CITYOF FORTPIERCE

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA

Regular Meeting - Tuesday, February 18, 2014 - 6:30 p.m.
City Hall - City Commission Chambers, 100 North U.S. #1, Fort Pierce, Florida

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. OPENING PRAYER - Reverend Ted Rice, St. Peter Lutheran Church
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. ROLL CALL

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a. Approval of Minutes from February 3, 2014 Meeting
6. PROCLAMATIONS

a. Proclamation declaring February 16 - 22, 2014, National Engineer's Week; being
received by Dan J. Zrallack, P.E., Vice-President, Florida Engineering Society,
Treasure Coast Chapter.

b. Proclamation in honor of the 125th Anniversary of Florida Public Health; being
received by Arlease Hall, Public Information Officer and Community Relations
Director, Florida Department of Health in St. Lucie County.

7. LETTERS TO COMMISSION

a. Letter from Ms. Barbara Wagner commending Sergeant John Schramm, Officer
Brian Avilla, and Officer Keith Holmes for providing assistance to her during the
severe flooding on January 9, 2014.

8. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Any person who wishes to comment on any subject which is not under Public Hearings on the Agenda may be
heard at this time. Please limit your comments to three (3) minutes or less, as directed by the Mayor, as this
section of the Agenda is limited to thirty minutes. The City Commission will not be able to take any official actions
under Comments from the Public. Speakers will address the Mayor, Commissioners, and the Public with respect.
Inappropriate language will not be tolerated.

ANY PERSON SEEKING TO APPEAL ANY DECISION BY THE CITY COMMISSION



10.

WITH RESPECT TO ANY MATTER CONSIDERED AT THIS MEETING IS ADVISED
THAT A RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS IS REQUIRED IN ANY SUCH APPEAL AND
THAT SUCH PERSON MAY NEED TO INSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF
THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE INCLUDING THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE
UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO BE BASED.

CONSENT AGENDA

Approve Specific Authorization No. 17 to Tetra Tech, Inc. of Stuart Florida for
construction engineering services for the City Marina Reconstruction Phase Il in the
amount of $997,272.00.

Approve RFP 2013-021 Contract to Florida Floats dba Bellingham Marine of
Jacksonville, FL for the City Marina Reconstruction Phase Il - Docks in the amount
of $10,993,417 pending final review and approval of City Attorney.

Approve Scope of Services and Cost Revision from Tetra Tech, Inc. of Stuart Florida
for survey data and geotechnical exploration services for the Melody Lane Fishing
Pier project in an amount not to exceed $29,500.

Approval to submit and acceptance of the State of Florida, Office of the Attorney
General - Victim of Crime Act (VOCA) Grant 2014-2015 with a total award amount of
$52,028.

Approval to submit and acceptance of the Florida Department of Health -
Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Matching Grant 2014-2015 for a total project
cost of $8,000.

Approval to submit and acceptance of the Florida Department of Transportation
Highway Safety Grant 2014-2015 in the amount of $37,000.

Approval of Settlement reached in the Harbour Isle Lawsuit
PUBLIC HEARINGS

Ordinance No. 14-003 - Amending the future land use map of the comprehensive
plan for property located at 1110 North 29th Street, Pinecreek Village Apartments.
FIRST READING

Ordinance No. 14-004 - Rezoning of property located at 1110 North 29th Street,
Pinecreek Village Apartments. FIRST READING

Ordinance No. 14-005 - Annexation of 3700 Okeechobee Road - Indian River Qil -
FIRST READING
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13.

14.

15.

Ordinance No. 14-006, Amendment to Chapter 2, Administration; Removing Section
2-29(c)(2) Comments from the Public and creating Section 2-35 Addressing the
Commission Generally. FIRST READING

MISCELLANEOUS REPORTS & REQUESTS
Presentation of Actuarial Impact Statement by the Finance Director.
Single Stream Recycling Update.

Request award of construction contract to Paul Jacquin & Sons, Inc. for
stormwater improvements for the Indian Hills Recreation Area in the amount of
$2,787,588.42.

CITY COMMISSION

Approval of FPUA Resolutions No. UA 2014-03 and 2014-04, which provide for a
reduction in the electric energy rate of $1 per 1,000 kWh and a 3.7% increase in the
water customer and volume charges, which were approved by the FPUA Board on
February 4, 2014 contingent upon the City Commission approving both of these
Resolutions.

Resolution No. 14-R05 - A resolution authorizing the transfer of certain property
generally know as the Old Federal Courthouse to Gus Gutierrez and/or assigns;
finding that the property is no longer needed for public purpose.

Discussion of an All Aboard Florida resolution recently passed by the Treasure
Coast Regional League of Cities.

Proposed Letter of Support for Port Development

Submittal of applications for appointment/reappointment to the Planning Board.
Submittal of applications for appointment/reappointment to the Board of Adjustment.
COMMENTS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

Department Activity Report

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION

ADJOURNMENT
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City Commission Regular Meeting

Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Minutes of 02.03.2014
Submitted For: Linda Cox, City Clerk, City Clerk

Agenda ltem # 5. a.

SUBJECT:
Approval of Minutes from February 3, 2014 Meeting

Attachments
02.03.14 Minutes

Form Review

Form Started By: Linda Cox Started On: 02/10/2014 02:27 PM
Final Approval Date: 02/10/2014



MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FORT PIERCE,
FLORIDA, HELD IN THE CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBERS, 100 NORTH U.S. #1, FORT PIERCE,
FLORIDA, AT 6:30 P.M. ON MONDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2014.

1. CALL TO ORDER at 6:30 p.m.

2. OPENING PRAYER - Commissioner Reginald Sessions offered the opening prayer.

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - Fort Pierce Boy Scout Troop #772 , followed by a special
presentation.

4. ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Linda Hudson; Commissioner Edward Becht; Commissioner Thomas Perona;

Commissioner Reginald Sessions
Absent: Commissioner Rufus Alexander

Staff Present: City Clerk Linda Cox
City Manager Robert Bradshaw
City Attorney Robert Schwerer

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to excuse Commissioner Rufus Alexander.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES - from January 21, 2014 meeting.

Motion was made by Commissioner Thomas Perona, seconded by Commissioner Edward
Becht to approve the Minutes of the Regular Meeting on January 21, 2014.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

6. PROCLAMATIONS

a. Mayor Hudson issued a Proclamation naming February 11 - 17, 2014, as 2-1-1 Awareness
Week. It was received by Page Woodward, Community Relations Specialist, 2-1-1 HelpLine.

