost of $198.34 each and are being replaced
with Honeywell EV1 helmets at a cost of $204 each. The new helmets will provide a more
ergonomic and comfortable fit for the firefighters. The balance of approximately 300 retired
helmets will be sold at public auction.

The Fire Department will transfer title, liability and risk of loss to the City of Antelope Fire
Department in Oregon.

CosUFundlnglAssessment Information: The firefighter helmets have an approximate value
of $2,400.

Attachments: Donation Letter (5 pages)
Resolution

/ -/J/ ‘9 1/

/
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Approvals:



From: Michael <mrc64@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 9:26 PM
To: SPFR
Subject: For Fire Chief James Large

Importance: High

Dear Chief Large,

I recently read a story in the Rescue 1 newsletter about some consideration being made by your department’s (and

City’s) senior staff to replace all of the structure fire helmets partly as a result of recent legal matters surrounding their
design vs. compatibility with your firefighters.

If this occurs, I would like to know if you folks would consider donating some of those helmets to our tiny fire
department and perhaps some for a couple of other very small rural volunteer fire departments we work with, all of
whom are in need of reasonably recent and functional PPE. I ask you specifically because I haven’t had any luck with the
bigger fire districts and departments in our region because most, if not all, have directives to sell their surplus gear to

the public, etc. and we cannot afford any of it. The largest fire district in Oregon recently got a grant to replace all of
their helmets but not one of the old helmets could be put up for donation because of their new procedures for getting

rid of old gear.

Please allow me to tell you a little bit about us and offer a disclaimer afterward.

My department serves a historic frontier city of 50 full time residents plus we provide aid to a large unprotected area

consisting of ranches and other tiny communities in a 120 square mile area in rural north-central Oregon. The nearest

mutual aid fire/rescue unit or ambulance is at least 45-70 minutes away, sometimes more, depending on direction and
weather. We are an all-volunteer fire department. We have no dedicated tax base. We have very little money to work

with right now. I have no experience with fire grants though and we cannot afford nor do we have at our disposal a

grants writer. So, I did the best I could to write a SAFER grant earlier this year (includes our nearest neighbor

department an hour away and a provision for some new PPE) but I don’t have a lot of hope that we’ll be awarded. I at

least got us a $2500 grant for EMS training. We receive meager transfers from our tiny City’s General Fund for a total

annual budget of $2400, enough to maintain/operate on (mostly fuel, insurance and modest repairs). Thus, we depend

nearly 100% upon donations of equipment and training for improvements. People out here are VERY leery about

signing on for any taxation, even if it would benefit them, because of trust issues that began when the Rajneesh invaded

the area and took over things in the 1980s. They promised the Sun, Moon and stars. Sadly, they delivered nothing but

political unrest and historical infamy. Since then, there have been several people who have attempted to take up the

mantle and develop some kind of fire service, dropping the ball every time. As a result, cash donations by any means

possible are quite difficult to come by.

When I moved here in late 2011, this department was nothing more than a garage filled with antiquated junk from the

70s and 80s, trash, dead birds, dead mice and beer cans scattered on the floor, broken equipment, vehicles that didn’t

start and hadn’t been started in years (indeed, a 1948 Chevy engine that was used up until 1998), no records,

etc. Because the fire department was defunct for many years, the building had been left unlocked for a long time. As a

result a lot of useable equipment been stolen. What was left of the hose had rotted and split open when
pressurized. There wasn’t a single axe, ladder, pike pole, pair of gloves, flashlights, radio, fire extinguishers, etc. The

structural PPE dated back to the 70s was mostly ripped and molded while helmets and boots were cracked, everything

filled with dirt, cobwebs and spiders. It was very sad and it looked much like you would.see in a Third World outfit. As a

consequence of these conditions, the community suffered tragically in the loss of property and life over the years. I took
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it upon myself to correct the situation and work on developing public safety here. Essentially, I have been building this
fire department and Emergency Medical Services unit up from scratch since assuming responsibility.

I’m a career Mobile Intensive Care Unit Paramedic with a background in volunteer firefighting and ambulance company
management (currently operations manager of a private EMS company based in Los Angeles). I became a
firefighter/EMT in 1979 and a professional ambulanceman in 1983. I devote a lot of time and energy toward getting

things up and running, public safety-wise, here. As a volunteer, I put in about twenty hours or more a week in my

efforts to provide administration, training, maintenance and other assorted functions for our fire department. It’s a lot
of work that has resulted in putting up with a lot of adversity and personal sacrifice, However, someone has to do it. I

couldn’t stand by and not do anything with the skills, training and experience I have. I made it my mission to keep the

failed promises others have made to these people in and around my community, help train and equip them so they can

help themselves whole slowly but surely gaining their trust. It’s a labor of love because it’s my passion and my mission.

Today, we have reasonably working apparatus (two engines, a medic unit, a brush rig and a command/utility vehicle)

and 12 volunteers, plus some others who provide support services. Our volunteers are receiving basic, entry-level
training in fire-rescue skills from me every month. We’re in the middle of our first —ever Firefighter 1 certification
academy. Along with that, our responders are moving forward with First Responder and EMT training toward our goal
of developing a basic ambulance service for our area. I have managed to get some good used firefighting equipment like

hose, tools, emergency medical items, turnouts, radios, rescue gear, even some surplus firefighting and rescue vehicles
handed down to us from other departments. Every little bit helps. Most of the equipment I’ve been able to secure this

way is generally older and some of it doesn’t meet current NFPA specs but it’s a vast improvement over what we started

out with — literally nothing of use.

