
  

 
 

COMMISSION MEETING 
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH 

155 Corey Avenue 
 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 
6:00 PM 

 

Call to Order 
Pledge of Allegiance 

Invocation 
Roll Call 

 

 
 

REGULAR MEETING 
 
 

1. Changes to the Agenda - Any agenda items to be added, moved, or deleted will be 

addressed at this time.  Added items will be assigned agenda item numbers and moved items 
should remain with the same item numbers.  Notation will be made that those items will be 
taken out of order.  Consent items may be removed for discussion, changes, and/or anticipation 
of a non-unanimous vote and considered separately on the request of anyone on the 
Commission or by a majority vote of the City Commission upon request of an audience member.  
 

2. Presentations 
a. Walk for Wishes - Commissioner Shavlan 
b. Project close out for the new tennis court fencing, 

concrete block backboard and dog park fencing at Vina 
Del Mar Park. 

 

3. Audience Comments - Comments shall be limited to 3 minutes per person to issues 

not on the agenda.  

4. Consent 
a. Approval of the City Commission Minutes of May 24, 

2011 
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b. Authorization for the City Manager to sign a proposal 
from George F. Young, Inc. in the amount of $26,800 
to provide engineering design and permitting for six 
(6) seawall projects. 

c. Authorization for the City Manager to enter an 
agreement with Public Risk Management of Florida for 
renewal of the City insurance policies covering the 
period from 10/01/2011 to 10/01/2012 in the amount of 
$428,732.00.  

 
5. Action Items – none for this agenda 

 
6. Ordinances 

a. Ordinance 2011-05, Final Reading and Public Hearing, 
amending Chapter 2, Finance, of the City of St. Pete 
Beach Code of Ordinances. 

b. Ordinance 2011-15, Final Reading and Public Hearing, 
Progress Energy Franchise Agreement 

c. Ordinance 2011-16, Final Reading and Public Hearing, 
Repealing Ordinance 2011-09 that authorized red light 
cameras in the city. 

d. Ordinance 2011-17, First Reading and Public Hearing, 
amending Division 28 of the Land Development to 
provide for review of the issuance of Demolition 
Permits for Contributing Structures in the National 
Register District and providing for a waiting period of 
up to 30 days following Board review for the issuance 
of a Demolition Permit for Contributing Structures in 
the National Register and Structures Designated as 
Historic under the provisions of Division 28. 

e. Ordinance 2011-18, First Reading and Public Hearing, 
amending Section 6.23 of the Land Development Code 
to allow presently non-conforming residential docks to 
be reconstructed in the same location and 
configuration without requiring variance approval. 

f. Ordinance 2011-19, First Reading and Public Hearing, 
readopting Ordinance 2008-15 relating to the 
Community Redevelopment Plan for the Corey and 
Gulf Boulevard areas. 

g. Ordinance 2011-20, First Reading and Public Hearing, 
amending Section 38-14 of the Code of Ordinance to 
eliminate the provision for a runoff election except to 
resolve a tie vote. 
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7. Resolutions 
a. Resolution 2011-12, declaring as surplus certain police 

department vehicles, skateboard park, equipment and 
authorization for the City Manager to dispose of same.  

b. Resolution 2011-13, declaring support for the One Bay 
Regional Vision 

 

8. Items for Discussion 
a. Discussion of changes to submission requirements for 

Variance and Conditional Use Applications. 
 

9. City Manager, City Attorney and City Commission Reports  
 

10. Adjournment 
 
 

APPEALS 
 

If a person decides to appeal any decision made at this hearing, they will need a record of the proceeding and, for such purpose, 
may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceeding is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon 
which the appeal is to be based. (F.S. 286.0105) The City does not furnish verbatim transcripts; interested parties should make the 
necessary arrangements for verbatim transcripts. 

 
Agenda Material is available for review at City Hall on the Friday preceding the meeting. In accordance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act and F.S. 286.26, persons with disabilities needing special accommodation to participate in this proceeding should 
contact Public Services at (727) 363-9243 no later than four (4) days prior to the proceeding for assistance. 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Project close out for the new tennis court fencing, concrete block 

backboard and dog park fencing at Vina Del Mar Park. 
 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Steven J. Hallock, Public Services Director 
 
Summary of Issue: In an effort to be transparent and accountable to all of the tax 

payers in the City, staff likes to come back to City Commission 
after a capital improvement project is completed to report on it. 
This allows people to see firsthand how their tax dollars were spent 
and holds staff accountable for how the project was managed. 

 
 The approved budget for this project was $25,000. The tennis court 

fencing was in very poor condition and needed to be replaced, 
the tennis court backboard was a long standing request, and the 
Neighborhood Association requested that we construct the City’s 
first dog park. The project was completed ahead of schedule but 
we needed to wait on opening the dog park until the rules were in 
place. 

 
 While we routinely come in on or under budget, for this project we 

went over budget by $4,000. The reason for this was the original 
project scope did not include any landscaping. After we 
completed the project we received a great deal of feedback 
that we should install landscaping and irrigation to soften the new 
fences. We agreed and honored these requests and think it was 
money well spent to ensure a quality project.   
 

Reviewed by  
City Manager:  _______________ 
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CITY COMMISSION MEETING 
 

MAY 24, 2011 
6:30 pm 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
INVOCATION 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
 PRESENT 
 
 Commissioner Al Halpern 
 Commissioner Jim Parent 
 Commissioner Marvin Shavlin 
 Vice Mayor Beverly Garnett 
 Mayor Steve McFarlin 
 
 ALSO PRESENT 
 
 City Attorney Mike Davis 
 City Manager Mike Bonfield 
 CIP Construction Manager Renee Cooper 
 Finance Director Elaine Edmunds 
 Public Services Director Steve Hallock  

City Clerk Rebecca Haynes 
 
1. Changes to the Agenda 
 
City Manager Mike Bonfield requested that Item 7a. be removed from the 
Agenda. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked that Item 2c. be moved to the end of the Meeting under 
the City Attorney’s Report. 
 
2. Presentations 
 
 a. Mayor McFarlin read and presented a Letter of Appreciation to 
Ruben Howard, a long-time WSI employee. 
 

b. Mayor McFarlin read a Proclamation designating June 2011 
“Hurricane Awareness Month” in St. Pete Beach.   
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 2 of 11 
 

d. Mr. Bonfield introduced Renee Cooper, CIP Construction Manager, 
who gave a brief presentation regarding the project close out for Lightning 
Protection and Cascading Equipment Transient Voltage Surge Suppression 
(TVSS) for the Reclaimed Water Booster Station. 
 

e. The City received three separate grants for landscape 
improvements and has contracted with Genesis Group who developed 
preliminary plans for submission to FDOT prior to the grant funding deadlines. 
 
Steve Hallock gave a brief summary of the median improvements.  He then 
introduced Jim Kilman, Landscape Architect with Genesis Group.  Mr. Kilman 
distributed illustrations of the landscape materials they are planning to use for the 
project.  Variances from the FDOT will be required for some plantings. 
 
Mayor McFarlin presented his proposed revisions for Commission Meeting 
procedures, as follows: 
 

1. City Staff Reports: Move to the beginning of the Commission 
Meetings allowing staff to decrease time spent at night meetings, 
thus decreasing personnel costs 

 
2. Presentations: Move updates on litigation cases under the City 

Attorney Reports 
 

3. Audience Comments:  Move to No. 8 on the Agenda 
 

4. Consent:  No change proposed 
 

5. Ordinances:  After the City Manager or City Clerk has read the 
ordinance, staff and/or individuals will immediately present the item, 
the Mayor or chairperson will then call for a motion and a second, 
call for audience comments, followed by Commission discussion. 
When applicable, defer to the Commissioner whose district is most 
impacted by the issue   

 
6. Resolution:  No change proposed 

 
7. Action Items:  No change proposed 

 
8. Items for Discussion:  No change proposed 

 
9. Reports:  Include itemized city attorney fees for ongoing litigation 

 under the Commission reports on a monthly basis. 
 

 10. Adjournment:  No change proposed 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 3 of 11 
 
  
After discussion, It was agreed that Audience Comments will remain as Item 3. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan suggested starting the meeting at 6:00 p.m. and setting a 
time to conclude the meeting. 
 
It was agreed that the Regular City Commission Meetings will begin at 6:00 p.m. 
and adjourn at 11:00 p.m.  Any items remaining will be discussed at a 
subsequent meeting. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan proposed that Presentations be limited to five (5) 
minutes.  All were in agreement. 
 
3. Audience Comments 
 
Deborah Schechner, 710 Boca Ciega Isle Drive, stated that 6:00 p.m. is too early 
to begin the meetings.  She then discussed the crime situation in St. Pete Beach. 
 
Paul Pfister, 8090 Gulf Boulevard, spoke about the median on Blind Pass Road. 
 
4. Consent 
 
 a. City Commission Minutes of April 28, 2011 and May 10, 2011. 
 

b. Authorize the City Manager to enter into a 3-year, unit cost 
agreement with Ashbritt, Inc. for Disaster Debris Removal for storm events. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as 
written.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Parent and 
unanimously approved. 
 
5. Ordinances 
 

a. Ordinance 2011-03, Final Reading and Public Hearing, amending 
Divisions 20, 26 and 31 of the City of St. Pete Beach Land Development Code. 
 
Commissioner Parent made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-03, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Pinellas County, Florida, providing 
for amendment of the Land Development Code; providing for amendment 
of Divisions 20, 26 and 31 of the Land Development Code as they relate to 
the Traditional Hotel District; establishing regulations related to signage in 
the Traditional Hotel District; lowering the maximum allowable height for  
temporary lodging establishments in the Traditional Hotel District; 
providing for the repeal of ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 4 of 11 
 
herewith to the extent of such conflict; providing for severability and 
providing for an effective date. 
 
The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Garnett. 
 
Hearing no audience comments or Commission discussion, Mayor McFarlin 
asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 
 b. Ordinance 2011-12, Final Reading and Public Hearing, providing a 
supplemental appropriation to the General Fund for fiscal year ending September 
30, 2011, and providing for funding. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-12, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, providing a supplemental 
appropriation to the General Fund for fiscal year ending September 30, 
2011; providing for funding; providing for an effective date. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Halpern. 
 
Hearing no audience comments and after brief Commission discussion, Mayor 
McFarlin asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 
 c. Ordinance 2011-13, Final Reading and Public Hearing, amending 
Chapter 58 of the Code of Ordinances relating to dog parks. 
 
Mr. Bonfield explained that there was one change after First Reading and that 
was to delete Section (a) of the previous Ordinance. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-13, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, providing for amendment 
of Chapter 58 of the Code of Ordinances, pertaining to parks and 
recreation; providing for amendment of Section 58-25 to include Rules and 
Regulations for Dog Parks; and providing for an effective date. 
 
The Motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Garnett.  
 
Mayor McFarlin asked for audience comments. 
 
Suzie Cummings, West Vina Del Mar, doesn’t feel the dog park was well 
communicated to the residents at Vina Del Mar. 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 5 of 11 
 
The Mayor, hearing no further audience comments, asked for Commission 
discussion. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett read a letter to the Commission from a resident regarding 
signs, liability to the City and upkeep of the dog park.  She stated that she was 
under the impression that the dog park issue was communicated to all of the 
West Vina Del Mar residents by a designated representative. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett asked if the language “Rules will be enforced by the St. Pete 
Beach Police Department” along with the non-emergency telephone number 
could be placed on a sign. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett moved to amend the original motion by adding, ‘Rules 
will be enforced by the St. Pete Beach Police Department’ and by adding 
the non-emergency telephone number.   
 
The motion with amendment was seconded by Commissioner Shavlin.  
 
Mayor McFarlin asked the clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 
 d. Ordinance 2011-14, Final Reading and Public Hearing amending 
Chapter 94 – Waterways of the Code of Ordinances. 
 
Commissioner Halpern made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-14, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida providing for amendment 
of Chapter 94 of the Code of Ordinances pertaining to waterways; 
providing for amendment of Section 94-36 to update designated zones of 
restricted watercraft operation; and providing for an effective date. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Shavlan. 
 
Hearing no audience comments or Commission discussion, Mayor McFarlin 
asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 

e. Ordinance 2011-05, First Reading and Public Hearing, amending 
the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Article 3 Finance, Division 1, Disposal of 
Surplus City Property, Section 2-186(A) Definition of Personal Property; Division 
4, Purchases and Contracts, Section 2-282 City Manager’s Duties; Bidding 
Procedures, by increasing the bidding exemption from $10,000 to $25,000. 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 6 of 11 
 
Mr. Bonfield thanked Elaine Edmunds, Finance Director, for compiling the 
Purchasing Manual that is before them. 
 
Commissioner Halpern made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-05, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, amending the Code of 
Ordinances, Chapter 2, Article 3 Finance, Division 1, Disposal of Surplus 
City Property, Section 2-186(A) Definition of Personal Property; Division 4, 
Purchases and Contracts, Section 2-282 City Manager’s Duties; Bidding 
Procedures, by increasing the bidding exemption from $10,000 to $25,000; 
providing for severability; providing for repeal of ordinances or parts of 
ordinances, in conflict herewith, to the extent of such conflict; and 
providing for an effective date. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Parent. 
 
Mayor McFarlin opened the Meeting to audience comments. 
 
Deborah Schechner, 710 Boca Ciega Isle Drive, asked if a list of items for sale 
was going to be provided to the Commission and placed on the City’s website. 
 
Audience comments were then closed and the Mayor asked the Commission for 
comments. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett asked if purchases over $10,000 could continue to be shown 
on the Consent Agenda for approval; all were in agreement and Mr. Bonfield will 
modify the section before the second reading. 
 
Mayor McFarlin requested a list of all vehicles for sale. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was approved by unanimous roll call vote. 
 
 f. Ordinance 2011-15, First Reading and Public Hearing, Progress 
Energy Franchise Agreement. 
 
Mr. Bonfield explained the Ordinance and advised the Commission that Ms. Gail 
Simpson from Progress Energy was present to answer any questions. 
 
Commissioner Parent moved to approve Ordinance 2011-15, an Ordinance 
granting to Florida Power Corporation, d/b/a Progress Energy Florida, Inc., 
a non-exclusive electric utility right-of-way utilization franchise; prescribing 
the terms and conditions related to the occupancy of municipal streets and 
rights-of-way in the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, for the purpose of  
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 7 of 11 
 
providing electric service; providing for severability of provisions; and 
providing an effective date.  

 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Halpern. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked for audience comments. 
 