7. LETTERS TO COMMISSION
8. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Mr. Tracey Williams, The American Dream Factory
Mr. Patrick Henry, 1123 Granada Street

Mr. Rick Reed

Rev. John Lee, 1204 Avenue K

Mr. Roy Darby, 619 South 6th Street

Capt. Don Voss, 323 Leeward Lane

Mr. Marion Matthews, 1612 Oleander Boulevard



Minutes of City Commission - February 3, 2014
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Ms. Ursula Freeman, 714 South 10th Street
Ms. Bonnie Howard, 8007 Eden Road

CONSENT AGENDA

Approve contribution of $5,000 to the Police Athletic League from the Law Enforcement Trust
Fund.

Approve purchase of equipment in the amount of $15,426.28 from SHI to replace aging
routing and switches at City Hall and the remote sites.

Approve payment of $16,687.93 to Conkling & Lewis Construction, Inc. for the repair of the
Sunrise Theatre's building overhang.

Approve payment of $14,700 to Wantman Group for the assessment of the seawall along
Moore's Creek at the H.D. King Power Plant property.

Reduce Code Enforcement Lien from $69,340.00 to $18,854.92 against 2102 Golfview Court,
owned by A to Z Properties, Inc. and Joan M. Hook.

Reduce Code Enforcement Lien from $63,640 to $8,031.91 against 517 South 8th Street,
owned by Al Bernetti.

Motion was made by Commissioner Thomas Perona, seconded by Commissioner Edward
Becht that the following items on the Consent Agenda be approved - 9a, 9b, 9c, e, 9f.
Commissioner Perona pulled item 9d.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

As to Item 9d, Commissioner Perona asked if this is a city issue. Mr. Andrews stated that
this is a stormwater issue. If a seawall falls in, it affects our stormwater discharge and we
need to keep Moore's Creek flowing.

Commissioner Becht asked if Mr. Andrews was contemplating work being done following this
report. Mr. Andrews said that there is a section of seawall that has moved and after the
report they will be able to see what needs to be done. He stated that we would depend on
the consulting engineer of choice to provide any construction drawings that may be needed.
Commissioner Becht asked if we would receive a report that would be accessible to other
firms if the City chose. Mr. Andrews responded that this is the first step to evaluate what we
need to do and that we are proceeding in the right direction.

Motion was made by Commissioner Reginald Sessions, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve ltem 9d, payment for $14,700 to Wantman Group for the assessment of
the seawall along Moore's Creek at the H.D. King Power Plant property.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

PUBLIC HEARINGS
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Ordinance No: 14-002, Amendment to Chapter 13, Police Officers Retirement; Amending
Section 13-165(e) to permit the Board to use its discretion to invest and reinvest the moneys
of the fund. SECOND READING

Commissioner Becht asked of staff to include the word none to appear on agenda items
when there is no fiscal impact. Mr. Bradshaw thanked Commissioner Becht for bringing this
to the attention of staff and that adjustment will be made.

Mayor Hudson opened the Public Hearing.
Seeing no one, the Mayor closed the public hearing.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve Ordinance No. 14-002.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

Notice of Appeal submitted by Mr. David Cleveland. The relief sought is the reversal of the
Historic Preservation Board’s decision to deny the Certificate of Appropriateness for
replacement of original and non-original windows at Old City Hall and St. Anastasia School
Building. (CONTINUED FROM 1/21/2014)

Ms. Rebecca Grohall, Planning Manager, appeared with a staff recommendation for a
continuance until March 3, 2014 meeting.

Ms. Grohall stated that they are at the final stage of the process. She is hopeful that they will
wrap this all up at the end of this week and that the appeal will be withdrawn.

Commissioner Becht asked if City staff is comfortable with the materials that they
are being directed to use. Ms. Grohall responded that staff thinks they are a better solution,
better fit for St. Anastasia than was originally proposed.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to continue the Notice of Appeal to the March 3, 2014 meeting.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

MISCELLANEOUS REPORTS & REQUESTS
CITY COMMISSION

Resolution No. 14-R04, authorizing the execution of a Local Agency Program (LAP)
Agreement with FDOT for South 31st Street sidewalk improvements from Tennessee Avenue
to Okeechobee Road; and approval of the Federal-Aid Project Funding Request.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Reginald
Sessions to approve Resolution No. 14-R04.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions
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Passed

Resolution No. 14-R06, appointing members to the Communitywide Council.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve Resolution No. 14-R06.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

Resolution No. 14-R07, appointing members to the Board of Examiners of Contractors.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve Resolution No. 14-R07.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

Resolution No. 14-R08, appointing members to the Construction Board of Adjustments and
Appeals.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve Resolution No. 14-R07.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

Resolution No. 14-R09 appointing members to the Board of Examiners of Contractors.

Motion was made by Commissioner Edward Becht, seconded by Commissioner Thomas
Perona to approve Resolution No. 14-R09.

AYE: Mayor Linda Hudson, Commissioner Edward Becht, Commissioner Thomas Perona,
Commissioner Reginald Sessions

Passed

Submittal of applications for appointment/reappointment to the Code Enforcement Board for
consideration.

COMMENTS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

Department Activity Report - Mr. Bradshaw had no comments.

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION

City Attorney, Rob Schwerer announced as per Florida Statute 286.011 that they may need
an Out of the Sunshine Meeting to discuss the settlement proposals in the litigation case
Harbour Isles vs. City of Fort Pierce.

Commissioner Perona expressed his continued concerns about the All Aboard Florida high
speed rail coming to Florida. He is happy to know that city staff is involved with the TPO,

they have formed a committee called the Treasure Coast Passenger Rail Action Committee.
He requested that the commission be kept updated on a regular basis. Commissioner Becht
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ATTEST:

also commented on the possible economic impact. Commissioner Perona wanted to let the
public know that there will be an FPUA Public Hearing on February 4th at 6p.m.

Commissioner Sessions asked to get an update on the port development. Mr. Bradshaw
stated that we are working on updating the master plan and as far as an actual candidate for
the port tenant we do not have anything right now. Mayor Hudson stated that with the
Maritime Academy we are working on studies with Dr. Massey at Indian River State College.
Commissioner Sessions was concerned about assessed fees on businesses trying to open in
the City. Ms. Grohall explained that staff is always willing to meet with individuals without
incurring a fee. She said that the applicant in question met with staff, no fee was charged nor
paid.

Commissioner Becht was approached about Art in Public Places and told that there was
$15,000 in an account at the county for maintenance of the art, and requested that we inquire
about getting some of this money released. He asked for an update on a ground breaking or
ribbon cutting at the Stormwater Recreational Project. Mr. Andrews stated he believes that a
preliminary date is Tuesday, February 25th.