However, while we’re still in need of some gear, there is one area of equipment that I am focused upon: personal
safety. It’s of extreme importance to me and my team, as we’re the ONLY fire-rescue personnel out here and we don’t
really have any real mutual aid. I managed to get some “new” PPE from other departments dated late 80s to the late

90s and some Draeger SCBAs that are from 1992/1994 (bottles have 2-3 years left on them-so yes replacing our SCBA5 is

equally important), etc. The helmets are amongst the oldest gear we have: all from the late 80s and mid- 90s (for

example, mine is a Bullard XT from 1996). Like our turnouts, the helmets are all heavy and of varying makes, models and

styles. We’re happy to have them and we’re quite used to them but they’re falling apart and there is little in the way of

uniformity other than color. Our department is unique in the area that everyone wears red helmets all throughout

except for me and my Assistant Chief (white) and explorers (yellow). On a nostalgic note, in my old department-which

no longer exists- we wore all-red turnouts along with red helmets, but nobody seems to have that anymore. That’s a bit

of tradition, visibility and identification that I’ve been sad to see fall by the wayside but perhaps understandably so.

If and when your department decides to release your current batch of structural fire helmets, we would be happy to

have as many as you would be willing to send us (which we would share with other tiny departments in our area in need

of PPE). This would be in exchange for a fully signed waiver and whatever else it takes to get them, releasing the City of

St. Petersburg from any and all considerations, liabilities and responsibilities pertaining to the equipment

donated. These volunteers here, having to make do with what is available, understand there is some risk wearing PPE in

and of itself but they would MUCH rather have better functioning PPE than face the consequences of staying with what

we have now. I can’t blame them.

I would like to share a few photos of my fire department with you.

Below is an early photo taken shortly after I got the department up and running. The first batch of firefighters. I’m

second from the left, standing. The apparatus you see behind us is our 1975 Ford F800 Pirsch & Sons Class A structure

fire engine. It’s old, rusty, beat up, leaks, has a finicky pump plus some electrical and mechanical needs but it’s

reasonably reliable. Last year we put into service a 1993 HME/Western States intracab to replace it (keeping the old

engine as a back-up and second out/mutual aid response unit). Next to the station is the old 1979 Chevy C65 1,000

gallon water tender that is no longer here. In front of the station is our 1985 GMC Sierra 4x4 Type 6 quick fire
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attack/wildland/brush truck. Not shown is our 1996 Chevy Tahoe Chiefs command/utility/backup rescue vehicle. What

you see below are all of the firefighting vehicles in our area.

This is our EMS/rescue vehicle, a 1993 Ford F-350 4x4 Type 1 Road Rescue ambulance. It’s old, but it works nicely for

us. It carries all of our rescue equipment including our cutting gear (“Jaws of Life”) and medical stuff. We don’t

transport for lack of EMT5. I’m hoping that’lI change soon as well.
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This is the 1993 HME/Western States intracab engine we put into service last June to replace the old 1975 engine as the

primary unit. Several of us volunteers and a couple of supporters on the end plus my AC’s dog. The engine was given to

us by Depoe Bay Fire District in Oregon.

4



Sincerely,

Michael Carter
Fire Chief
CA MICU Paramedic #P15712

City of Antelope Fire Department
P.O. Box 111
Antelope, OR 97001
Cell: 541-279-4282
City Hall: 541-489-3201
http:J/wwwcitypfanteloje.uJfirecjçartment

Thank you for taking the time to read this. Anything you can offer would be gratefully appreciated.

“Neighbors volunteering to help neighbors”
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A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE DONATION
Of TWELVE FIREFIGHTER HELMETS
VALUED AT APPROXIMATELY $2,400.00 TO
THE CITY Of ANTELOPE, OREGON FOR THE
SMALL HISTORIC FRONTIER CITY’S ALL
VOLUNTEER FIRE 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 donate twelve firefighter helmets to the City of
Antelope, Oregon’s Fire Department for the small historic frontier city’s all-volunteer fire

department in need of modem equipment; and

WHEREAS, the helmets to be donated are being replaced with new helmets; and

WHEREAS, the City’s Fire Department will transfer title, liability and risk of loss

to the City of Antelope, Oregon’s Fire Department.

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

St. Petersburg, Florida that the donation of twelve firefighter helmets to the City of Antelope,

Oregon for the small historic frontier city’s all-volunteer fire department is hereby approved; and

the Mayor or Mayor’s designee is authorized to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this

transaction.

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to form and content:

• 447
City Attorney (designee)











































































































ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL 

CONSENT AGENDA 

Meeting of January 21, 2016 

 

 

To:  The Honorable Amy Foster, Chair and Members of City Council 

From:  Jeannine Williams, Chief Assistant City Attorney 

Subject: Resolution Abolishing the City Council EMS Ad Hoc Committee 

 

The attached resolution is submitted for approval for abolishment of the City Council EMS Ad 

Hoc Committee. 
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