Gail Simpson, 299 First Avenue North, St. Petersburg, representative for 
Progress Energy, thanked the Commissioners for their support and offered to 
answer their questions. 
 
Hearing no Commission discussion, Mayor McFarlin asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 
 g. Ordinance 2011-16, First Reading and Public Hearing, Repealing 
Ordinance 2011-09 that authorized red light cameras in the City. 
  
Commissioner Parent made a motion to approve Ordinance 2011-16, an 
Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, repealing the City of St. 
Pete Beach, Florida Ordinance which authorized red light cameras in the 
City; repealing Ordinance 2011-09 which elected to locally implement 
Florida Statute 316.008(8); and which provided for implementation of law of 
Florida 2010-80; repealing all ordinances in conflict herewith; providing an 
effective date; providing authority to renumber and codify; and providing a 
severability clause. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Halpern. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked for audience comments. 
 
Resident at 111 60th Avenue, spoke about procedural issues. 
 
George Moore, 406 41st Avenue, spoke against the installation of red light 
cameras. 
 
Pat Anderson, 6500 Sunset Way, spoke about getting better lighting on Gulf 
Boulevard. 
 
Hearing no further audience comments, Mayor McFarlin asked for Commission 
discussion. 
 
Commissioner Parent spoke in favor of red light cameras and suggested forming 
a “Public Safety Fund” with the monies received as a result of fines. 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 8 of 11 
 
Mayor McFarlin stated that he does not believe red light cameras are needed in 
St. Pete Beach. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan noted that he is voting to repeal the ordinance and is 
more concerned about crosswalk safety. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett spoke in favor of repealing the ordinance allowing red light 
cameras.  She believes the biggest challenge is lane confusion at the 
intersection of Pinellas Bayway and Gulf Boulevard.   
 
Commissioner Halpern doesn’t believe St. Pete Beach is the right place for red 
light cameras. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked the clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was approved 4 to 1; Commissioner Parent voted no. 
 
6. Resolutions 
 
There were none scheduled on this agenda. 
 
7. Action Items 
 
 b. Waive the bid requirement and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into a purchase agreement with Kloote Contracting for $87,862 for alley 
rehabilitation. 
 
Vice Mayor Garnett made a motion to waive the bid requirement and 
authorize the City Manager to enter into purchase agreement with Kloote 
Contracting for $87,862 for alley rehabilitation. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Shavlan. 
 
After Commission discussion, Mayor McFarlin asked the Clerk for roll call. 
 
The motion was unanimously approved by roll call vote. 
 
 c. Amendment of City Manager’s Employment Agreement 
 
City Manager Bonfield reviewed his employment agreement, notice of separation 
and severance package.  He proposed an open-end contract with a twelve month 
severance provision and a sixty day notice, which is more consistent with other 
manager agreements.   
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 9 of 11 
 
The Commissioners each spoke in support of City Manager Bonfield and his 
accomplishments.   
 
Commissioner Parent moved to approve the amendment to the City 
Manager’s Employment Agreement as proposed.  The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Halpern. 
 
Hearing no audience comments, the Commissioners discussed the severance 
clause at length. 
 
Commissioner Halpern and Parent spoke in favor of a twelve month severance 
package; Mayor McFarlin, Vice Mayor Garnett and Commissioner Shavlin 
supported a six month severance package.  
 
Vice Mayor Garnett moved to amend the initial motion to approve the 
amendment to the City Manager’s Employment Agreement, changing the 
twelve month severance package to a six month severance package, all 
other items remaining as proposed.  
 
The motion amended was seconded by Commissioner Shavlin. 
 
Mayor McFarlin asked the Clerk for a roll call vote. 
 
The motion to amend the initial motion was approved by a 3-2 vote, with 
Commissioners Halpern and Parent voting no.   
 
Mayor McFarlin asked the Clerk for a roll call vote on the amended employment 
agreement. 
 
The motion to approve the City Manager’s Employment Agreement, as 
amended, was approved by a 3-2 vote, with Commissioners Halpern and 
Parent voting no. 
 

8. Items for Discussion 
 
There were none placed on this agenda. 
 
 9. Reports 
  
City Manager Mike Bonfield reported that the 2011-2012 proposed budget should 
be distributed on June 17, 2011.  The Finance and Budget Review Committee 
has scheduled their initial Meeting in early July.  He noted that Summer Camp 
registration is under way, along with many other activities at the Recreation 
Center.   
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 10 of 11 
 
City Manager Bonfield asked the Commission to schedule a Shade Meeting to 
discuss collective bargaining.  It was the consensus of the Commissioners to 
schedule the Shade Meeting for 5:00 p.m., June 6, 2011. 
 
He reported that the Walk for Wishes will be held on June 14, 2011.   
 
Items for the next agenda include a resolution re: disposal of surplus city 
property; final reading of ordinances re: purchasing manual, Progress Energy 
Franchise Agreement and repeal of red light cameras; a resolution from the 
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, first reading on the elimination of Run-off 
elections, first reading of the Comp Plan approval, bid opening result for side 
walk improvements, and stormwater assessment.  
 
City Attorney Mike Davis reported that the major pending cases involve the 
Comp Plan and the Land Development Regulations.  
 
Mr. Davis requested a Shade Meeting to discuss pending litigation.  Mr. Bonfield 
will coordinate the date and time of the Shade Meeting with the Commission.   
 
Vice Mayor Garnett discussed correspondence she received from Mr. Augie 
D’Alessio re: a request to have a piece of the World Trade Center placed in the 
historic Pass-a-Grille Park.  She noted her next community meeting is 
Wednesday at 6:00 p.m. and that the Suntan Art Center is nearing completion of 
their mural.  Vice Mayor Garnett noted that Pass-a-Grille’s 100th anniversary is 
the weekend of June 4 and 5, and many prizes and events are scheduled for the 
celebration. 
 
Commissioner Shavlan reported he will attend the All-Wireless Ribbon Cutting 
ceremony at Dolphin Village Wednesday at 12:00 noon.  He requested City 
Manager Bonfield contact Progress Energy regarding the electrical brown-outs in 
his neighborhood. 
  
Commissioner Parent noted his monthly Round-Table is at 6:30 p.m., May 25 at 
the Library.  He thanked the Recreation Center and the Friends of St. Pete 
Beach for the wonderful music event Sunday afternoon at the Boca Ciega Room.  
He noted that there will be a KID’s Archery Camp this summer, that he will attend 
the Big-C Meeting tomorrow and that he has signed up for the Florida League of 
Cities Legislative Committee.   
 
There was discussion regarding a discount for single memberships at the pool.    
 
Commissioner Halpern reported that the Concert at the Recreation Center was a 
huge success.  He requested to discuss the sign ordinance at the next regular 
meeting; it was agreed that City Manager Bonfield will place it on the next 
agenda. 
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City Commission Meeting 
May 24, 2011 
Page 11 of 11 
 
 
Mayor McFarlin noted the Grand Openings at All Wireless and Paddy O’Sullivans 
the following day.  He requested consideration of additional funding to market 
weddings at the Community Center.  Mayor McFarlin reported that in order to 
keep Redevelopment Council as a City function and integrate with CRA Advisory 
Committee, plans will be developed to allow them to work with goals. 
 
10. Adjournment 
  
Vice Mayor Garnett moved to adjourn the Meeting.  Commissioner Parent 
seconded the motion.  The motion was unanimously approved and the 
meeting was adjourned at 9:50 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _________________________________ 
Rebecca C. Haynes, City Clerk  Steve McFarlin, Mayor 
 
 
 
 
Minutes approved on: ____________ 
 
* * * * * 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
Issue Considered: Authorization for the City Manager to sign a proposal from George 

F. Young, Inc. in the amount of $26,800 to provide engineering 
design and permitting for six (6) seawall projects. 

 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Steven J. Hallock, Public Services Director 
 
Summary of Issue: We recently completed inspecting seawalls citywide in order to 

prioritize projects. The following are the recommendations for the 
next three (3) fiscal years with the funding budgeted: 

 
• 77th Ave. – Full Replacement (FY2011) 
• McKenney Park – Cap Replacement (FY2011) 
• 76th Ave. – Cap Replacement (FY2011) 
• 85th/86th Ave & Boca Ciega Dr. – Total Replacement 

(FY2012) 
• 84th/85th Ave & Boca Ciega Dr. – Rip Rap to prevent 

continued erosion (FY2012) 
• 19th Ave. – Full Replacement (FY2013) 

 
These projects require design engineering and permitting in order 
to construct so we requested a proposal from one of the City’s 
preapproved engineering firms. By grouping them we received a 
lower quote due to economy of scale.  We also think it wise to start 
working on the design and permits for the projects that will require 
a lengthy FDEP review, e.g. 85th/86th and Boca Ciega Dr.  
 
The City currently has a total of $225,000 budgeted over the next 
three (3) fiscal years for seawall repairs. The engineering and 
permitting came in at 12% of the construction cost which is lower 
than usual.   

 
Requested Motion: “I move to authorize the City Manager to sign a proposal from 

George F. Young, Inc. in the amount of $26,800 to provide 
engineering design and permitting for six (6) seawall projects.” 

 
Attachments: George F. Young, Inc. Proposal 
 Map of Seawall Locations 
 
Reviewed by  
City Manager:  __________ 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
Issue Considered: Authorization for the City Manager to enter an agreement with 

Public Risk Management of Florida for renewal of the City 
insurance policies covering the period from 10/01/2011 to 
10/01/2012 in the amount of $428,732.00.  

 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Dan O’Connor, Administrative Services Supervisor 
 
Through: Elaine Edmunds, Director of Finance 
 
Summary of Issue: This is an annual request for authorization to enter into an agreement 

with Public Risk Management of Florida for renewal of the City 
insurance policies and preferred membership in the Public Risk 
Management of Florida insurance pool. The total proposed fiscal 
year 2012 insurance premium of $428,732.00 represents a 29.5% 
reduction from the fiscal year 2011 rate due in part as a result of 
reduced payroll and fewer City vehicles. The proposed premium 
costs by insurance type are as follows: 

 
 1. Property and Crime Coverage -    $314,497.00 
 2. Liability -       $  41,144.00 
 3. Workers Compensation -    $125,476.00 
 4. Boiler and Machinery -    $    5,066.00 
 5. PRM Preferred Member Discount -  ($ 57,450.00) 
 
 Grand Total -     $428,732.00 
  
 The City has been a preferred member of the Public Risk 

Management of Florida insurance pool of over 50 governmental 
entities for over a decade. We intend to look at alternative providers 
in the coming year but it should be noted that PRM continually is the 
lowest cost provider for insurance to other government entities. 
There is a requirement that the City give a 60 day notice of intent to 
withdraw from the pool. 

 
Requested Motion:   “I move that the City Manager be authorized to  enter into an 

agreement with Public Risk Management for liability, property, 
boiler and machinery, and workers compensation insurance in the 
amount of $428,732.”  

   
Attachments: Public Risk Management of Florida binding authority and related 

insurance proposal documents. 
 
Reviewed by 
City Manager:  ___ 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Final Reading: Ordinance 2011-05 amending Chapter 2, Finance, 

of the City of St. Pete Beach Code of Ordinances 
 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Elaine Edmunds, Finance Director 
 
Summary of Issue: The proposed changes will enable the city staff to be more efficient 

in the purchasing and disposition of city property.   
 
 Currently the disposition of all property of the city requires city 

commission approval.  This process is cumbersome in that any 
items such as old banners, obsolete office equipment etc. must 
receive commission approval prior to disposal.  The proposed 
change requires commission approval only for items that have a 
value greater than $1,000 at time of disposition or have been 
identified as a fixed asset. 

 
 In 2000, the threshold requiring formal bids and city commission 

approval was increased from $5,000 to $10,000. The proposed 
ordinance increases this threshold from $10,000 to $25,000. The 
cost of items has increased considerably since 2000.  Formal 
bidding is time consuming and expensive.  Advertising costs can 
range from $200 to $300 per bid.  The new purchasing manual will 
required any item costing $10,000 to $25,000 to have three written 
quotes. 

 
 Piggybacking has been expanded to allow the city to use bids 

secured by governmental associations such as the Florida Sheriff’s 
Association. 

 
 
 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-05….(read title.)” 
 
Attachments: Ordinance 2011-05 

 
 
 
Reviewed by 

City Manager: ________ 
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CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA 
ORDINANCE 2011-05 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, 
FLORIDA AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, 
CHAPTER 2,  ARTICLE 3 FINANCE, DIVISION 1, DISPOSAL 
OF SURPLUS CITY PROPERTY, SECTION 2-186 (A) 
DEFINITION OF PERSONAL PROPERTY ; DIVISION 4, 
PURCHASES AND CONTRACTS, SECTION 2-282 CITY 
MANAGER’S DUTIES; BIDDING PROCEDURES, BY 
INCREASING THE BIDDING EXEMPTION FROM $10,000 TO 
$25,000; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR 
REPEAL OF ORDINANCES OR PARTS OF ORDINANCES, IN 
CONFLICT HEREWITH, TO THE EXTENT OF SUCH 
CONFLICT; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA, 
DOES HEREBY ORDAIN: 
 
Section 1. The Code of Ordinances, City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, Chapter 2, 
Article 3 Finance, Division 1 Disposal of Surplus City Property, Section 2-186(a) 
Personal Property, is hereby amended as follows:  
 

(a) Personal Property includes every species of property except real property with 
a current value greater than $1,000 or any property with a fixed asset tag.  
 
 

Section 2.  The Code of Ordinances, City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, Chapter 2, 
Article 3 Finance, Division 4, Purchases and Contracts, Section 2-282 City Manager’s 
Duties; Bidding Procedures, is hereby amended as follows: 
     

(a) The city manager shall approve purchases and let contracts necessary for the 
operation and maintenance of city services, including the execution of change 
orders for city projects for amounts up to and including $10,000 $25,000, 
without bids, and shall receive sealed bids for purchases or contracts in excess 
of $10,000 $25,000 and present the bids to the city commission with his 
recommendation.  If the city manager recommends the acceptance of a bid other 
than the bid with the lowest total price, the reason for the recommendation shall 
be given.  Purchases and contracts which by their nature are impractical to 
award by competitive bid are exempt from the bidding requirement.  Examples 
of this type of purchase or contract include but are not limited to the following:  
(1)  Salaries and wages. 
(2)  Professional services, including but not limited to legal, medical services, 

accounting services, consultants, and insurance policies.  This subsection is 
subject to F.S. Ch. 287 and any other applicable law. 