Mayor Hudson attended a presentation by Secretary Walters of the Florida Department of
Juvenile Justice at the Children's Services Council. Chief Baldwin also attended and did

an excellent job presenting to the Secretary what is happening in our area and what kind of
help we need. Mayor Hudson reported that real estate sales are looking good according to a
report from the St. Lucie County Realtors.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, Mayor Hudson declared the meeting adjourned at 7:41 p.m.

CITY CLERK MAYOR COMMISSIONER



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 6. a.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: National Engineer's Week Proclamation

Submitted For: Linda Cox, City Clerk, City Clerk

SUBJECT:

Proclamation declaring February 16 - 22, 2014, National Engineer's Week; being received by
Dan J. Zrallack, P.E., Vice-President, Florida Engineering Society, Treasure Coast Chapter.

Attachments
National Engineer's Week Proclamation

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/05/2014 09:34 AM
Form Started By: Angela Wilkinson Started On: 01/31/2014 02:53 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/05/2014



WHEREAS, engineers have used their scientific and technical
knowledge and skills in creative and innovative ways to
fulfill society’s needs; and

WHEREAS, engineers face the major technological challenges of
our time - from rebuilding towns devastated by natural
disasters to designing an information superhighway
that will speed our country into this new century; and

WHEREAS, engineers are encouraging our young math and science
students to realize the practical power of their
knowledge; and

WHEREAS, we will look more than ever to engineers and their
knowledge and skills to meet the challenges of the
future.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Linda Hudson, Mayor of the City of Fort
Pierce, Florida, do hereby proclaim the week of February 16 - 22, 2014, as:

“National Engineers Week”

in the City of Fort Pierce.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have
hereunto set my hand and caused the
Official Seal of the City of Fort Pierce,
Florida, to be affixed this 18th day of
February, 2014.

MAYOR COMMISSIONER



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 6. b.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: 125th Anniversary of Florida Public Health Proclamation

Submitted For: Linda Cox, City Clerk, City Clerk

SUBJECT:

Proclamation in honor of the 125th Anniversary of Florida Public Health; being received by
Arlease Hall, Public Information Officer and Community Relations Director, Florida Department
of Health in St. Lucie County.

Attachments
Florida Public Health Proclamation

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/07/2014 12:12 PM
Form Started By: Angela Wilkinson Started On: 02/07/2014 09:25 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/07/2014



WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

the yellow fever epidemic that occurred in Florida during 1887-
1888 brought to light the need for control of this and other
diseases in Florida to prevent future epidemics; and

in response to this need, the Florida Legislature created the State
Board of Health on February 20, 1889; and

the State Board of Health, now named the Florida Department
of Health, has a presence in all Florida counties to protect,
promote, and improve the health of all people in Florida; and

the efforts of the Florida Department of Health have helped
create healthier living environments and a better quality of life
for the residents and visitors in St. Lucie County; and

the dedicated public health professionals who work for the
Florida Department of Health in St. Lucie County continue to
serve the needs of our community by providing health services,
monitoring and responding to emerging health threats, and
promoting healthy choices for all who live, work, and play in St.
Lucie County.

NOW, THEREFORE, |, Linda Hudson, Mayor of the City of Fort

Pierce, Florida, do hereby issue this proclamation in honor of:

The 125" Anniversary of Florida Public Health

and ask that all residents join us in extending our sincere gratitude to the staff, past
and present, of the Florida Department of Health in St. Lucie County for their
commitment to the people of our communities during these one hundred and twenty-

five years.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have
hereunto set my hand and caused the official
Seal of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, to be
affixed this 18" day of February, 2014.

MAYOR COMMISSIONER



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 7. a.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Commendation Letter from Ms. Barbara Wagner

Submitted For: Sean Baldwin, Chief of Police, Police Department

SUBJECT:

Letter from Ms. Barbara Wagner commending Sergeant John Schramm, Officer Brian Avilla,
and Officer Keith Holmes for providing assistance to her during the severe flooding on January
9, 2014.

Attachments

Commendation Letter from Ms. Barbara Wagner

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/05/2014 09:34 AM
Form Started By: Sharman Colton Started On: 02/03/2014 11:13 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/05/2014
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POLICE

FORT PIERCE
MEMORANDUM

To: Sergeant John Schramm
Officer Brian Avilla
Officer Keith Holmes

From: R. Sean Baldwin, Chief of Poli ea
Date: January 27, 2014

Re: Commendation

I have enclosed a copy of a letter from Ms. Barbara Wagner commending you for rescuing her
from her car during the rain storm on January 9, 2014, which caused severe flooding.

I would also like to thank you for a job well done. Your professionalism reflects well on our
entire department, and I greatly appreciate your commitment to Protecting Our Community!

A copy of this letter will be included in your personnel files and copied to the City Clerk for
acknowledgement at a City Commission meeting,

RSB/sc
Enclosure

c: Gregory L. Kirk, Deputy Chief
Personnel File

—Protecting Our Community




City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. a.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Approval of Specific Authorization No. 17 to Tetra Tech, Inc

Submitted For: John Andrews, City Engineer, Engineering

SUBJECT:

Approve Specific Authorization No. 17 to Tetra Tech, Inc. of Stuart Florida for construction
engineering services for the City Marina Reconstruction Phase Il in the amount of $997,272.00.

SUMMARY:

Tera Tech will assist the City with construction administration, engineering review, construction
calculation reviews, testing, site compliance monitoring and project closeout.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval

ALTERNATIVES:
Reject the proposal and solicit a new engineering firm.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Edward Seissiger, Project Coordinator

COORDINATED WITH:
Brian Procter and Stuart McGahee with Tetra Tech, Inc

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N: N

Fiscal Year: 2014
Account: 401-4100-575-6360
Amount: $997,272.00

OTHER INFORMATION:

This item will be funded by the Marina Enterprise Fund and reimbursable by FEMA under
FEMA project 438.

Attachments

Specific Authrization No. 17
SA 17 Cost Model

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date



City Manager

Finance Department

City Manager

Form Started By: Ed Seissiger
Final Approval Date: 01/27/2014

Robert Bradshaw
Gloria Johnson
Robert Bradshaw

01/27/2014 03:24 PM
01/27/2014 03:29 PM
01/27/2014 03:30 PM
Started On: 01/22/2014 12:06 PM



ADDITIONAL SERVICES
SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION
NO. 17

Pursuant to the provisions contained in the “‘Agreement for Professional Engineering
Services” between the City of Fort Pierce (hereinafter referred to as “CITY”) and Tetra
Tech, Inc. (Hereinafter referred to as “ENGINEER”) dated day of,
authorizes the ENGINEER to provide services under the terms and conditions set forth
herein and in the AGREEMENT, which is incorporated herein by reference as though set
forth in full.