(3) Any item or service which is available from only one source. 
(4) Purchases of supplies, such as gasoline and vehicle repair parts, which are 

purchased as needed in quantities costing $10,000 $25,000 or less at a given 
time. 
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(5) Emergency purchases or contracts, the delay of which would delay the 
delivery of city services, stop work, or threaten life or property. The city 
manager shall notify the city commission of such purchases or contracts at 
its next meeting. 

(6) Purchases made through the utilization of state contracts or contracts 
negotiated by other governmental entities or associations affiliated with 
government. 

 
(b)  Where the city commission determines that it is in the best interest of the city, it 

may authorize the city manager to purchase insurance by negotiation, but this 
shall be done only under conditions most favorable to the public interest and 
upon a showing that the purchase shall result in the lowest ultimate cost of the 
coverage obtained. 

(c) Individual items costing $10,000 $25,000 or less will not be subject to the bid 
limit, even if several items purchased together total more than $10,000 $25,000. 

(d) It is the intent that bidding procedures in this section shall not be circumvented 
by issuing several purchase orders or checks to cover the purchase of a single 
item or service. 

 
Section 3. This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon final passage. 

 
 
 
 
 

MICHAEL FINNERTY, MAYOR 
 
FIRST READING     :     
PUBLISHED         :     
SECOND READING :     
PUBLIC HEARING   :     
CA: 10/15/07 V1 

 
I, Rebecca Haynes,  City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of 
applicable law this        day of                   , 2011. 
 
 

___________________________ 
Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Ordinance 2011-15, Progress Energy Franchise 

Agreement 
 
Date:  June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By:  Mike Bonfield, City Manager 
 
Summary of Issue: Our franchise agreement with Progress Energy 

expires next month.  The proposed agreement is for 
ten years and is similar in most provisions to the 
current agreement.  In addition, the agreement is 
consistent with those recently entered into with other 
like jurisdictions, including a “favored nations” clause 
which states that should additional financial 
incentives be provided to other municipalities the 
agreement is subject to modification.  The franchise 
fees paid to the City under this agreement are 
anticipated to be approximately $1.3M for FY2012. 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-15 . . . (read 

title).” 
 
Attachments:  Ordinance 2011-15 
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ORDINANCE 2011-15 
 
AN ORDINANCE GRANTING TO FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION 
d/b/a PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. A NON-EXCLUSIVE 
ELECTRIC UTILITY RIGHT OF WAY UTILIZATION FRANCHISE; 
PRESCRIBING THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS RELATED TO THE 
OCCUPANCY OF MUNICIPAL STREETS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY IN 
THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PROVIDING ELECTRIC SERVICE; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY 
OF PROVISIONS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
BE IT ENACTED BY THE COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, 

FLORIDA: 
 
SECTION 1.  Findings.   
 

The City deems it necessary, desirable and in the interest of its citizens to establish by 
ordinance a right-of-way utilization franchise (sometimes referred to herein as the “Franchise”) 
granting the Company permission to occupy the Rights-of-Way in the City of St. Pete Beach, 
Florida, for the purpose of providing electric services.  
 
SECTION 2.  Short Title. 
 
 This ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the "Progress Energy Florida Right of 
Way Utilization Franchise." 
 
SECTION 3.  Definitions. 
 
 For the purposes of this ordinance, the following terms, phrases, words, and their 
derivatives shall have the meaning given herein.  When not inconsistent with the context, words 
in the present tense include the future, words in the plural number include the singular number, 
and words in the singular number include the plural number.  The word "shall" is always 
mandatory and not merely permissive. 

 
(A) “Adversely Affected”- For the Company, a loss of one percent (1%) of Base Revenues 

within the corporate city limits due to Retail Wheeling.  For the City, a loss of one 
percent (1%) of franchise fees due to Retail Wheeling. 
 

(B) "Base Revenues" means all Company’s revenues from the retail sale of electricity, net of 
customer credits, to residential, commercial, and industrial customers and City sponsored 
street lighting all within the corporate limits of the Ciy.   
 

(C) “Company” or “Grantee” – Florida Power Corp. d/b/a Progress Energy Florida Inc., its 
successors and assigns. 
 

(D) “City” or “Grantor” – The City of St. Pete Beach, Florida. 
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(E) “Electric Energy Provider” means every legal entity or association of any kind (including 
their lessees, trustees or receivers), including any unit of state, federal or local 
government (including City herein), which owns, maintains, or operates an electric 
generation, transmission, or distribution system or facilities, or which otherwise provides, 
arranges for, or supplies electricity or electric energy to the public, or which supplies 
electricity to itself utilizing Company’s distribution or other facilities.  Without limitation 
of the foregoing, “Electric Energy Provider” shall also include every Electric Utility, 
electric power marketer, or electric power aggregator. It shall also include every entity 
providing such services as metering, customer billing, payment collection and processing, 
and customer information and data processing. 
 

(F) “Electric Utility” shall have the meaning set out in Section 366.02(2), Florida Statutes 
(2010), and shall also include every electric “Public Utility” as defined Section 
366.02(1), Florida Statutes (2010).  “Electric Utility” shall further include every investor 
owned, municipally or governmentally owned, or cooperatively owned electric utility 
(including their lessees, trustees or receivers), which owns, maintains, or operates an 
electric generation, transmission, or distribution system in any State or Country. 

 
(G) "Electric Utility System" means an electric power system installed and operated in the 

Franchise Area in accordance with the provisions of the Florida Public Service 
Commission establishing technical standards, service areas, tariffs and operating 
standards, which shall include but not be limited to electric light, heat, power, and energy 
facilities, and a generation, transmission, and distribution system, with such extensions 
thereof and additions thereto as shall hereafter be made. 

 
(H) "Franchise Area" means that area for which Company provides electric utility service 

within the corporate City limits of the City. 
 

(I) “Facilities” has the meaning as set forth in Section 4. 
 

(J) "Person" means any person, firm, partnership, association, corporation, company or 
organization of any kind. 

 
(K) “Public Service Commission” means the Florida Public Services Commission. 

  
(L) "Rights-of-Way" - All of the public streets, alleys, highways, waterways, bridges, 

sidewalks and parks, and any other public ways or places owned by the City, as they now 
exist or may be hereafter constructed, opened, laid out or extended within the present 
limits of the City, or in such territory as may hereafter be added to, consolidated or 
annexed to the City.   
 

(M) “Retail Wheeling”- A customer/supplier arrangement whereby an Electric Energy 
Provider utilizes transmission and/or distribution facilities of Company to make energy 
sales directly to an end use customer located within the Franchise Area. 
 

 
 

53



 
 

3 
 
 

 
 SECTION 4.   Grant of Authority. 
 
 (A)  This grant of authority is limited to the provision by Company to place its Facilities 
within the Rights-of-Way for its electric utility services.  Accordingly, the City hereby grants to 
the Company, its successors and assigns the non-exclusive right, authority, and franchise to lay, 
erect, construct, maintain, repair and operate its Facilities in, under, upon, over and across the 
present and future Rights of Way, as they now exist or may be hereafter constructed, opened, 
laid out or extended within the present limits of the City, including but not limited to conduits, 
cables, poles, wires, supports and such other structures or appurtenances as may be reasonably 
necessary for the construction, maintenance and operation of an electric generation, transmission 
and distribution system, including information, telecommunication, and video transmission used 
solely for the provision of electric service (collectively the “Facilities”), provided that all 
portions of the same shall conform to  accepted industry standards, including but not limited to 
the National Electrical Safety Code.  Nothing in this Ordinance shall require Grantee to remove, 
de-energize, or cease using any poles, wires, or other things or Facilities identified hereinabove 
that were in place under previous ordinances or permits prior to the Effective Date of this 
Ordinance, regardless of whether such poles, wires or other Facilities are located outside 
“Rights-of-Ways” as defined herein. Nor shall anything in this Ordinance prohibit Company 
from performing upgrades, replacements, maintenance or servicing of such poles, wires, or other 
Facilities after the Effective Date of this Ordinance. Rather, all such preexisting poles, wires, or 
other Facilities shall be authorized under this Ordinance. Because this Franchise is intended to 
grant Company the non-exclusive, but unrestricted right to place its Facilities within the Rights-
of-Ways, the City expressly acknowledges and agrees that Company shall not be required to pull 
or pay for permits to perform any work maintenance activities on or related to its Facilities 
within the Rights-of-Ways.   
 
 (B)   Annexation or Contraction. City and Company agree that the Franchise Area is 
subject to expansion or reduction by annexation and contraction of municipal boundaries.  If City 
approves any Franchise Area expansion or reduction by annexation or contraction, City will 
provide written notice to Company’s Annexation Coordinator, at the address provided below, 
within sixty (60) days of such approval and this Franchise shall automatically extend to include 
any such annexed areas.  
 
  Additionally, within sixty (60) days of any such annexation or contraction, City shall 
provide to Company an updated list containing the new or removed street names, known street 
name aliases, street addresses, and zip codes associated with each street name. All notices of 
annexation or contraction and address listings shall be addressed to the Annexation Coordinator 
as follows with the address subject to change: 
 
Progress Energy 
Annexation Coordinator  
P. O. Box 33199 
St. Petersburg, FL 33733-8199 
Or by email to : AnnexationRequests@pgnmail.com 
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 Company must revise its payments due to any expansion or reduction by annexation 
within a reasonable time after Company has received such notice and updated list from City, but 
no later than sixty (60) days after receipt of notice and the list. City understands and 
affirmatively acknowledges that the Company will exclusively rely upon the City to provide 
timely and accurate information to the Company regarding any such annexations or contractions, 
and that failure to do so will impair, inhibit, and/or preclude the Company’s ability to revise any 
payments due to the City that are impacted by such annexations or contractions. Further, City 
acknowledges that if such information is not timely furnished to Company as required herein, 
any related obligation to collect payments shall be suspended during the period of delay. 
 
 (C)   Non-Exclusive Use. The Company’s right to use and occupy Rights-of-Way for 
the purposes herein set forth shall be non-exclusive as to entities not engaged in the provision of 
electric energy and service, and the City reserves the right to grant to others the right to utilize 
the Rights-of-Way, to any person at any time during the period of this Franchise so long as such 
grant does not create an unsafe condition or unreasonably conflict with the rights granted to 
Company herein.     
  
SECTION 5.  Notice of Acceptance and Term of Franchise. 
 
   
 This ordinance shall become effective upon being legally passed and adopted (“Effective 
Date”) by the City Council; and it is further agreed that Grantee shall accept this Franchise as of 
the date of the passage and adoption by the City Council and shall signify its acceptance in 
writing within thirty (30) days after the City Council’s approval of this ordinance by filing its 
written acceptance with the City Clerk.  If Grantee fails to accept this franchise within thirty (30) 
days of its date of passage, then this Ordinance shall be null and void, and of no force and effect 
of any kind.  The term of the Franchise granted herein shall be for a period of 10 years 
commencing on the Effective Date.   

 
SECTION 6.  Payment to City. 
 

(A) Effective the first day of the second month beginning after the Effective Date of 
this ordinance, Town shall be entitled to receive from Company a monthly franchise amount 
that will equal six percent (6%) of Company’s Base Revenues (the “Franchise Fee”) for the 
preceding month, which amount shall be the total compensation due Town for any and all 
rights, authority and privileges granted by this Franchise, including compensation for any 
required permits, parking fees, or any other fee or cost related to the rights granted hereunder 
or to do business within the Franchise Area.  Any franchise amounts that will be paid to the 
Town will be collected by the Company from Company’s customers in the Franchise Area 
and passed through to the Town in the manner described herein.  The Town expressly 
acknowledges that no additional or other amounts shall be due or remitted by Company for 
the exercise of its rights granted hereunder.      

 
Payment shall be made to City for each month no later than the twentieth (20th) day of 

the following month.  The monthly payment shall be made by wire transfer.  Any monthly 
payment or any portion thereof made twenty (20) days after the due date without good cause 
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shall be subject to interest calculated for each month of the underpayment period using the 
average monthly interest rate based on 30 day commercial paper.   

(B)  Only disputed amounts shall be allowed to be withheld by Company, and any 
such amounts shall not accrue any interest during the pendency of any such dispute.  

(C)  The City acknowledges that all classifications and categories of customers of 
Company shall be subject to the payment of the Franchise Fee due hereunder.  

 
 

SECTION 7.  Favored Nations.  
 
 (A) In the event Grantee shall hereafter accept an electric utility franchise ordinance 
from any municipality providing for the payment of a franchise fee in excess of that provided for 
in Section 6 above, Grantee shall notify Grantor, and Grantor reserves the right to amend this 
Franchise to increase the franchise fee payable under this ordinance to no more than the greater 
franchise fee that Grantee has agreed to pay to such other municipality.  Grantee's obligation to 
pay such greater franchise fee to Grantor shall apply prospectively beginning with the next 
monthly franchisee fee payment following Grantor's timely notice of its exercise of its 
amendment right to which Grantee may collect such increased fee from its customers. Grantee's 
failure to notify Grantor of such additional payments does not limit Grantor's right to amend to 
require such additional franchise fees.  
 
 (B) It is the intent and agreement of Grantor and Grantee that Grantee shall not be 
required to pay Grantor a franchise fee under Section 6 of a percentage greater than that paid to 
Grantor by any other Electric Utility or Electric Energy Provider utilizing Grantor's Rights-of-
Way on such Electric Utility's or Electric Energy Provider's revenues attributable to services that 
are the same or substantially the same as those performed by Grantee. It is further the intent and 
agreement of Grantor and Grantee that Grantee should not be placed at a competitive 
disadvantage by the payments required by Section 6 of this Ordinance in the event other Electric 
Utilities or Electric Energy Providers provide services in competition with Grantee without 
utilizing Grantor's Rights-of-Way.   

 
(C) If Grantor imposes a lesser fee, or no fee, or is unable to impose a fee on another 

Electric Utility or Electric Energy Provider providing or seeking to provide services in 
competition with Grantee to customers within Grantor’s municipal boundaries, whether utilizing 
Grantor’s Rights-of-Way or not utilizing Grantor’s Rights-of-Way, Grantee’s fee under Section 6 
for such services shall be automatically reduced to the lesser fee charged the other Electric 
Utility or Electric Energy Provider (or to zero, if no fee is charged such other Electric Utility or 
Electric Energy Provider).  In all events, City shall not grant more favorable treatment to other 
Electric Energy Providers than is granted to Company under this ordinance, it being the intent of 
the parties that no future provider of electric service, be it generation, transmission or distribution 
service, to customers within the corporate limits of City shall be given a competitive advantage 
over Company. 