The CITY desires engineering additional services related to, hereinafter referred to as
the “Project”.

This Project is is notX__ an FDOT funded project.

Section 1 - Scope of Work
ENGINEER will provide the following services in accordance with this AGREEMENT:

Provide oversight and management of the marina reconstruction project. The Engineer
will act as owner’s representative to ensure engineering and construction activities
proceed in proper manner and in accordance with the approved plans and
specifications. Specific tasks under this authorization phase include:

Task 1- Proposal Administration

Subtask 1.1 Assist CoFP with Preparation of RFP

Subtask 1.2 Assist CoFP with Review of RFP submittals

Subtask 1.3 Assist CoFP with Preparation of Bid Schedule Summary
Subtask 1.4 Assist CoFP With Interview of Responsible Bidders
Subtask 1.5 Assist CoFP with Selection of Bidder

Task 2 - Pre-Construction Administration

Subtask 2.1 Project Administration

Subtask 2.2.Review MOT, Demolition, Safety and Float Plans

Subtask 2.3 Review concrete, fabrication, and assembly testing procedures
Subtask 2.4 Review Construction schedule

Subtask 2.5 Review Initial Shop Drawings

Specific Authorization No. 17 Page 1 of 4
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Task 3— Services During Construction

Subtask 3.1 Attend Kick-off meetings

Subtask 3.2 Visit Fabrication Facility Bi-weekly

Subtask 3.3 Review Daily Construction Strength tests

Subtask 3.4 Perform Site inspections

Subtask 3.5 Catalog Site Inspections

Subtask 3.6 Review Submittal Shop Inspections

Subtask 3.7 Attend contractors Bi-weekly Construction Status Meetings
Subtask 3.8 Attend Coordination Meetings With City Staff and Contractor
Subtask 3.9 Provide Construction Engineering Services

Subtask 3.10 Provide Construction Permitting Guidance

Subtask 3.11 Provide Construction Punch List

Task 4- Post Construction Administration

Subtask 4.1 Perform Pre-Final Inspection
Subtask 4.2 Provide Final Punch List
Subtask 4.3 Perform Final Inspections
Subtask 4.4 Review Final As-built (Record) Survey
Subtask 4.5 Review Warranty, and assemble operation and Maintenance
Documents
Task 5-Field/Work Efforts

Subtask 5.1 Materials Management Efforts

Subtask 5.2 Provide in water inspections when Necessary

Subask 5.3 Regulatory oversight for impacts to Submerged Resources
Subtask 5.4 Miscellaneous engineering support

Assumptions:

Every effort has been made to account for all possible construction activities including
allowing for some allowances for contractor error; however, unforeseen actions on the
contractor’s part may create a set of change conditions that warrant additional scope.

Section 2 Deliverables:
None

Specific Authorization No. 17 Page 2 of 4
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Section 3 - Time of Performance

Execution of this AGREEMENT shall constitute Notice to Proceed. ENGINEER
and CITY agree to the following schedule:

The contractors current schedule is estimated at 16 months; hence, our estimates for
effort are based on these time frames.

Section 4 - Method and Amount of Compensation

4.1 CITY will compensate ENGINEER for services under this AGREEMENT in
accordance with the payment method as set forth in Section 6 of the
AGREEMENT.

4.2 The budget (or fee) for the required services is: $997,272 prorated as follows:

Task 1- Proposal Administration- $81,942

Task 2- Pre-Construction Administration- $64,858
Task 3- Services During Construction- $661,079
Task 4- Post Construction Services- $55,274
Task 5- Field/Work Efforts- $134,119

Section 5 - CITY’s Responsibilities

CITY hereby designates Engineer or designee as CITY’s representative pursuant to
Section 5 of the AGREEMENT.
Section 6 - Other Provisions

All applicable portions of the AGREEMENT not specifically modified herein shall remain
in full force and effect and are incorporated by reference.

Specific Authorization No. 17 Page 3 of 4
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this AGREEMENT, consisting of four pages, has been fully
executed on behalf of the ENGINEER by its duly authorized officer, and the CITY has
the same to be duly executed in its name and in its behalf, effective as of the date herein
above written.

THE CITY OF FORT PIERCE

By:

. Mayor

Date:

ENGINEER: _ \,) \
By: WK s

Johathan Weiss

Title: _President, CES

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:

City Attorney

Specific Authorization No. 17 Page 4 of 4
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City of Ft. Pierce Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5 Task 6
Marina Reconstruction Proposal & Project Pre-Construction Services During Post-Construction Admin |  Field/ Work Efforts TBD TOTAL
Administration Admin Contruction
BILLING CLASS NAME Wi ae
RATE UNITS COST UNITS COST UNITS COST UNITS COST UNITS COST UNITS COST UNITS COST
Tetra Tech Staft’
Senior Consultant Brian Proctor $ 225.35 46.0 $10,366 80.0 $18,028 120.0 $27,042 40.0 $9,014 25.0 $5,634 311.0 $70,084
Associate Engineer / Scientist Jesse Davis $ 114.01 530.0 $60,425 530.0 $60,425
Task Manager Stuart McGahee $ 171.01 136.0 $23,257 72.0 $12,313 1,002.0 $171,352 112.0 $19,153 1,322.0 $226,075
Senior Engineer / Scientist Tom Malone $ 158.35 10.0 $1,584 10.0 $1,584 10.0 $1,584 10.0 $1,584 40.0 $6,336
Senior Engineer / Scientist Ana McDonald $ 158.35 24.0 $3,800 24.0 $3,800
Secretary / Clerk Dawn McCullough $ 63.34 40.0 $2,534 40.0 $2,534 40.0 $2,534 40.0 $2,534 77.0 $4,877 237.0 $15,013
Task Manager Gerardo Contreas $ 171.01 60.0 $10,261 40.0 $6,840 72.0 $12,313 - 172.0 $29,414
Associate Engineer / Scientist Jennifer Lehn $ 114.01 32.0 $3,648 - 32.0 $3,648
Task Manager Georgia Vince $ 171.01 14.0 $2,394 14.0 $2,394
Task Manager Jay McGovern $ 171.01 -
Associate Engineer / Scientist Trevor Nobile $ 114.01 46.0 $5,244 46.0 $5,244
Engineer / Scientist Becky Serra $ 139.34 168.0 $23,409 112.0 $15,606 1,420.0 $197,863 112.0 $15,606 112.0 $15,606 1,924.0 $268,090
Engineer / Scientist CADD TBD $ 139.34 120.0 $16,721 120.0 $16,721
Senior Engineer / Scientist Pat Zuloaga $ 158.35 60.0 $9,501 72.0 $11,401 132.0 $20,902
Associate Engineer / Scientist Kerry Dillon $ 114.01 45.0 $5,130 45.0 $5,130
Field Representative Mike Mendoza $ 86.14 109.0 $9,389 109.0 $9,389
Field Representative Diver TBD $ 86.14 60.0 $5,168 60.0 $5,168
Field Representative Chris Ellert-SITE POOL $ 86.14 60.0 $5,168 123.0 $10,595 183.0 $15,763
$ - -
INTERNAL SUBCONTRACTOR
T'T DIV Czlapinski $ 215.00 30.0 $6,450 75.0 $16,125 30.0 $6,450 135.0 $29,025
EXTERNAL SUBCONTRACTOR
Anderson Andre Consulting $ 125,000.00 $1 $125,000 1.0 $125,000
Geotechnical Engineering - Anderson Andre Preliminary $ 32,000.00 $1 $32,000 1.0 $32,000
Altec $  3,500.00 51 $3,500 1.0 $3,500
TRAVEL
R/T Airfare $ 500.00 R
Mileage/Gas $ 0.57 2,500.0 $1,413 2,500.0 $1,413
Rental Car w/Fuel $ 80.00 _
Misc. Travel Costs (gas, parking, tolls) $ 50.00 160.0 $8,000 160.0 $8,000
Todging $ __ 100.00 .
Per Diem $ 50.00 -
TOTAL TRAVEL COSTS $9,413 $9,413
OTHER DIRECT COSTS
Field Office Space Combined Cost $  1,500.00 -
Digital Cameras & Small field equip/tools $ 7.00 -
Differential Global Positioning Systesm (DGPS) $ 45.00 -
Motor & Inflatable Boats $ 90.00 -
Shipping $ 10.00 -
Information Services $ 2.70 516.0 $1,393 354.0 $956 2,964.0 $8,003 314.0 $848 1,153.0 $3,113 - 5,301.0 $14,313
Reproduction - B&W $ 0.09 2,000.0 $180 2,000.0 $180 4,000.0 $360
Reproduction - Color $ 0.46 500.0 $230 500.0 $230 1,000.0 $460
Misc. Equip & Supplies $ 100.00 10.0 $1,000 10.0 $1,000

TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS

$16,133

GRAND TOTAL

$81,942 $64,858

$661,079

$55,274 $134,119 $997,272

Tetra Tech EC, Inc.
Proprietary Data - for use in evaluation of this proposal only.

Page 1 of 1



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. b.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Approve Proposal RFP 2013-021 for City Marina Reconstruction Phase Il to Florid
Floats dba Bellingham Marine

Submitted For: John Andrews, City Engineer, Engineering

SUBJECT:

Approve RFP 2013-021 Contract to Florida Floats dba Bellingham Marine of Jacksonville, FL
for the City Marina Reconstruction Phase Il - Docks in the amount of $10,993,417 pending final
review and approval of City Attorney.

SUMMARY:

Staff has completed negotiations with Florida Floats on RFP 2013-021 City Marina
Reconstruction Phase Il. The final project cost is $10,993,417 to reconstruct 147 turnkey boat
slips that were destroyed in the 2004 hurricanes. The City will be required to demonstrate at
project closeout that it has expended the $6.5 million in insurance proceeds it received from the
2004 damages and the balance of the project costs will be covered by FEMA under FEMA
project 438.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval

ALTERNATIVES:
Not rebuild the marina and place the project back out for bids

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Edward Seissiger, Project Coordinator

COORDINATED WITH:

Kevin Thompson of Florida Floats, Brian Proctor and Stuart McGahee of Tetra Tech, Linda
Whalen of Urban Redevelopment Department and Marina Staff

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N: N

Fiscal Year: 2014
Account: 401-4100-575-6360
Amount: 10,993,417.00

OTHER INFORMATION:

This will be funded by the City Marina Enterprise Fund. These construction costs will be
reimbursable at project closeout under FEMA project 438 for the difference in funds between
the project total cost and the required expenditure of the $6,500,000.00 in insurance proceeds
the City received for the 2004 damages from insurance.
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Form Review
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UNIT PRICE CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACT

FOR
Fort Pierce City Marina Reconstruction
Phase 11
Floating Dock Construction

City of Ft. Pierce RFP No. 2013-021

Prepared by:

The City of Fort Pierce Department of Engineering
John R. Andrews, P.E,, City Engineer
P.0. Box 1480
Ft. Pierce, FL 34954
(772) 467-3773

Date: Revised February 2014



ARTICLE 1 DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 3
ARTICLE 2 REPRESENTATIONS OF THE CONTRACTOR 4
ARTJCLE 3 INTENT AND INTERPRETATION 4
ARTICLE 4 CONTRACTOR’S PERFORMANCE 6
ARTICLE 5 TIME FOR CONTRACTOR’S PERFORMANCE; DELAYS 6
ARTICLE 6 CONTRACT PRICE AND CONTRACT PAYMENTS 8
ARTICLE 7 INFORMATION AND MATERIAL SUPPLIED BY THE CITY 12
ARTICLE 8 CEASE AND DESIST/OWNER’S RIGHT TO PERFORM WORK 13
ARTICLE 9 DUTIES, OBLIGATIONS, RESPONSIBILITIES OF CONTRACTOR 14
ARTICLE 10 INDEMNITY 17
ARTICLE 11 CLAIMS BY THE CONTRACTOR 17
ARTICLE 12 SUBCONTRACTORS 18
ARTICLE 13 CHANGE ORDERS 19
ARTICLE 14 DISCOVERING AND CORRECTING DEFECTIVE OR

INCOMPLETE WORK 21
ARTICLE 15 CITY’S RIGHT TO SUSPEND CONTRACTOR’S

PERFORMANCE 22
ARTICLE 16 TERMINATION BY THE CITY 23
ARTICLE 17 INSURANCE 25
ARTICLE 18 PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BONDS 29
ARTICLE 19 PROJECT RECORDS 31
ARTICLE 20 APPLICABLE LAW 31
ARTICLE 21 SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS 31
ARTICLE 22 MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 31
ARTICLE 23 ENTIRE AGREEMENT 33
ARTICLE 24 SEVERABILITY 33
ARTICLE 25 WAIVER 33
RFP No. 2013-021- City Marina Rebuild Phase II

Floating Dock Construction Page 2

TABLE OF CONTENTS



AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT (hereinafter the ‘Agreement’ or “Contract”) entered into this ____ day of
, 2014 by and between the CITY OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA, a municipal
corporation (hereinafter the “CITY”), and Florida Floats Inc., DBA Bellingham Marine a Florida
corporation, the address of which is 1813 Dennis Street , Jacksonville, Florida 32204 (hereinafter
“CONTRACTOR”).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the CITY wishes to contract for the project identified as City Marina
Reconstruction Phase Il ~ Floating Dock Construction RFP No. 2013-021, 1 Avenue A, Fort
Pierce, Florida, and

WHEREAS, the CONTRACTOR has represented to the CITY that its staff is qualified to
provide the Work required in this Agreement in a professional, timely manner, and

WHEREAS, the CITY has relied upon the above representations by the CONTRACTOR, and

WHEREAS, the CITY’s Representative and the City Engineer have recommended that an
agreement for aforesaid construction be entered into with the CONTRACTOR.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of these premises, of the mutual covenants
herein set forth, and for other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency of which is hereby
acknowledged, the parties hereto hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

This Contract includes the construction of a Turn Key Marina Facility, consisting of the
construction of 147 Concrete Floating Boat Slips inclusive of all electrical, plumbing, lighting,
safety equipment, pump out facilities, fire systems, phone, cable TV, potable water, observation
decks, gangway accesses, and fencing. Inclusive of this contract is a written 10 year warranty
stating as outlined in RFP 2013-021 that the facilities meet the performance criteria and
specifications.

Where terms found in Exhibit “E”, “General Conditions” conflict with contract terms the
contract terms prevail. The contract includes the construction drawings and the following:

Exhibit “A” - Invitation to RFP No. 2013-021
Exhibit “B” - Instructions to Bidders

Exhibit “C” - Technical Specifications
Exhibit “D” - Contractor's Bid

Exhibit “E” - General Conditions

Exhibit “F” — Notice to Contractors

IR NS

RFP No. 2013-021- City Marina Rebuild Phase II
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7. Exhibit “G”- Project Drawings

8. Exhibit “H” Contractor Technical Presentation
9. Exhibit “I” Addendums _1  thru _5

10. Exhibit “J” Final Revised Contract Pricing

All of which are hereby incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof (hereinafter
collectively referred to as the “Contract” or “Contract Documents”). Change Orders issued hereafter,
Construction Change Directives, a Direction for a Minor Modification in the Work issued by the CITY,
and any other amendments executed by the CITY and the CONTRACTOR shall become and be a part
of this Contract. Documents not included or expressly contemplated in this Article 1 do not, and shall
not, form any part of this Contract. The Contract Documents are intended to be complementary, and a
requirement in one document shall be deemed to be required in all documents.

ARTICLE 2
REPRESENTATIONS OF THE CONTRACTOR

In order to induce the CITY to execute this Contract and recognizing that the CITY is relying
thereon, the CONTRACTOR, by executing this Contract, makes the following express representations
to the CITY:

2(A) The CONTRACTOR is fully qualified to act as the general contractor for the Project and
has, and shall maintain, any and all licenses, permits or other authorizations necessary to act as the
general contractor for, and to construct the Project;

2(B) The CONTRACTOR has become familiar with the Project site and the local conditions
under which the Project is to be constructed and operated;

2(C) The CONTRACTOR has received, reviewed, and examined all of the documents which
make up this Contract, including, but not limited to all plans and specifications, and has found them to
the best of its knowledge, to be complete, accurate, adequate, consistent, coordinated and sufficient for
construction.

ARTICLE 3
INTENT AND INTERPRETATION

With respect to the intent and interpretation of this Contract, the CITY and the CONTRACTOR
agree as follows:

3(A) This Contract (along with its exhibits), together with the Contractor’s and Surety’s
performance and payment bonds for the Project constitute the entire and exclusive agreements between
the parties with reference to the Project, and said Contract supersedes any and all prior discussions,
communications, representations, understandings, negotiations, or agreements.

3(B) Anything that may be required, implied or reasonably inferred by the documents which

RFP No. 2013-021- City Marina Rebuild Phase II
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make up this Contract, or any one or more of them, shall be provided by the CONTRACTOR for the
Contract Price;

3(C) Nothing contained in this Contract shall create, nor be interpreted to create, privity or any
other relationship whatsoever between the CITY and any person except the CONTRACTOR,;

3(D) When a word, term, or phrase is used in this Contract, it shall be interpreted or construed
first, as defined herein; second, if not defined, according to its generally accepted meaning in the
construction industry; and third, if there is no generally accepted meaning in the construction industry,
according to its common and customary usage;

3(E) Wherever this Contract calls for “strict” compliance or conformance with the Contract
Documents as to matters other than compliance with time limits, providing an updated schedule, and
claim and change order procedures, the term shall mean within tolerances as described specifically in the
Contract Documents, or if not specifically described, within industry standards and tolerances for
deviation for the specific item or procedure in question;

3(F) The words “include”, “includes’, or “including”, as used in this Contract, shall be deemed
to be followed by the phrase, “without limitation”;

3(G) The listing herein of any items as constituting a material breach of this Contract shall not
imply that any other, non-listed item will not constitute a material breach of this Contract;

3(H) The CONTRACTOR shall have a continuing duty to read, examine, review, compare and
contrast each of the documents which make up this Contract, shop drawings, and other submittals and
shall give written notice to the CITY of any conflict, ambiguity, error or omission which the
CONTRACTOR may find with respect to these documents, before proceeding with the affected work.
The express or implied approval by the City Engineer of any shop drawings or other submittals shall not
relieve the CONTRACTOR of the continuing duties imposed hereby, nor shall any such approval be
evidence of the CONTRACTOR’s compliance with this Contract. The CITY has prepared documents
for the Project, including the plans and specifications for the Project, which are accurate, adequate,
consistent, coordinated and sufficient for construction. The CONTRACTOR shall not be liable to the
CITY for damage resulting from errors, inconsistencies or omissions in the Contract Documents unless
the CONTRACTOR recognized, or reasonably should have recognized, such error, inconsistency or
omission and knowingly failed to report it to the CITY or City Engineer or his designee. If the
CONTRACTOR performs any activity knowing it involves an error, inconsistency or omission which
was recognized, obvious, or reasonably should have been recognized, without such notice to the CITY,
the CONTRACTOR shall assume responsibility for such performance and shall bear the costs for
correction.

3(I) In the event of any conflict, discrepancy, or inconsistency among any of the documents
which make up this Contract, the following shall control:

(¢D)] As between this document and the plans or specifications, this document
shall govern.

RFP No. 2013-021- City Marina Rebuild Phase II
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2 In the case of any conflict, discrepancy or inconsistency among any of the
other Contract documents, the CONTRACTOR shall notify the CITY
immediately upon discovery of same for resolution.