 
 
SECTION 8.   Grantor Rights.   
 

56



 
 

6 
 
 

The right is hereby reserved to the City to adopt such regulations as it shall find necessary 
in the exercise of its police power, provided that such regulations, by ordinance or otherwise, 
shall be reasonable, and shall not be in conflict with the laws of the State of Florida or the lawful 
regulations of any state agency possessing the power to regulate the activities of the Company, or 
conflict with or otherwise interfere with the benefits conferred on the Company hereunder. In the 
event of a conflict between this Franchise Agreement and any other ordinance or regulation 
adopted by the City relating to Company’s rights to perform work in and/or occupancy of the 
Rights-of-Way as permitted hereunder, the rights under this Franchise Agreement shall govern 
and control.   
 
SECTION 9. Work In Rights-Of-Way. 
 

The Company is hereby granted the right, authority and privilege to perform all necessary 
work and excavations in said Rights-of-Way of the City related to its Facilities and necessary or 
incidental to carrying out such rights and obligations as permitted hereunder.  The Company 
shall have the right to fasten and to stretch and lay along the lines of said poles, conduits, pipes 
and cables necessary for transmitting and conveying the electric current to be used in the 
Company’s business, together with all the right and privileges necessary or convenient for the 
full use including the right to trim, cut and keep clear all trees and limbs near or along 
Company’s Facilities that may in any way endanger the proper operation of same.  Moreover, the 
Company shall have the right to construct, erect, operate and maintain within the City an electric 
system consisting of its Facilities for carrying on the Company’s business; provided that, in 
accomplishing these purposes, the streets of said City shall not be unnecessarily obstructed for an 
unreasonable amount of time and work in connection therewith shall be done and carried on in 
conformity with such reasonable rules, standards, regulations and local ordinances with reference 
thereto as may be adopted by the City for the protection of the public and which are not in 
conflict with or otherwise interfere with the benefits conferred on the Company hereunder.  

 
SECTION 10. Indemnification. 

 
(A) The acceptance of this Franchise by Company shall be deemed an agreement on the 

part of Company to indemnify City and hold it harmless against any and all direct damages, 
claims, expenses,  reasonable attorneys’ fees (including appellate fees) and costs that City may 
incur to the extent arising out of or resulting from the negligence, default, or misconduct of 
Company, its contractors and agents in the construction, repair, operation, or maintenance of its 
electric utility Facilities hereunder.  In no event shall Company be liable to City for any 
consequential, incidental, punitive, exemplary, multiple, or indirect damages, lost profits or other 
business interruption damages, by statute, in tort (including negligence or strict liability), in 
contract, or under any indemnity provision or otherwise.  
 

(B) Company shall maintain throughout the term of this Franchise sufficient financial 
resources to provide self-insurance insuring City and Company with regard to all damages set 
forth in Section 8(A) in the minimum amounts of: 
 (i) $1,000,000 for bodily injury or death to a person; 
  $3,000,000 for bodily injury or death resulting from any one accident. 
 (ii) $50,000 for property damage resulting from any one accident. 
 (iii) $1,000,000 for all other types of liability. 
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(C)  City acknowledges that Company provides its own liability insurance (self-insured).   

 
SECTION 11.  Records and Reports. 
 

(A) Company Rules and Regulations. The following records and reports shall be 
available to City upon City's reasonable request: copies of rules, regulations, terms and 
conditions adopted by Company that relate to Company's use of City's Rights-of-Way.   

 
(B) Accounting.  Company shall use the system of accounts and the form of books, 

accounts, records, and memoranda prescribed by the Florida Public Service Commission or such 
other applicable governing agency having jurisdiction over Company.    
 
 (C)  Reports.  Company will submit monthly a statement of its estimated Base 
Revenues for the period on which such payment is based.  The acceptance of any statement or 
payment shall not prevent the City from asserting that the amount paid is not the amount due, or 
from recovering any deficit by any lawful proceeding, including interest to be applied at the rate 
set forth in Section 6(B). 
   
 (D)  Availability of Records and Reports.  Company shall supply information that City 
or its representatives may from time to time reasonably request relative to the calculation of 
franchise fees.  Such records shall, on written request of City, be open for examination and audit 
by City and City's representatives at Company’s headquarters in St. Petersburg, Florida, during 
ordinary business hours and such records shall be retained by Company for a period of two (2) 
years. 
 
 (E)  Audit.  City  may require, upon prior written notice and during Company’s 
normal business hours, an audit of Company's books related to this Agreement not more than 
once every two (2) years and then only for the preceding three years.  Company will reimburse 
City's audit costs if the audit identifies errors in Company's franchise Base Revenues of five 
percent (5%) or more for the period audited. If an underpayment of franchise fees has occurred 
due to the Company’s error, interest will be calculated for each month of the underpayment 
period using the average monthly interest rate based on 30 day commercial paper.   
  Both the underpayment and interest shall be paid within ninety (90) days from completion of 
the audit.  
 (F) Customer Report.  In addition to City’s obligations in Section 4(B), within 90 
days of the Effective Date of this Agreement, City shall provide to Company a report in a format 
acceptable to Company setting forth a listing of all addresses within the corporate limits of the 
City and annually thereafter a report identifying any changes to the address listing provided the 
previous year.  
 
 
SECTION 12  Retail Wheeling.   
   

In the event the appropriate governmental authorities authorize Retail Wheeling, then either 
party, if Adversely Affected thereby, may reopen this ordinance upon thirty (30) days written notice 
to the other for the sole purpose of addressing the Franchise Fee payments between The Company 
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and The City.  If the parties are unable to agree within ninety (90) days of reopening, either party 
may declare an impasse and may file an action in the Circuit Court in Pinellas County, Florida for 
declaratory relief as to the proper Franchise Fee in light of Retail Wheeling. 
 
SECTION 13. Severability.   
 
 Should any section or provision of this Franchise ordinance or any portion thereof, the 
deletion of which would not adversely affect the receipt of any material benefits or, substantially 
increase the burden of any party hereunder, be declared by a court of competent jurisdiction to be 
invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remainder, as a whole or any part 
thereof, other than the part declared to be invalid.  In the event of any such partial invalidity, City 
and Company shall meet and negotiate in good faith to obtain a replacement provision that is in 
compliance with the judicial authority’s decision.  
 
SECTION 14. Governing Law and Venue. 
 
 (A) This Franchise ordinance shall be construed and interpreted according to the laws of 
the State of Florida. 
 
 (B) In the event that any legal proceeding is brought to enforce the terms of this 
Franchise, the same shall be brought in Pinellas County, Florida, or, if a federal claim, in the 
U.S. District Court in and for the Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division. 
 
SECTION 15.  Merger. 
  

This Franchise agreement is the full, complete and entire understanding and agreements 
of the parties as to its subject matter, and the written terms supersede all prior contemporaneous 
representations, discussions, negotiations, understanding and agreements relating to the subject 
matter of this agreement.  The parties shall not be bound or liable for any statement, prior 
negotiations, correspondence, representation, promise, draft agreements, inducements, or other 
understanding of any kind or nature not set forth or provided herein. 
 
SECTION 16.  Notices. 
 
  Except in exigent circumstances, all notices by either City or Company to the other shall 
be made by depositing such notice in the United States Mail, Certified Mail return receipt 
requested or by recognized commercial delivery, e.g. FedEx, UPS or DHL or facsimile.  Any 
notice served by certified mail return receipt shall be deemed delivered five (5) days after the 
date of such deposit in the United States mail unless otherwise provided.  Any notice given by 
facsimile is deemed received by next Business Day.  "Business Day" for purposes of this section 
shall mean Monday through Friday, with Saturday, Sunday and City and Company observed 
holidays excepted.  All notices shall be addressed as follows: 
 
To City:      To Company: 
 
City Clerk    External Relations Department 
155 Corey Avenue    Progress Energy Services Company, LLC 
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St. Pete Beach, FL 33706    P.O. Box 14042 
Phone: (727) 363-9220    St. Petersburg, FL 33733-4042 
Facsimile No.: (727) 363-9236   Facsimile No.: (727) 820-5715 
 
City Manager 
City of St. Pete Beach 
155 Corey Avenue  
St. Pete Beach, FL 33706 
Phone: (727) 363-9232 
Facsimile No.:  (727) 363-9249 
 
 
SECTION 17.  Non-Waiver Provision. 
 

The failure of either party to insist in any one or more instances upon the strict 
performance of any one or more of the terms or provisions of this Franchise shall not be 
construed as a waiver or relinquishment for the future of any such term or provision, and the 
same shall continue in full force and effect.  No waiver or relinquishment shall be deemed to 
have been made by either party unless said waiver or relinquishment is in writing and signed by 
the parties. 
 
SECTION 18.  Repealer And Superseding Provision. 
 

This ordinance shall supersede, as to the rights, privileges and obligations between City 
and Company, all ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with the terms of this ordinance. 
Ordinance Documentary No. 2001-20 and any amendments thereto, are hereby deemed null and 
void and/or repealed upon the effective date of this ordinance, and none of the provisions of such 
repealed Ordinance Documentary No. 2001-20 and any amendments thereto shall have any 
further force and effect.   
 
SECTION 19.  Dispute Resolution. 

 
The parties to this Franchise agree that it is in each of their respective best interests to 

avoid costly litigation as a means of resolving disputes which may arise hereunder.  Accordingly, 
the parties agree that prior to pursuing their available legal remedies, they will meet in an attempt 
to resolve any differences.  If such informal effort is unsuccessful, then the Parties may exercise 
any of their available legal remedies. 
 
 

    ___________________________ 
    Stephen D. McFarlin, MAYOR 
 
 
 

 FIRST READING  :_______________ 
 
 PUBLISHED  :________________ 
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 SECOND READING :_______________ 
 
 PUBLIC HEARING :_______________ 
  
 
I, Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of applicable law this 
__________day of _______________, 2011. 
 
______________________________ 
Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Vincent M. Dolan, President & CEO 
Progress Energy Florida, Inc. 
 
 
  
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY 
for the use and reliance of the 
City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, only. 
 
___________________________, 2010 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Ordinance 2011-16, Repealing Ordinance 2011-09 that 

authorized red light cameras in the city. 
 
Date:  June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By:  Mike Bonfield, City Manager 
 
Summary of Issue: The City Commission recently adopted Ordinance 

2011-09 which would allow for the placement of red 
lights cameras throughout the city consistent with the 
provisions of state law.  At a recent City Commission 
meeting Mayor McFarlin requested the repeal of this 
ordinance be placed on the agenda for consideration. 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-16 . . . (read 

title).” 
 
Attachments:  Ordinance 2011-16 
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CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA 
ORDINANCE NO. 2011–16  

 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA 
REPEALING THE CITY OF ST PETE BEACH, FLORIDA ORDINANCE 
WHICH AUTHORIZED RED LIGHT CAMERAS IN THE CITY; 
REPEALING ORDINANCE 2011-09, WHICH ELECTED TO LOCALLY 
IMPLEMENT FLORIDA STATUTE 316.008 (8); AND WHICH 
PROVIDED FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF LAW OF FLORIDA 2010-80; 
REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING AUTHORITY TO 
RENUMBER AND CODIFY; AND PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY 
CLAUSE. 

 
WHEREAS, red light cameras in the City of St. Pete Beach are unnecessary; and; 

WHEREAS, such red light cameras may inhibit tourism and cause financial 

hardship to the residents and tourists of the City 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, 

FLORIDA: 

Section 1.  Recitals.  The above-listed "WHEREAS" clauses are hereby 

ratified and confirmed as being true and correct and are hereby rendered a specific part 

of this Ordinance upon adoption and shall serve as its legislative history. 

Section 2.  Election Not to Use Traffic Infraction Detectors.  This City 

elects not to exercise its option under Florida Statute Section 316.008(8) to use traffic 

infraction detectors within its jurisdiction to enforce Sections 316.074(1) and 

316.075(1)(c)1, Florida Statutes. 
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Section 3.  Repeal of Ordinance 2011-09. Ordinance 2011-09   is 

repealed.  

 

Section 4. Repeal of Conflicting Ordinances.  All ordinances or parts of 

ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.  All ordinances or parts of 

ordinances not specifically in conflict herewith are hereby continued in full force and 

effect. 

Section 5. Effective Date.  This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon 

its passage and approval, consistent with all requirements of general law. 

Section 6. Inclusion in Code.  The provisions of this ordinance shall become 

and be made a part of the City Code of Ordinances and the sections of this ordinance 

may be renumbered and codified to accomplish this end. 

Section 7. Severability.  If any part of this ordinance is declared invalid by a 

court of competent jurisdiction, such part or parts shall be severable, and the remaining 

part or parts shall continue to be in full force and effect. 

SECTION 6.   This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon 

adoption as provided for herein.  

     ________________________________________ 
      Steve McFarlin, Mayor  

 
FIRST READING     : _____________ 
PUBLISHED         : _____________ 
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SECOND READING : _____________ 
PUBLIC HEARING   : _____________ 
 
 
 
I, Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk of the City of St Pete Beach, do hereby certify that 

the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of 
applicable law this _______day of ____________________, 2011. 

 
 
_________________________________ 
Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: First Reading and Public Hearing of Ordinance 2011-17, amending 

Division 28 of the Land Development to provide for review of the 
issuance of Demolition Permits for Contributing Structures in the 
National Register District and providing for a waiting period of up 
to 30 days following Board review for the issuance of a 
Demolition Permit for Contributing Structures in the National 
Register and Structures Designated as Historic under the 
provisions of Division 28. 

 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Karl E. Holley, AICP, Community Development Director 
 
Summary of Issue: The Historic Preservation Board has long been concerned about 

the loss of historic structures in the City through redevelopment. 
They desire to provide the opportunity for a brief waiting period 
prior to the demolition of an identified historic resource to allow 
for the property owner to be properly informed of the historic merit 
of their property and to seek alternatives to the demolition of 
historic structures where possible. 

 
 The Planning Board, acting in the capacity of Local Planning 

Agency, voted 4-0 to recommend approval of the proposed 
ordinance at their May 17, 2011 meeting. 

 
 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-17 (read title)” 
 
Attachments: Ordinance 2011-17 
 
Reviewed by  
City Manager: _________ 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2011-17 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, PINELLAS 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT OF THE 
LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE; PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT OF 
DIVISION 28 OF THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE AS IT 
RELATES TO HISTORIC PRESERVATION; AMENDING SECTION 
28.11 TO REQUIRE THE OWNERS OF DESIGNATED AND/OR 
CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURES TO OBTAIN A CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS PRIOR TO THE DEMOLITION OF THE 
STRUCTURE; ALLOWING THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
BOARD TO STAY THE DEMOLITION FOR 30 DAYS SO THAT 
ALTERNATIVES TO DEMOLITION CAN BE EXPLORED; 
PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF ORDINANCES, OR PARTS OF 
ORDINANCES, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH, TO THE EXTENT OF 
SUCH CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  

 
 

 
WHEREAS, the Future Land Use Element of the City’s Comprehensive Plan encourages the 
preservation of historic structures; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Board has recommended that demolitions of contributing 
structures should be reviewed by the Board in order to explore a possible  option to demolition;  
 
WHEREAS, the City’s Planning Board, as the City’s Local Planning Agency, has reviewed this 
ordinance, found it to be consistent with the City’s adopted comprehensive plan and has 
recommended approval thereof; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Commission has found this ordinance to be consistent with the City’s 
adopted comprehensive plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Commission has found this ordinance to be in the best interest, safety and 
welfare of the citizens of the city; and  
 
WHEREAS, notice of this ordinance has been provided in accordance with applicable law;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, 
FLORIDA HEREBY ORDAINS:  
 
Section 1.  Division 28 of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida Land Development Code is 

amended as follows:  
 
Sec. 28.11.  Demolition permits. 
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(a)   Structures that have been designated pursuant to this division and/or buildings considered 
contributing structures to the National Register Historic District shall not be issued a demolition 
permit until a Certificate of Appropriateness has been issued for the demolition. (b)   The historic 
preservation board may not deny a request for a certificate of appropriateness for a demolition 
permit, but may impose a stay of demolition for up to 90 days for designated structures that have 
taken advantage of any preservation incentives or up to 30 days for either contributing structures 
or designated structures that have not taken advantage of any preservation incentives in order to 
inform the applicant about possible incentives for preservation of the structure or explore 
possible alternatives to the demolition of the structure. When reviewing a certificate of 
appropriateness request for the issuance of a demolition permit, the historic preservation board 
shall consider the following criteria: 
(1)   The historic or architectural significance of the building. 
(2)   The importance of the building to the character of a district, if applicable. 
(3)   The difficulty or impossibility of reproducing such a building because of its design, texture, 
material, detail, or unique location. 
(4)   Whether the building is one of the last remaining examples of its kind in the neighborhood 
or city. 
(5)   Whether reasonable measures can be taken to save the building. 
(6)   Whether the building is capable of earning a reasonable economic return on its value and 
whether the perpetuation of the building, considering its physical condition, its location and the 
anticipated expense of rehabilitation would be economically feasible. 
 
Section 2. All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to 
the extent of any conflict with this Ordinance.  
 
Section 3. If any portion or part of this ordinance is declared invalid by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, the valid remainder hereof shall remain in full force and effect.  
 
Section 4. This ordinance shall become effective upon adoption.  
 
 
 
  

 
STEVE MCFARLIN, MAYOR  

 
 
LPA HEARING  : May 17, 2011 
PUBLISHED   : May 11, 2011 
FIRST READING     : _____________ 
PUBLISHED         : _____________ 
SECOND READING : _____________ 
PUBLISHED   : _____________ 
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I, Rebecca C. Haynes, City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do hereby certify 

that the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of applicable 
law this ________ day of ___________, 2011. 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: First Reading and Public Hearing of Ordinance 2011-18, amending 

Section 6.23 of the Land Development Code to allow presently 
non-conforming residential docks to be reconstructed in the same 
location and configuration without requiring variance approval. 

 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Karl E. Holley, AICP, Community Development Director 
 
Summary of Issue: The Pinellas County Marine Contractors Association contacted the 

City and provided documentation with respect to the regulations of 
Pinellas County, the City of St. Petersburg and the City of 
Clearwater providing for reconstruction of non-conforming 
residential docks without requiring a variance. The proposed 
ordinance would bring the City’s related provisions into line with 
those of the referenced jurisdictions. 

 
The Planning Board, acting in the capacity of Local Planning 
Agency, voted 3-1 to recommend denial of the proposed ordinance 
at their May 17, 2011 meeting. 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-18 (read title)” 
 
Attachments: Ordinance 2011-18 
 
Reviewed by  
City Manager: _________ 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2011-18 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, PINELLAS 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT OF THE LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE; PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT OF 
DIVISION 6 OF THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE AS IT RELATES 
TO SUPPLEMENTAL STANDARDS FOR DOCKS; AMENDING 
SECTION 6.23, ALLOWING THE REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT OF 
RESIDENTIAL DOCKS IN THE SAME CONFIGURATION WITHOUT A 
VARIANCE; PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF ORDINANCES, OR 
PARTS OF ORDINANCES, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH, TO THE 
EXTENT OF SUCH CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; 
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  

 
WHEREAS, the City recognizes that a number of existing docks do not meet current Land 
Development Regulations pertaining to side yard setbacks; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City wishes to lessen the regulatory burden for residential property owners who 
simply wish to replace a dock in its current configuration;  
 
WHEREAS, the City’s Planning Board, as the City’s Local Planning Agency, has reviewed this 
ordinance, found it to be consistent with the City’s adopted comprehensive plan and has 
recommended approval thereof; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Commission has found this ordinance to be consistent with the City’s 
adopted comprehensive plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Commission has found this ordinance to be in the best interest, safety and 
welfare of the citizens of the city; and  
 
WHEREAS, notice of this ordinance has been provided in accordance with applicable law;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, 
FLORIDA HEREBY ORDAINS:  
 
Section 1.  Division 6 of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida Land Development Code is 

amended as follows:  
Sec. 6.23.  Docks. 
 (f)   Dock repairs.     
(1)   All dock repairs, including repairs to or replacement of permitted boat lifts, shall require a 
permit from the city, unless otherwise provided in this subsection. 
(2)   Replacement of deck boards, only, on a residential dock shall not require the issuance of a 
permit from the city. All deck boards shall meet the minimum construction criteria as required by 
the Pinellas County Water and Navigation Control Authority. 
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(3)   Residential dock owners shall be permitted to repair or replace residential docks in the same 
size and configuration as the original permitted dock. A copy of the original county permits and 
drawings shall be submitted with the permit application. If original County permits cannot be 
provided, then the application will be reviewed as if it were a new dock permit request. This 
provision shall supersede requirements for nonconforming structures provided for elsewhere in 
the Code.  
(g)   Disrepair or dilapidated docks.  If any dock falls into a state of disrepair and becomes a 
dangerous structure, creating risks to the safety and well-being of the community or individual 
members thereof, the entire structure shall either be removed or repaired so as to conform to the 
requirements of this section.   
 
Section 2. All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to 
the extent of any conflict with this Ordinance.  
 
Section 3. If any portion or part of this ordinance is declared invalid by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, the valid remainder hereof shall remain in full force and effect.  
 
Section 4. This ordinance shall become effective upon adoption.   

 
STEVE MCFARLIN, MAYOR  

 
LPA HEARING  : May 17, 2011 
PUBLISHED   : May 11, 2011 
FIRST READING     : _____________ 
PUBLISHED         : _____________ 
SECOND READING : _____________ 
PUBLISHED   : _____________ 
 
 
I, Rebecca C. Haynes, City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do hereby certify 

that the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of applicable 
law this ________ day of ___________, 2011. 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Ordinance 2011-19, readopting Ordinance 2008-15 

relating to the Community Redevelopment Plan for 
the Corey and Gulf Boulevard areas. 

 
Date:  June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By:  Mike Bonfield, City Manager 
 
Summary of Issue: "HB7207 was signed into law on June 2.  One 

provision in the bill authorizes a city to readopt a plan 
amendment which was subject to voter approval and 
has been found in compliance by the state.  The bill 
exempts the amendment from the adoption and 
challenge procedures of the Growth Management 
Act.  The proposed ordinance follows this new 
provision of law and readopts Ordinance 2008-15 
relating to the Community Redevelopment Plan for 
the Corey and Gulf Boulevard areas." 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-19 . . . (read 

title).” 
 
Attachments:  Ordinance 2011-19 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2011-19 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. 
PETE BEACH, RELATING TO THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT FUTURE LAND USE DISTRICT ADOPTED BY 
ORDINANCE 2008-15: PROVIDING FOR FINDINGS; RE-ADOPTING 
THE PLAN AMENDMENT ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 2008-15; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 

 
 

WHEREAS, on or about August 26, 2008, the City Commission of St. Pete Beach 
adopted an amendment to its comprehensive plan creating a Community Redevelopment 
District (CRD) future land use category, and amending the future land use map to designate 
property in the City as CRD (the Plan Amendment), pursuant to section 163.32465, Florida 
Statutes; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 24, 2008, Petitioner, William Pyle, timely challenged the Plan 

Amendment, pursuant to section 163.32465(6)(a), Florida Statutes, alleging the Plan 
Amendment was not “in compliance” as that term is defined in section 163.3184, Florida 
Statutes; and 

 
WHEREAS, an administrative hearing was conducted on February 10-11, 2009, to 

determine whether the Plan Amendment was “in compliance”; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Administrative Law Judge issued a Recommended Order on May 4, 

2009, recommending the Department of Community Affairs find the Plan Amendment “in 
compliance”; and 

 
WHEREAS, on August 11, 2009, the Department of Community Affairs issued a Final 

Order determining the Plan Amendment “in compliance” with the Growth Management Act; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, section 163.3189(2)(a), Florida Statutes, provides that a plan amendment 

takes effect upon the issuance of a final order determining the plan amendment “in 
compliance”; and 

 
WHEREAS, thirty days following the Department’s “in compliance” finding, William 

Pyle appealed the Department of Community Affairs’ Final Order to the First District Court of 
Appeal.  The Court affirmed the Department of Community Affairs’ determination of 
consistency on March 29, 2010; and 
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WHEREAS, Pyle’s appeal of the Final Order did not stay the effectiveness of that order 
and the Plan Amendment has been in effect under the Growth Management Act since August 
11, 2009; and  

 
WHEREAS, Plaintiff Bruce Kadoura, filed a declaratory judgment action in the Sixth 

Judicial Circuit Court seeking a declaration that the Plan Amendment was invalid on a number 
of grounds, and that the vote to approve the Plan Amendment was invalid under the City 
Charter; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City prevailed in the circuit court challenge as to all counts alleging 

failure to adhere to notice, hearing and review procedures in adoption of the Plan Amendment; 
significantly, the court ruled that the City properly adopted the comprehensive plan 
amendment under the Growth Management Act; and  

 
WHEREAS, under City Charter section 3.15, the Plan Amendment adopted in 2008 was 

required to be approved by a Citywide referendum; and 
 
WHEREAS, on June 3, 2008, the voters of St. Pete Beach overwhelmingly approved the 

Plan Amendment; and  
 
WHEREAS, following the referendum election, Plaintiff William Pyle, filed circuit court 

challenges alleging the ballot summary for the ordinance approving the Plan Amendment was 
invalid under section 101.161, Florida Statutes, governing ballot summaries for referendum 
issues; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 25, 2008, Plaintiff Bruce Kadoura filed a declaratory 

judgment action requesting the election to approve the Plan Amendment be declared invalid 
under City Charter section 3.15; and 

 
WHEREAS, the circuit court found in favor of Plaintiff Pyle, declaring the election to 

approve the Plan Amendment invalid under section 101.161, Florida Statutes, and in favor of 
Plaintiff Kadoura, invalidating the election to approve the Plan Amendment under City Charter 
section 3.15, Florida Statutes; and 

 
WHEREAS, both the Final Judgments in Kadoura and Pyle have been appealed by the 

City and are pending on appeal in the Second District Court of Appeal; the appeals have 
automatically stayed the effectiveness of the Final Judgments declaring the June 3, 2008 
referendum election invalid; and  

 
WHEREAS, on March 7, 2011, the electors of St. Pete Beach voted to repeal section 3.15 

of the City Charter, rendering those appellate issues moot; and  
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WHEREAS, the City of St. Pete Beach desires to limit further litigation expenditures, 
bring closure to the pending appeals, and seeks to implement the Plan Amendment, which 
remains in effect; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Commission finds it is in the best interest of the public to readopt 

the Plan Amendment adopted by Ordinance 2008-15, which is already in effect under the 
Growth Management Act, but was allegedly not approved in a procedure consistent with the 
referendum requirements of the City Charter at the time it was adopted; and 

 
WHEREAS, the St. Pete Beach City Charter no longer requires such referendum 

approval of comprehensive plan amendments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the CRD Plan Amendment has been challenged in administrative and 

circuit courts and found to be in compliance with the Growth Management Act and that matter 
is final; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Florida Legislature has adopted House Bill 7207 providing, “a 

comprehensive plan amendment adopted pursuant to s. 163.32465, Florida Statutes, and found 
in compliance before the effective date of this act, may be readopted by ordinance, shall become 
effective upon approval by the local government, and is not subject to review or challenge 
pursuant to the provisions of s. 163.32465 or s. 163.3184, Florida Statutes.” 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 

OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA AS FOLLOWS: 
 

SECTION 1.       READOPTION OF CRD PLAN AMENDMENT 
 
(A) The City Commission hereby readopts the text and map amendments, attached 

hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A, to the City’s Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use 
and Housing Elements. 

 
SECTION 2.    SEVERABILITY 
 
If any portion, part or section of this Ordinance is declared invalid, the valid remainder 

hereof shall remain in full force and effect. 
 
SECTION 3. CONFLICT WITH OTHER ORDINANCES 

 
All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith, are hereby repealed, to the 

extent of such conflict. 
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SECTION 4.   EFFECTIVE DATE.   
 
This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon adoption.   

 
ADOPTED this ___ day of June, 2011. 

 
CITY COMMISSION OF ST. PETE BEACH, 
FLORIDA                            

 
 

__________________________________ 
Mayor 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
City Clerk 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Ordinance 2011-20, amending Section 38-14 of the 

Code of Ordinance to eliminate the provision for a 
runoff election except to resolve a tie vote. 

 
Date:  June 3, 2011 
 
Prepared By:  Mike Bonfield, City Manager 
 
Summary of Issue: This ordinance proposes that if three or more people 

for office of Commissioner or Mayor-Commissioner 
qualify for office, then the candidate receiving the 
highest number of votes will be deemed elected 
regardless of whether or not they received a majority 
of the votes cast.  It also eliminates the runoff election 
provision in the Code of Ordinances except in the case 
of a tie vote.   

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Ordinance 2011-20. . . (read 

title).” 
 