ARTICLE 4
CONTRACTOR’S PERFORMANCE

The CONTRACTOR shall perform all of the work required, implied or reasonably inferable
from this Contract including, but not limited to, the following:

4(A) The CONTRACTOR will complete the entire Work described in the Contract
Documents, except as specifically identified therein as the work of other parties, in accordance with the
terms herein, Exhibit “A” and the Scope of Work, all as may be amended from time to time;

4(B) The furnishing of any and all required surety bonds and insurance certificate(s) and
endorsement(s);

4(C) The provision or furnishing, and prompt payment therefore, of labor, supervision,
services, materials, supplies, equipment, fixtures, appliances, facilities, tools, transportation, storage,
disposal, power, fuel, heat, light, cooling, or other utilities, required for construction and all necessary
building permits and other permits or licenses required for the construction of the Project;

4(D) The creation and maintenance of a detailed and comprehensive copy of the drawings,
specifications, addenda, change orders and other modifications depicting all as-built construction. Said
items shall be submitted to the CITY, along with other required submittals and electronic files upon
Completion of the Project, and receipt of same by the CITY shall be a condition precedent to final
payment to the CONTRACTOR. The CONTRACTOR shall prepare and submit final as-built drawings
to the CITY.

ARTICLE 5
TIME FOR CONTRACTOR’S PERFORMANCE; DELAYS

5(A) The CONTRACTOR shall commence the performance of this Contract on the date set
forth in the Notice to Proceed issued by the City Engineer and shall diligently continue its performance
to and until Completion of the Project. The CONTRACTOR shall accomplish Substantial
Completion within the number of calendar days specified on the Notice to Proceed (sometimes
hereinafter referred to as the “Contract Time”). By signing this Contract, the CONTRACTOR
agrees that the Contract Time is a reasonable time for accomplishing Completion of the Project. There
will be no monetary early completion incentive. The CONTRACTOR shall submit its initial progress
schedule in accord with Article 10(G) below;

5(B) The CONTRACTOR shall pay the CITY the sum of $1000.00 for each and every
calendar day of unexcused delays in achieving Substantial Completion beyond the date set forth herein
for Substantial Completion. Any sums due and payable hereunder by the CONTRACTOR shall be

RFP No. 2013-021- City Marina Rebuild Phase II
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payable, not as a penalty, but as liquidated damages representing an estimate of delay damages likely to
be sustained by the CITY, estimated at the time of executing this Contract. When the CITY reasonably
believes that Substantial Completion will be inexcusably delayed, the CITY shall be entitled, but not
required, to withhold from any amounts otherwise due the CONTRACTOR an amount then believed by
the CITY to be adequate to recover liquidated damages applicable to such delays. If and when the
CONTRACTOR overcomes the delay in achieving Substantial Completion, or any part thereof, for
which the CITY has withheld payment, the CITY shall promptly release to the CONTRACTOR those
funds withheld, but no longer applicable, as liquidated damages;

5(C) The term “Substantial Completion”, as used herein, shall mean that point at which, as
certified in writing by the CONTRACTOR and approved by the CITY, the Project is at a level of
completion in strict compliance with this Contract such that the CITY or its designees can enjoy
beneficial use or occupancy and can legally occupy, use or operate it in all respects, for its intended
purpose. Partial use or occupancy of the Project shall not result in the Project being deemed
substantially complete, and such partial use or occupancy shall not be evidence of Substantial
Completion;

5(D) All limitations of time set forth herein are material and are of the essence of this Contract;

5(E) CONTRACTOR agrees to punctually and diligently perform all parts of the Work at the
time scheduled as provided herein. In this connection, CONTRACTOR agrees that it will keep himself
continually informed of the progress of the job and will, upon its own initiative, confer with the CITY,
City Engineer or his designee, so as to plan its work in coordinated sequence with the work of the CITY
and of others and so as to be able to expeditiously undertake and perform its work at the time most
beneficial to the entire Project. The CONTRACTOR will be liable for any loss, costs, or damages
sustained by the CITY for delays in performing the Work hereunder, other than for excusable delays, as
set forth in (F) below, for which CONTRACTOR may be granted a reasonable extension of time;

5(F) Ifthe CONTRACTOR is delayed at any time in the progress of the Work by any separate
contractor employed by the CITY, or by changes in the Work, or by labor disputes, fire, unusual delay in
transportation, unusually severe weather conditions, unavoidable casualties, delays specifically
authorized by the CITY, or by causes beyond the CONTRACTOR’s control, avoidance, or mitigation,
and without the fault or negligence of the CONTRACTOR and/or subcontractor or supplier at any tier,
then the contract time shall be extended by Change Order for such reasonable time, if any, as the CITY
may determine that such event has delayed the progress of the Work, or overall completion of the Work
if the CONTRACTOR complies with the notice and documentation requirements set forth below.

If the CONTRACTOR is delayed, obstructed, hindered or interrupted for a period of time
exceeding ten 10 consecutive calendar days by any act or neglect solely of the CITY, an adjustment
shall be made for any increase in the direct cost of performance of this contract (excluding profit,
extended home office overhead, incidental or consequential damages or disruption damages) and the
Contract modified in writing accordingly. Delays without compensation to the CONTRACTOR as a
direct result of an act or neglect of the CITY or City Engineer cannot exceed 60 days in the aggregate
over the term of the project. The CONTRACTOR must assert its right under this article by giving
written notice to the City Engineer, with a copy to the City Representative, within ten (10) calendar days
of the beginning of a delay, obstruction, hindrance or interruption by the CITY. No adjustment shall be
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made for any delay, obstruction, hindrance or interruption after final payment under this contract or to
the extent that performance would have been so delayed, obstructed, hindered or interrupted by any
other cause, including, but not limited to concurrent cause or fault or negligence of the CONTRACTOR,
or for which an equitable adjustment is provided for or excluded under any other term or condition of
this contract. The direct costs described above shall be limited to those direct costs attributable solely to
this project and shall be subject to documentation and verification of costs as required by the CITY. If
unit prices are established in the Contract Documents or subsequently agreed upon, they shall solely
form the basis for cost calculations under any claims for delay. Costs for said delay shall be based solely
the schedule of values as established under Subarticle 6(B) that apply directly to the delayed activity.

Any claim for extension of time shall be made in writing to the City Engineer, with a copy to the
City Representative, not more than ten (10) calendar days from the beginning of the delay. The notice
shall indicate the cause of delay upon the progress of Work. If the cause of the delay is continuing, the
CONTRACTOR must give such written notice every ten (10) calendar days and complete cost
breakdown for said delay. Within ten (10) calendar days after the elimination of any such delay, the
CONTRACTOR shall submit further documentation of the delay and a formal Change Order request for
an extension of time for such delay.