Attachments:  Ordinance 2011-20 
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CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA 
ORDINANCE NO. 2011–20 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 38-14, ST. PETE BEACH 
CITY CODE, TO PROVIDE THAT IF THREE OR MORE 
CANDIDATES FOR OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OR MAYOR 
COMMISSIONER QUALIFY FOR OFFICE AND THE PERSONS SO 
QUALIFIED ARE VOTED ON, THE CANDIDATE RECEIVING THE 
HIGHEST NUMBER OF VOTES SHALL BE DEEMED ELECTED 
REGARDLESS OF WHETHER OR NOT SUCH CANDIDATE 
RECEIVED A MAJORITY OF THE VOTES CAST; ELIMINATING 
PROVISION FOR A RUNOFF ELECTION EXCEPT TO RESOLVE A 
TIE VOTE; PROVIDING FINDINGS OF FACT AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE; REPEALING CONFLICTING ORDINANCES TO 
THE EXTENT OF CONFLICT WITH THIS ORDINANCE; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
WHEREAS, the neither the City Charter nor State Law mandate that the City 

hold runoff elections and runoff elections are costly, 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE 

BEACH, FLORIDA, HEREBY ORDAINS: 

SECTION 1:  Section 38-14, of the City Code of the City of St Pete Beach, 

Florida, is amended to read: 

Section 38-14.  Election results.  

(a) Multiple candidates. When two or more persons qualify as candidates for the 
office of city commissioner or mayor-commissioner for any of the designated seats of 
the city commission to be filled, the persons so qualified shall be voted upon, and the 
person receiving the highest number of votes cast at such regular city election shall be 
declared elected.  

(b) Tie vote. If two candidates receiving the largest number of votes tie, there 
shall be a runoff election to determine the winner.  
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(c) Single candidate. If not more than one person qualified as a candidate for a 
designated seat on the city commission or for mayor-commissioner to be filled at an 
election, that seat shall not be listed on the regular city election ballot.  

(d) Runoff election. If any runoff election is necessitated, it shall be held not later 
than 60 days after the regular election 

SECTION 2:  The findings of fact contained herein are adopted and 

incorporated herein. 

SECTION 3:   This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon 

passage. 

SECTION 4.   If any portion, part or section of this Ordinance is declared 

invalid, the valid remainder hereof shall remain in full force and effect. 

SECTION 5.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances, in conflict herewith, 

are hereby repealed, to the extent of such conflict. 

SECTION 6.   This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon 

adoption as provided for herein.  

     ________________________________________ 
      Steve McFarlin, Mayor  

 
FIRST READING     : _____________ 
PUBLISHED         : _____________ 
SECOND READING : _____________ 
PUBLIC HEARING   : _____________ 
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I, Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk of the City of St Pete Beach, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the provisions of 
applicable law this _______day of ____________________, 2011. 

 
 
_________________________________ 
Rebecca Haynes, City Clerk 
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ST. PETE BEACH CITY COMMISSION 
AGENDA REPORT 

 
 
 
Issue Considered: Resolution 2011-12 declaring as surplus certain 

police department vehicles, skateboard park 
equipment and authorization for the City Manager to 
dispose of same.  

 
Date: June 14th. 2011 
 
Prepared By: Dan O’Connor, Administrative Services Supervisor 
 
Through: Elaine Edmunds, Finance Director 
 
Summary: This is a request to declare as surplus: 

(1) Red - 2002 Ford Taurus - 74,900 Miles     
 VIN: 1FAFP53U92A159054, 
(1) Gray 2002 Ford Taurus -  71,375 Miles 
 VIN: 1FAFP53U02A159055, 
(1)  White 2006 Ford Crown Vic -  96,125 Miles 
 VIN: 2FAFP71W86X143831, 
(1) IBM Selectric Typewriter 
(1) Skateboard Park equipment located at the 
Community Center and to authorize the City Manager 
to dispose of same 

 
The above listed police department vehicles have 
been replaced as part of an amended vehicle 
replacement plan approved by the City Commission 
on February 22, 20111. The IBM Selectric Typerwriter 
no longer works.  Removal of the Community Center 
skateboard park equipment has been recommended 
by the Recreation Advisory Board due to ongoing 
issues including graffiti, repeated  vandalism, littering, 
trespassing, disrespect, rudeness to staff and or 
patrons of the Community Center.  
 
Upon passage said vehicles and equipment will be 
disposed of in a manner required by law. 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Resolution 2011-12  ….(read title)” 
 
Attachments: Resolution 2011-12 
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Reviewed by: 
City Manger:   ____ 
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RESOLUTION 2011-12 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, PINELLAS COUNTY, 
FLORIDA DECLARING AS SURPLUS CERTAIN POLICE DEPARTMENT 
VEHICLES, MISCELLANEOUS SKATEBOARD PARK EQUIPMENT AND 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO DISPOSE OF SAID POLICE 
DEPARTMENT VEHICLES AND MISCELLANEOUS SKATEBOARD PARK 
EQUIPMENT. 
 
The Board of Commission of the City of St. Pete Beach, Pinellas County, Florida 
at a regular meeting duly assembled on Tuesday, June 14, 2011 resolves as 
follows: 
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Commission of the City of St. Pete Beach, Pinellas 
County, Florida have determined at the present time that the following police 
department vehicles, office equipment and skateboard park equipment have 
been declared surplus: 
 
Year  Make:  Model: Mileage VIN Number: 
 
2002  FORD  Taurus 74,900 1FAFP53U92A159054 
2002  FORD  Taurus 71,375 1FAFP53U02A159055 
2006  FORD  Crown Vic 96,125 2FAFP71W86X143831 
 

(1) IBM Selectric Typewriter   
 
  Skateboard park equipment 
 
WHEREAS, it has been determined that said police department vehicles, 
typewriter and  skateboard park equipment listed above, may be disposed of. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE the City Commission of the City of St. Pete Beach, Pinellas 
County, Florida, at its regular meeting duly called provides as follows:  
 
BE IT RESOLVED: 
 
That the City Commission of St. Pete Beach, Pinellas County, Florida, authorizes 
the City Manager to dispose of the above referenced police department vehicles, 
typewriter and  skateboard park equipment. 
 
INTRODUCED AND PASSED by the City Commission of St. Pete Beach, 
Pinellas County, Florida on this 14th. Day of June, 2011. 
 
 
 
____________________________                  _______________________ 
Steve McFarlin, Mayor            Rebecca Haynes , City Clerk 
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Resolution 2011-13, declaring support for the One Bay 

Regional Vision 
 
Date:  June 3, 2011 
 
Prepared By:  Mike Bonfield, City Manager 
 
Summary of Issue: This Resolution is presented at the request of 

Commissioner Halpern, Tampa Bay Regional 
Planning Council Representative. The Resolution 
seeks support for the ONE BAY Regional Vision. 

 
Requested Motion: “I move to approve Resolution 2011-13 . . . (read 

title).” 
 
Attachments:  Resolution 2011-13 
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RESOLUTION 2011-13 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH 
DECLARING SUPPORT FOR THE ONE BAY REGIONAL VISION 

 
WHEREAS, the Tampa Bay region is expected to almost double in population by the year 
2050 and add an additional 1.5 million jobs; and 
 
WHEREAS, a regional vision for the Tampa Bay region is critical for community livability, 
economic prosperity and environmental sustainability; and 
 
WHEREAS, a regional vision crosses municipal and county boundaries; and 
 
WHEREAS, a regional vision includes input from all stakeholders within the public, 
private, not-for-profit industries and community organizations; and 
 
WHEREAS, the ONE BAY Regional Vision was created with the input of over 10,000 
citizens across the region through workshops, educational forums, presentations, surveys and 
polls; and 
 
WHEREAS, ONE BAY is a true example of a public private partnership whose leadership 
consists of the Southwest Florida Water Management District, the Tampa Bay Area 
Regional Transportation Authority, the Tampa Bay Estuary Program, the Tampa Bay 
Partnership Regional Research and Education Foundation, the Tampa Bay Regional 
Planning Council, and the Urban Land Institute Tampa Bay District Council. 
 
THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City of St. Pete Beach that: 
 

1. The ONE BAY Regional Vision is supported and a commitment is made to work to 
integrate the vision’s principles and recommendations into the local comprehensive 
plan and future growth decisions. 

2. Recognizing that ONE BAY has input from thousands of stakeholders, the City of 
St. Pete Beach supports the ONE BAY recommendations as:  

• Support environmentally sustainable growth, protection of water resources, 
and energy conservation. 

• Create jobs through sustainable economic development practices and 
fostering quality communities.   

• Support increased diversity in housing options for families and individuals. 
• Encourage compact and mixed-use development. 
• Promote transit and transit-oriented development. 
• Encourage preservation of open space and agricultural land. 

 
PASSED and APPROVED by a majority present and voting this 14th day of June, 
2011. 
 
 
       ____________________________ 
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
City Clerk 
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Sincerely,

Dan Mahurin	 Scott Shimberg	 Stuart Rogel	 David Moore	
Chair, ONE BAY	 Chair, ULI Tampa Bay	 President	 Executive Director
Chairman, President & CEO	 President/CEO	 Tampa Bay Partnership	 Southwest Florida Water
SunTrust Bank, Tampa Bay	 Hyde Park Builders

Manny Pumariega	 Holly Greening	 Bob Clifford
Executive Director	 Executive Director	 Executive Director
Tampa Bay Regional	 Tampa Bay Estuary Program	 Tampa Bay Area Regional
Planning Council 	 Management District	 Transportation Authority

About ONE BAY:  Livable Communities
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A collaborative 
partnership.
ONE BAY: Livable Communities is a diverse 
partnership of private and public leaders 
aligned to facilitate a regional visioning 
process to achieve a sustainable, high-quality 
Tampa Bay region for decades to come. 

It is an equal partnership of the following 
regional organizations: Tampa Bay 
Regional Planning Council, Tampa Bay 
Estuary Program, Southwest Florida 
Water Management District, Tampa Bay 
Partnership Regional Research & Education 
Foundation, Tampa Bay Area Regional 
Transportation Authority,  and the Urban 
Land Institute Tampa Bay District Council.

Since 2007, ONE BAY has reached out to 
more than 10,000 citizens across the seven-
county region through a series of events 
to help define and express their vision for 
Tampa Bay’s next 40 years. 

Dear Tampa Bay citizens:

For the past 2 ½ years, the ONE BAY: Livable Communities initiative has drawn upon            
thousands of citizens to create a shared regional vision to plan where future population and 
employment growth should occur based upon responsible land use, mobility, economic, and 
environmental sustainability.

What started as a Lego® exercise in Reality Check turned into a continuing opportunity to seek input 
from residents on what our region could, if not should look like in the future.  When considering 
the long-term impacts of continuing to grow as we have in the past, residents emphatically told us 
that “business as usual” was no longer acceptable.  Rather, they wanted to focus on new patterns 
for development that ensured that our natural resources – water quality and availability – were 
sustainable over the long-term.  They want convenient alternative transportation choices to the car.  
They want jobs, especially jobs closer to home.  And finally, they want homes that fit their lifestyle.  

The ONE BAY Vision was created with the input of over 10,000 citizens across the region through 
workshops, educational forums, presentations, surveys and polls.  The ONE BAY Vision offers 
regional leaders the opportunity to develop short- and long-term strategies as they make important 
decisions about the built environment, natural environment and mobility in the region.

Our communities and neighborhoods have long provided a distinct “sense of place” for Tampa Bay 
residents.  This vision, implemented responsibly, can sustain these values while still accommodating 
any increase in population and jobs in the future. 

We want to thank everyone who joined ONE BAY in providing feedback to the vision and we look
forward to working together in the future. We invite you to visit our website at www.myonebay.com
to learn more.
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A look back.
What would  Tampa 
Bay look like today 
if leaders hadn’t 
recognized the 
potential of the 
University of South 
Florida and Tampa 
International 
Airport?  Just 50 
years ago, USF 
was wide-open 
land in the middle of nowhere and TIA consisted 
of a couple of abandoned airstrips after World 
War II.  Through visionary leaders, these are two 
economic engines that today are an integral 
part of our community that dramatically shape 
the quality of life for everyone who lives here.  

Environmental and water 
supply protection.
The rapid development of the Tampa Bay 
region over the past fifty years has increased 
citizens’ concerns over protecting the scarce 
natural resources and drinking water supply. 
The exercises and public participation during 
the ONE BAY process has demonstrated that 
the region can accommodate its future housing 
and commercial development needs and still 
protect the region’s natural assets. 

Increased congestion.
If development patterns continue to sprawl as 
they have over the past fifty years, our already 
congested highways will only get worse. 
Alternatives to the automobile and development 
that provides well-designed, diverse places to 
live, work and play in close proximity will be 
critical to the future prosperity of the region. 
Forbes magazine recently ranked Tampa Bay 
as the nation’s worst city for commuters. 

Global 
competi-
tiveness.
As the world 
population grows 
and economies 
become increasingly 
more complex, the 
regions of Florida 
are being both 
pushed and pulled 
into conversations about regional connectivity 
and economic co-dependence.  More than 
75% of the nation’s population and economic 
growth by 2050 is expected to take place in 11 
emerging megaregions.  Megaregions are large 
connected networks of metropolitan areas that 
maintain economic, environmental, cultural and 
functional linkages.  

The Florida Megaregion stretches from Tampa 
Bay to Orlando to Miami and Jacksonville, is 
made up of 15.1 million people with a collective 
economic output of over $430 billion, and is 
among the top 15 most productive economies 
in the world.

An aging nation.
Boomers - the 78 million people born between 
1946 and 1964 - are key to Florida’s economic 
future. They are expected to make up more than 
30 percent of the state’s population by 2015. 
Understanding this demographic group and its 
needs is imperative to our long-term future.

By 2040 single-person households will increase 
to 30% from 13% in 1960. Households with 
children will decrease to only 27% from 48% in 
1960.  What kind of homes will the increasing 
single-person and childless households desire?  
How will the growing aging population get 
around for daily needs such as food and 
medical care?   

Energy costs.
The increasing cost of energy impacts all 
aspects of daily life such as air conditioning our 
homes and driving our cars. A shift in housing 
and community development patterns from the 
current trend can reduce demands on energy. 
Conservation and diversification of our energy 
resources will be imperative for our region to 
remain competitive and affordable. 

The future will 
not look like 
the past.
Even with a recent 
downward trend in 
population growth, 
demographers still 
believe that Florida 
will regain its status 
as one of the fastest-
growing states in 
the nation over the next forty years. America will 
add 100 million people, growing to 450 million 
persons by 2050, faster than any other developed 
country except Pakistan and India.  Florida’s 
population is expected to increase to 32 million, 
with the Tampa Bay region doubling to seven 
million people. 

Shift to long-term thinking.
The ONE BAY effort has been an exercise in 
long-term thinking – beyond typical 20-25 year 
planning horizons of public sector entities.  It has 
given citizens an opportunity to think beyond 
what short-term plans are in place, be creative 
and think about how our future generations may 
live, work and play in our region.  The decisions 
we make now will shape the future of Tampa Bay 
and can improve our quality of life. 

Collaboration – doing more 
with less.
The ONE BAY exercise punctuates the need for 
collaboration across jurisdictional lines so instead 
of physically growing together, we plan together, 
we work together, and now we can implement 
together. 

Collaborative efforts have long benefited the 
Tampa Bay community.  For example, the “water 
wars” of the past led to the establishment of 
Tampa Bay Water and the Peace River Manasota 
Water Supply Authority.  The agencies cross 
jurisdictional boundaries to develop and deliver 
high-quality drinking water supplies and protect 
the sources of those supplies. 

And now the Tampa Bay Regional Transportation 
Authority (TBARTA) is working across 
jurisdictional lines to create a true regional 
transportation system.

 1972  2050
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Why ONE BAY?
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What happens if 
our current trends 
continue?
The current trend scenario depicts how Tampa 
Bay may look if future development follows 
the growth patterns and trends of the past. It’s 
the “business as usual” representation of how 
and where growth would likely occur if those 
patterns continue.

If current trends continue:

•	 The amount of developed land will nearly 
double as the population grows, requiring 
more than 500,000 acres to house new 
residents and provide them with jobs. 

•	 Up to 200,000 acres of wetlands and wildlife 
habitat may be impacted. 

•	 State and local regulations call for “no net 
loss” of wetlands, but mitigated wetlands 
or those in close proximity to development 
may not be as effective as  those left in a 
more natural state. 

•	 The value of wildlife habitat, even if 
protected, also may decline if connections to 
other habitats are lost to development. 

•	 By 2050 travel delays will be more than 
twice as long as they are today.

Growing together.
The current trend anticipates the ongoing 
development of suburban-type communities 
with an average density of around two homes 
per acre. The edges of cities will continue to 
blur and grow together, creating a continuous 
city running from downtown cores to the outer 
reaches of the region, generally clustered near 
interstate highways and major roads.

The current trend 
also projects that the 
region’s downtown 
areas will become 
more concentrated with 
people and jobs, but 
most redeveloped areas 
will be very similar to 
what we see today. 
The new developments 
will probably have 
extensive parks and 
outdoor recreational 
facilities, but residents 
will need to drive several 
miles to enjoy natural 
open space.  At the 
same time, a continued 
emphasis on new 
construction may mean 
that older neighborhoods 
deteriorate and become 
even less attractive to new 
residents.

Transportation/
Housing costs 
among highest 
in nation.

New Development

Existing Development

Managed Land

Current Trend
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Costs for infrastructure to serve those new 
communities also may be more expensive       
than improving services in existing 
neighborhoods.  Subdivisions and planned 
communities will consist of homes that are 
similar to each other in style and price, and 
their residents will need an automobile to get 
nearly everywhere they go. 

When transportation is added to the equation, 
affordability will continue to be an issue. As a 
percent of household income, the combined 

costs of housing and transportation in Tampa Bay 
already are among the highest in the nation. The 
average commute is likely to become even longer 
and more expensive as homes are built farther 
away from employment centers. 

Over the past 15 years, the population grew by 
30% but travel delays caused by congestion 
increased by more than 100%.
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New Development

Existing Development

Managed Land

What will daily life be like?
•	 More housing choices closer to places 

to work, dine and shop.

•	 Transit is a real and viable alternative 
to driving.

•	 Less time in the car and improved 
alternatives to cars.

•	 Easier and safer to walk or bicycle from 
place to place.

•	 Lots of recreational opportunities and 
open space.

•	 A greater feeling of community and 
safety because more people know their 
neighbors.

•	 An overall sense of opportunity 
and possibility in a region where 
communities share goals and work 
together on common problems.

www.myonebay.com      4

ONE BAY Vision

Purpose of the map.
The ONE BAY Vision Map is meant to help visualize how the guiding principles of ONE BAY could be 
implemented within the region. The map displays a possible pattern of development that represents 
the feedback received and allows for indicators to be calculated. The ONE BAY Scenario was built 
using nationally recognized techniques and state-of-the-art software.

The ONE BAY Vision Map is intended to show a scenario that would attain the goals of the ONE BAY 
regional vision. It is critical to keep in mind that the Vision Map is NOT prescriptive and that the map 
does NOT forecast future development patterns.

Features of the Vision.
The ONE BAY Vision Map and recommendations (on the back page) illustrate the feedback 
received and values expressed during the ONE BAY public participation process. 

On the next few pages, we’ll go into greater detail of the Vision for the natural and built 
environments, mobility, economy and energy.
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Today we are …
•	 Reducing water consumption through education 

and conservation.
	 (Pinellas Technical Education Centers)
•	 Acquiring vital natural resources for conservation. 

(Hillsborough County ELAPP)
•	 Increasing alternative water resources.
	 (Tampa Bay Water Desal Plant)

>	 “Preserving natural habitat
	 is very important for our
	 eco- system and for our
	 overall well being.”

>	 “Without [long-term] 
sustainability and 
stewardship, the Tampa Bay 
areas’ social, agricultural, 
tourism, environmental and 
recreational aesthetics            
will suffer.”

>	 “It’s important to have a 
balance of environmental 
preservation lands and 
smart-sustainable growth 
with limited wetland 
impacts.”

>	 “Educate the public 
regarding the absolute 
importance of healthy 
ecosystems.”

You told us …
“We see a region …”

Natural Environment
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An environment that
is beloved and
protected forever.
Reflecting a region-wide concern for the 
environment, new development patterns will 
result in:

•	 Lots of open green space, parks and trails, 
designed for people in the populated areas.

•	 The most ecologically sensitive land 
protected in perpetuity.

•	 Clean air, even as the population grows.

•	 Clean water in our lakes, rivers and bay.

•	 Sustainable water supplies, both surface and 
groundwater, for our region. 

Open space and recreational 
opportunities.
Between 1972 and 2005, almost 400,000 acres 
of open space and agricultural land were lost 
to new development. The more than doubling 
of the region’s population over this timeframe 
has led to many negative impacts on our 
environment and quality of life. Reduced air 
quality, strain on water resources, and loss of 
productive agricultural land are just a few of the 
many impacts. 

Protected environmental land and open space 
naturally help to improve our air and water 
quality. Open space contributes to our region’s 
character and provides economic value and 
recreational opportunity to us all. 

Clean and diverse water 
bodies and supplies.
The ONE BAY Vision advocates for 
environmentally sustainable growth that will 
protect our region’s natural resources and 
increase our quality of life. The type of growth 
envisioned in the ONE BAY Vision will lead 

to significantly less impacts on the natural 
environment, including wetlands and wildlife 
habitat, than if the current trend is followed. 

The sprawling development patterns of the 
past and current trend significantly increase 
the amount of land that is built on and paved 
over. This land creates surfaces that are unable 
to absorb and filter rainwater which leads to 
water pollution through increased run-off into 
our lakes, rivers, and ultimately the bay. A 
more compact and well-designed development 
scenario will reduce the overall footprint of new 
development and decrease the quantity of run-
off and pollution into Tampa Bay. 

Additional benefits to the natural environment 
from a shift to the ONE BAY Vision include a 
reduction in water used for lawn irrigation, 
more opportunities to utilize reclaimed water, 
and an overall reduction in the amount of 
wastewater that is generated in comparison to 
the current trend. 

Continuous wildlife habitats.
One of the biggest impacts a more compact and 
environmentally sustainable future will have is 
in the amount and quality of wildlife habitat and 
sensitive ecosystems we are able to preserve. 
Wetlands and the habitat of thousands of species 
are impacted by new development. By growing 
in a more organized and compact manner, more 
precious habitat and land can be protected for 
the benefit of humans and nature alike. 

Sustainable agricultural 
opportunities.
Many areas of open space within our region 
are not in their native condition but instead 
have been and are being used as productive 
agricultural land. Preservation of this land and 
the ability to sustain agriculture is vital to our 
region. Both for economics and as a source of 
much of the food for our region, agriculture is a 
key component to a sustainable region.

(Citizen responses from the VoiceIt campaign)
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Today we are …
•	 Certifying sustainable buildings – over 30 certified 

to date. (Dunedin Community Center)

•	 Developing live, work & play communities. 
(Westchase - West Park Village)

•	 Increasing community recreation with multi-use 
trails. (Legacy Trail)

>	 “Our urban areas must 
become walkable villages 
– with mass transit – in order 
to encourage job growth, 
reduce energy costs and 
protect the environment.”

>	 “Land owners should 
be free to develop their 
properties. Government 
should encourage, not 
mandate, redevelopment 
of existing neighborhoods.”

>	 “The best way to 
accomplish sustainable 
land use is by planning 
higher density, mixed use 
communities around transit 
corridors; it’s critically 
important for walkable 
communities, high density 
(lower runoff), and inner 
city revitalization.”

www.myonebay.com      6

Built Environment

Well-designed centers.
An expected gain of over three million new 
residents and 1.5 million new jobs by 2050 
presents a real opportunity in how the Tampa 
Bay region’s built environment will look in the 
future. The ONE BAY Vision encourages: 

•	 Fewer sprawling subdivisions present in        
the current trend.

•	 More focused development and 
redevelopment around existing and new 
centers. 

•	 Centers located around transit stations 
that will encourage use of mass transit and 
reduce dependency on the automobile. 

•	 More overall compact development
	 patterns that will increase the diversity of 

housing options. 

•	 Supporting existing communities.

•	 Reducing energy demands. 

Diversity of housing.
Development patterns will become more 
compact and will allow for preservation 
of significant amounts of open space in 
comparison to the current trend scenario. 
While traditional single-family homes will 
remain available, there will be fewer single-
family homes built on large lots and more 
homes on smaller lots. In many cases, these 
single-family homes will be within walking 
distance of enhanced centers and recreational 
opportunities. 

Choices in housing will be increased with 
options to live in multi-family apartments and 
condos above retail businesses and offices 
or in townhomes and detached homes just 
outside the centers of activity. Local markets, 
restaurants, and cafes will front on the 
sidewalks and public gathering areas will be 
easily accessed by pedestrians, bicyclists, transit 
riders, and the automobile.

The diverse profile of the housing market will 
create options that are attractive to all lifestyles 
and incomes. 

More time for family & friends.
Transportation costs and commute times can be 
reduced with shorter distances traveled to reach 
work and non-work destinations. A decrease in 
the time spent commuting to and from work will 
allow for increased time spent at home and with 
family and friends.

Existing communities benefit.
Focusing on supporting existing communities 
will allow for leveraging of investments 
to maximize current infrastructure and 
preserve and enhance the unique character 
of communities throughout the Tampa Bay 
region. The region already has many vibrant 
communities and centers. The ONE BAY Vision 
seeks to strengthen these existing and new 
communities by encouraging investment 
in patterns that protect and enhance a high   
quality of life. 

Energy savings.
Center-based development will allow 
households to save more money on energy and 
transportation costs, with shorter commutes 
and more efficient use of energy, than 
households in a more sprawling scenario. 

A vibrant region.
The ONE BAY Vision imagines a Tampa Bay 
region flourishing with vibrant urban, suburban 
and rural lifestyles. These choices of lifestyle 
are enhanced by their surrounding built 
environment and are connected with the entire 
region and the natural environment. These 
connections are made through the increased 
mobility that a more compact built environment 
will support.

You told us …
“We see a region …”

(Citizen responses from the VoiceIt campaign)
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Seamless, regionally integrated
transportation systems.
Any complete transportation system requires 
balance, especially as the population and 
number of jobs in the metropolitan regions 
grow.  Promoting “seamless travel” across the 
region, the Vision can knit the Tampa Bay region 
together with highways, light rail, commuter 
rail, bus rapid transit and express buses, plus 
special managed freeways lanes that provide 
congestion-free travel for buses, carpools            
and toll payers. 

The ONE BAY Vision calls for:

•	 Greater mobility of people, products              
and services.

•	 Alternatives to cars – rapid transit, bicycle 
lanes, trails, sidewalks and pedestrian 
features, buses and shuttles.

•	 Transit that operates at the neighborhood, 
community, and regional level and is 
coordinated with the locations of major 
employers, denser areas of housing, industry 
clusters and other modes of transportation.

•	 Transportation systems that provide the level 
of service Floridians expect.

•	 Preserving open space lost during 
construction of new roads.

•	 Improved air quality by reducing emissions.

New development patterns 
support transit.
Denser, more populated areas will help expand 
our transportation choices and enhance the 
effectiveness of transit.  In addition, clustering 
development around transit service improves 
the efficiency of the system, allowing for 
higher quality service, which, with supportive 
planning and development policies, increases 
property values.

>	 “To build community, we 
have to get out of our cars 
and into mixed-use areas.”

>	 “Cycling, alternative 
transportation (like scooters), 
and mass transit that 
encourages dense urban 
growth is key to the future of 
our city.”

>	 “Protecting our natural 
resources and encouraging 
mass transit to reduce the 
number of vehicles on the 
roads are equally important.”

>	 “As part of the aging 
population that will soon no 
longer drive, I’d like to see 
more mass transit.”

>	 “Make more use of toll roads 
as a means to help pay for 
the infrastructure.”

Safety for pedestrians. 
Feeling comfortable and safe walking from 
origin to destination is a critical element of 
regionally integrated transportation systems.  
Studies show that well-designed walkable 
environments shaped by compact development 
are also safer for pedestrians, an important 
consideration given that Florida’s pedestrian 
fatality rate is over 85% higher than the     
national average. 

With transit, families can 
choose to save. 
No one expects Floridians to simply abandon 
their cars. The automobile will continue to 
provide essential mobility and flexibility 
for many Florida families. The cost of car 
ownership, however, is far from trivial and        
will only get more expensive. 

The American Automobile Association (AAA) 
calculates that the annual cost in 2009 of owning 
and operating an automobile ranged from 
$5,500 for a small sedan to nearly $11,500 for an 
SUV driven 20,000 miles. The AAA’s formula for 
2009 sets gas prices at $2.30 per gallon. 

Using the car less or owning fewer cars can free 
up dollars that families can spend elsewhere. 
Families will have choices about how much 
they spend on transportation, while still getting 
where they want to go.

World-class regions have 
world-class transit systems.
From Dallas to Beijing, Charlotte to Madrid, 
Denver to Salt Lake City to Phoenix and Oregon, 
metropolitan regions around the world realize 
that in order to compete, they must provide 
complete transportation systems that offer 
choices and alternatives. Twenty-three of 
America’s large and medium-sized cities now 
operate modern light rail systems. 

Mobility
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Today we are …
•	 Collaborating for seamless regional mass transit. 
(HART/PSTA/PCPT/MCAT/SCAT)

•	 Planning for “transit-ready” development sites. (TIA)
•	 Moving forward on high speed rail – Tampa to 

Orlando. (FDOT)
•	 Creating pedestrian friendly connections to down-

town waterfronts. (Bradenton’s Artisan Avenue)

You told us …
“We see a region …”

(Citizen responses from the VoiceIt campaign)
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Today we are …
•	 Diversifying the economy and growing existing 
businesses. (SRI/USAA/Draper Laboratory)

•	 Installing energy-saving LED traffic and street 
lighting. (All Counties)

•	 Producing energy with cleaner fuels.
	 (TECO/Progress Energy/FP&L)

Economic resilience.
Largely because of the Great Recession, the 
nation as a whole gained almost no jobs during 
the last decade. From the fourth quarter of 
1999 through the fourth quarter of 2009, job 
growth nationwide was only 0.3 percent. The 
100 largest metropolitan areas, taken together, 
fared little better, with 1.6 percent job growth 
over the decade.  The Tampa Bay area, while 
maintaining a net job growth over the last 10 
year period, lags most other metropolitan areas 
in recovery. 

The ONE BAY Vision calls for:

•	 Diversifying the regional economy to create a 
more resilient region that can better confront 
future downturns.

•	 Attracting quality businesses, and supporting 
our strong base of small- and medium-sized 
local businesses and entrepreneurs as a 
continuous source of innovation, job creation 
and economic growth.

•	 Supporting life-long learning for our 
residents, as a more educated workforce can 
increase a region’s economic prosperity.

•	 Developing a collaborative network of 
individual, corporate and philanthropic 
leaders to understand the region’s 
underpinnings of national economic 
trends, and promote public- and private-
sector responses to the downturn, taking 
into account metropolitan areas’ distinct 
strengths and weaknesses.

•	 Building sustainable development patterns 
that feature clusters of business, industry 
and commerce linked with an effective and 
efficient transportation system for workers.

The Tampa Bay region must come together 
and strive every day to create the kind of 
healthy and vibrant communities that form the 
foundation of the U.S. economy.

www.myonebay.com      8

Economy/Energy

>	 “We urgently need to utilize 
alternative energy sources 
such as solar and wind. These 
need to be made affordable, 
and may need to be forced 
on us. We can’t worry about 
pleasing all; the common 
good must take priority.”

>	 “Use incentives and the 
marketplace to encourage 
development patterns to 
achieve desired goals rather 
than mandated government 
control.”

>	 “Encourage more sustainable 
businesses that understand 
the importance of economic 
growth equally partnered 
with the environment and 
community.”

>	 “Education and a well- 
educated workforce will 
increase employment.”

Diversity and energy 
resources.
The Tampa Bay region can become a stronger, 
more attractive region by diversifying our 
existing energy resources and reducing    
reliance on energy sources that come from 
outside the state and country.  The ONE BAY 
Vision calls for:

•   Responsibly planning and constructing 
buildings and homes that minimize energy 
demand and environmental impact.

•   Reducing energy demand by locating jobs, 
housing and services closer together.

•   Creating a steady supply of sustainable jobs 
in emerging high-growth, “green” industries.

•   Reducing emissions by taking advantage of 
alternative fuel vehicles and creating a more 
effective transportation system based on 
modern technology.

•   Developing a more energy-efficient 
transportation system with decreased 
reliance on the single-occupant automobile.

•   Increased investment in renewable energy 
sources and decreased reliance on energy 
sources produced outside of the region.

You told us …
“We see a region …”

(Citizen responses from the VoiceIt campaign)
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More than 50 percent of the respondents (54%) 
identified Scenario C as the scenario that “best 
reflects own overall values”; followed by a 
“blend of scenarios” (17%); Scenario D (15%); 
Scenario B (10%), and Scenario A (4%).  

Mason-Dixon Statistical Poll
ONE BAY 
commissioned 
Mason-Dixon 

to complete a telephone survey of 1,100 adult 
residents of the seven-county Tampa Bay region.

Findings of this phone survey included:

•	 Residents soundly reject “business as usual” 
when it comes to future growth in the region. 
A plurality of residents support a scenario 
for future growth that focuses on protecting 
water resources (Scenario D), followed by 
one that emphasizes compact design along 
transportation corridors to preserve open 
space (Scenario C).

•	 Employment, Public Education, Water 
Availability and Transportation Issues (Traffic 
or Mass Transit) are considered to be the 
Tampa Bay region’s most important issues that 
need to be addressed over the long-term.

•	 There was strong agreement among local 
residents that local planners should plan 
future growth to minimize water demand 
(89%), that they should give higher priority to 
protecting water resources than protecting 
open space (85%), that they should plan future 
growth around planned communities in order 
to maximize the amount of protected open 
space (81%) and that they should try to reduce 
automobile trips by enhancing rail and bus 
transit options throughout the Tampa Bay 
region (80%). 

How We Got Here

9      ONE BAY:  Livable Communities       Spring 2010

Reality Check Workshops
Participants in Reality Check and ONE BAY 
workshops built virtual communities based on 
priorities they decided were most important 
using Legos® to represent new development 
and ribbons for roads and transit. 

VoiceIt! Scenarios Campaign
In 2008, ONE BAY 
sought citizen input, 
using a grassroots, 

qualitative survey, on the four distinct scenarios 
of potential growth patterns of the Tampa Bay 
region. The scenario illustrations were presented 
to help convey the cause/effect relationship of 
different land use patterns on transportation 
options, environmental issues, preserving 
drinking water resources, preservation of 
agricultural land, the location of jobs vs. 
housing, and future housing options.

The four scenarios were conceptual and served 
to illustrate the Guiding Principles. Citizens 
were asked to offer their input and ideas on 
these four scenarios through ONE BAY’s 
website www.myonebay.com or by attending 
one of over 70 presentations or workshops held 
throughout the region.

•	 Scenario A: “Business-as-usual;” described 
how the region may look if current growth 
patterns continue to exist through the          
year 2050.

•	 Scenario B: Derived specifically from the 
Reality Check workshops.

•	 Scenario C: Emphasized compact design 
that encourages mass transit.

•	 Scenario D: Focused on the preservation of 
water resources and wildlife habitat, avoiding 
construction in areas defined as wetlands, 
aquifer recharge and priority habitat areas.

Reality Check
Spring 2007

VoiceIt! Campaign
Spring-Fall 2008

Mason Dixon Poll
Summer 2009

Community Workshops
Fall 2007

Stakeholder Input &
Public Review

Winter 2009 - 2010

alternatives refinementconcepts vision implementation

Congress of Regional Leaders
Spring 2010

>	 Preserving natural resources; 
balancing jobs and housing 
for an affordable quality of life.

>	 Clustering higher-density 
developments around 
transportation corridors.

>	 Maximizing mobility using 
multi-modal transportation.

>	 Attracting higher-paying 
jobs and strengthening 
economic-development 
initiatives.

>	 Preserving farmland and 
sustaining the role of 
agriculture.

>	 Promoting quality 
communities to create a 
sense of place by uniquely 
clustering higher-density 
mixed-use development, 
organized around 
transportation corridors.

Our guiding principles
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•	 Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation
	 Authority (TBARTA)
	 Implement the
	 TBARTA Regional
	 Transportation
	 Master Plan and create the framework to 

meet the transportation needs and desires of 
the region as envisioned through ONE BAY.  
Coordinate with local governments to ensure 
that land use patterns complement the efforts 
to develop a regional transit network. 

Establish public sector support.
ONE BAY will determine a strategy to engage 
elected officials throughout the region to:

•	 Build regional consensus around locally 
appropriate strategies to implement 
the livable communities principles and 
recommendations of the Vision.

•	 Address local and regional barriers to the 
implementation of the Vision.

•	 Promote understanding and support of           
the Vision.

•	 Obtain resolutions of support from local 
governments in support of the Vision.

Federal sustainable 
communities initiative.
HUD, DOT, and EPA have formed the 
Partnership for Sustainable Communities. The 
goal of the sustainable communities initiative 
is to coordinate federal policies, programs 
and resources to align federal transportation, 
housing, water and other environmental 
infrastructure, economic and environmental 
policies, programs and funding. A federal 
sustainable communities planning grant 
program will be announced in the Spring 2010. 
ONE BAY is prepared to collaborate with our 
regional partners to apply and leverage this 
investment opportunity.

Actions of partners.
•	 ULI Tampa Bay
	 Provide resources such
	 as technical assistance,
	 educational leadership
	 and best practices for responsible land use 

to local governments and the development 
community, fostering consistent alignment 
with the ONE BAY vision.

•	 Tampa Bay Regional
	 Planning Council (TBRPC)
	 Integrate the ONE BAY
	 Regional Vision into the
	 Strategic Regional Policy
	 Plan (SRPP) and provide technical assistance 

to local governments wishing to make their 
plans consistent with the ONE BAY Regional 
Vision. Review local plans for consistency 
with ONE BAY and the SRPP.

•	 Tampa Bay Partnership
	 Promote understanding
	 and support of the Vision
	 through programming
	 on evolving national and regional trends. 

Launch ONE BAY Healthy Communities and 
Life Long Learning initiatives as the next 
components of the regional Vision.

•	 Southwest Florida Water
	 Management District
	 (SWFWMD)
	 Integrate ONE BAY Regional Vision        

principles and recommendations into 
the core District responsibilities of Water 
Supply, Flood Protection, Water Quality, and        
Natural Systems. 

•	 Tampa Bay Estuary Program (TBEP)
	 Integrate the ONE BAY Regional
	 Vision into Charting the
	 Course: The Comprehensive
	 Conservation and Management
	 Plan for Tampa Bay. Apply
	 ONE BAY recommendations in the Estuary 

Program’s decision-making process.
www.myonebay.com      10

Moving Forward/Next Steps

>	 Support for local planning 
processes, both existing 
and future, with high citizen 
participation as a balanced 
means of realizing both local 
and regional goals and 
visions.

>	 Highly collaborative public/
private sector dialogue, with 
market forces being a critical 
determinant in identifying 
and choosing courses of 
action.

>	 A new era of public 
engagement – forums, 
voting, volunteering and 
civic involvement in matters 
that will shape our future.

>	 The state of Florida, colleges 
and universities as partners 
in the Tampa Bay Region’s 
future.

>	 Unified buy-in of multi-
jurisdictional effort 
recognizing that every 
governmental authority is an 
equal partner in the process.

We have a vision …

Host a community dialogue.
ONE BAY will host a Congress of Regional 
Leaders in the Spring of 2010 to review 
the Vision and recommendations for 
implementation.
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ONE BAY Vision: Recommendations

Support environmentally 
sustainable growth, 
protection of water 
resources, and energy 
conservation.

Create jobs through 
sustainable economic 
development practices 
and fostering quality 
communities. 

Support increased 
diversity in housing 
options for families 
and individuals.

Encourage compact 
and mixed-use 
development.

Promote transit and 
transit-oriented 
development.

Encourage 
preservation of 
open space and 
agricultural land.
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St. Pete Beach City Commission 
Agenda Report 

 
 
Issue Considered: Discussion of changes to submission requirements for Variance 

and Conditional Use Applications. 
 
Date: June 14, 2011 
 
Prepared By: Karl E. Holley, AICP, Community Development Director 
 
Summary of Issue: The Commission has indicated that it desires to have more specific 

and standardized requirements for the submission of application 
for Variances and Conditional Uses. The staff has proposed 
changes to the current submission requirements for Commission 
review and discussion. 

 
Requested Motion: N/A 
 
Attachments: Proposed Standards 
 
Reviewed by  
City Manager: _________ 
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Sec. 3.12.  Variances. 
( c) Application requirements  
A. Each application is due no later than 30 days prior to the public hearing and shall contain the 
following information:  

1. A completed application, signed by the property owner. The format of the application 
shall be determined by the City Manager.  
2. Proof of ownership.  
3. When the applicant is a representative of the property owner or purchaser under contract, 
a notarized statement authorizing the representative to act as an agent of the property owner 
with regard to the application and associated procedures.  
4. A property survey containing the legal description, land area, and existing improvements 
on the site. The survey shall be signed and sealed by a surveyor licensed in the State, and 
shall have been performed not more than one (1) years prior to the date of application.  
5. A site plan illustrating the request, drawn to scale. The sheet size shall not be less than 
eleven inches by seventeen inches (11 x 17) and shall not be more than thirty-six inches by 
forty-eight inches (36 x 48). An electronic version may be required.  

 
  

DIVISION 4  CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS 

Sec. 4.2.  Applications and administrative review procedures. 
(a)   Simultaneous applications.  Applications for conditional uses, site plan review, zoning 
changes, variances and any other similar applications may be filed simultaneously by the 
applicant; however, all such applications shall be finalized before any permits or licenses are 
granted.   
(b)   Application submission requirements.  All applications shall be submitted to the city 
manager in a form specified by the city, accompanied by the payment of the applicable fee set 
forth in Appendix A, St. Pete Beach Code of Ordinances, as follows:   
(1)   All applications shall contain the submittal requirements established by administrative 
regulation.  Each application is due no later than 30 days prior to the public hearing and shall 
contain the following information:  

1. A completed application, signed by the property owner. The format of the application 
shall be determined by the City Manager.  
2. Proof of ownership.  
3. When the applicant is a representative of the property owner or purchaser under contract, 
a notarized statement authorizing the representative to act as an agent of the property owner 
with regard to the application and associated procedures.  
4. A property survey containing the legal description, land area, and existing improvements 
on the site. The survey shall be signed and sealed by a surveyor licensed in the State, and 
shall have been performed not more than one (1) years prior to the date of application.  
5. A site plan illustrating the request, drawn to scale. The sheet size shall not be less than 
eleven inches by seventeen inches (11 x 17) and shall not be more than thirty-six inches by 
forty-eight inches (36 x 48). An electronic version may be required.  

(2)  6. Applications Applicants may be required to submit additional information, such as 
elevations, photos, and/or product information, when appropriate. after the initial submission. 
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