The written request for a time extension shall state the cause of the delay, the number of calendar
days extension requested, and such analysis and other documentation as is reasonably requested by the
City Engineer or his designee to demonstrate a delay in the progress of the Work or the overall project
completion. If the CONTRACTOR does not comply with the above notice and documentation
requirements, the claim for the delay shall be waived by the CONTRACTOR. The above notice and
documentation requirements shall also be a condition precedent to the CONTRACTOR’s entitlement to
any extension of time.

Extensions of time will be the contractor’s primary remedy for any and all delays, obstructions,
hindrances, or interference. Payment or compensation, for direct costs only (as set forth above), may be
made to the CONTRACTOR for hindrances or delays solely caused by the CITY if such delays or
hindrances are within the CITY’s ability to control and are not partially caused by the CONTRACTOR
or any of its agents, subcontractors or others for whom it is responsible. No payment or compensation
will be made for interference, obstructions, hindrances or delays which are not solely caused by the
CITY or which arise from the CITY’s actions under Article 8.

Without limitation, the CITY’s exercise of its rights under the changes clause, regardless of the
extent or number of such changes, or the CITY’s exercise of any of its remedies or any requirement to
correct or re-execute defective work, shall not under any circumstances be construed as delays,
hindrances or interference compensable further than as described herein.

ARTICLE 6
CONTRACT PRICE AND CONTRACT PAYMENTS

6(A) Based on Engineering Construction Drawings and Specifications, identified as RFP
No. 2013-021, City Marina Rebuild Phase Il — Floating Dock Construction, all of which are hereby
incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof, the CONTRACTOR shall provide all
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labor and materials required to complete construction as prescribed in the aforementioned
Drawings and Specifications, for the sum not to exceed $_10,993,417.00
Ten million nine hundred ninety three thousand four hundred seventeen dollars and no cents
Written Amount

6(B) Prior to review of the first payment request, the CONTRACTOR must submit to the
CITY and receive the CITY’s approval for the schedule of values apportioning the entire contract
amount among the different elements of the Project (hereinafter the “Schedule of VValues”) for purposes
of periodic and final payment. The Schedule of Values shall be presented in whatever format, with such
detail including labor and material breakout, and backed up with whatever supporting information the
CITY requests (See also the specifications for additional information). The CONTRACTOR shall not
imbalance it’s Schedule of Values nor artificially inflate any element thereof. The violation of this
provision by the CONTRACTOR shall constitute a material breach of this Contract. The Schedule of
Values will be utilized for the CONTRACTOR’s Payment Requests but shall only be so utilized after it
has been approved in writing by the CITY;

6(C) The CITY shall pay the contract amount to the CONTRACTOR in accordance with the
procedures set forth herein. On or before the tenth (10th) calendar day of each month after
commencement of performance, but no more frequently than once monthly, the CONTRACTOR may
submit a payment request for the period ending the last calendar day of the previous month (the
“Payment Request”). Said Payment Request shall be in such format and include whatever supporting
information as may be required by the City Engineer or his designee.

Therein, the CONTRACTOR may request payment for ninety percent (90%) of that part of the
contract amount allocable to Contract requirements properly provided, labor, materials and equipment
properly incorporated in the Project, and materials or equipment necessary for the Project and properly
stored at the Project site (or elsewhere if offsite storage is approved in writing by the City Engineer),
less the total amount of previous payments received from the CITY. Payment for materials stored
offsite shall be at the discretion of the CITY and if approved, the CONTRACTOR shall provide
appropriate documentation to substantiate materials are stored in a bonded warehouse or facility, title or
other proof of ownership has been transferred to the CITY, and that materials have been purchased and
paid for by the CONTRACTOR (copies of paid invoices must be submitted to the City Engineer with
payment request). Risk of loss shall be borne by, and insurance must be provided by the
CONTRACTOR while in storage and in transit.

Amounts reflected in Change Orders may be included in Payment Requests to the extent they are
not in dispute and subject to final approval of cost to the CITY for such changes in the Work.

Each Payment Request shall be signed by the CONTRACTOR and shall constitute the
CONTRACTOR’s representation that the quantity of Work has reached the level for which payment is
requested, that the Work has been properly installed or performed in strict compliance with this
Contract, and that the CONTRACTOR knows of no reason why payment should not be made as
requested.

Thereafter, the City Engineer shall review the Payment Request and may also review the work at
the project site or elsewhere to determine whether the quantity and quality of the work is as represented
in the Payment Request and is as required by this Contract. The amount of each such payment shall be
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the amount approved for payment by the City Engineer, less such amounts, if any, otherwise owing by
the CONTRACTOR to the CITY or which the CITY shall have the right to withhold as authorized by
this Contract, subject to approval by the CITY. Approval of the CONTRACTOR’s Payment Requests
shall not preclude the CITY from the exercise of any of its rights as set forth herein below.

The submission by the CONTRACTOR of a Payment Request also constitutes an affirmative
representation and warranty that all work for which the CITY has previously paid is free and clear of
any lien, claim, or other encumbrance of any person whatsoever. As a condition precedent to payment,
the CONTRACTOR shall, as required by the CITY, also finish to the City Engineer properly executed
waivers of lien or claim, in a form acceptable to the CITY, from all subcontractors, material men,
suppliers or others having lien or claim rights, wherein said subcontractors, material men, suppliers or
others having lien or claim rights, shall acknowledge receipt of all sums due pursuant to all prior
Payment Requests and waive and relinquish any liens, lien rights or other claims relating to the Project
site. Furthermore, the CONTRACTOR warrants and represents that, upon payment of the Payment
Request submitted, title to all work included in such payment shall be vested in the CITY, even though
responsibility for the care and maintenance of said work rests with CONTRACTOR until substantial
completion of contracted project.

6(D) CONTRACTOR will be required to release all CONTRACTOR held retainage for
subcontractors within 60 days of subcontractor demobilization in which work performed has been
accepted by the CONTRACTOR prior to demobilization. CONTRACTOR shall deliver to the CITY
final waivers of lien or claim in a form acceptable to the CITY.

6(E) When payment is received from the CITY, the CONTRACTOR shall promptly pay all
subcontractors, material men, laborers and suppliers the amounts they are due for the work covered by
such payment.

6(F) Neither payment to the CONTRACTOR, utilization of the Project for any purpose by the
CITY nor any other act or omission by the CITY shall be interpreted or construed as an acceptance of
any work of the CONTRACTOR not strictly in compliance with this Contract.
After written notice to the CONTRACTOR and a reasonable opportunity to cure, the CITY shall
have the right to refuse to make payment, in whole or in part, and, if necessary may demand the return
of a portion or the entire amount previously paid to the CONTRACTOR due to:

Q) The quality of a portion, or all, of the CONTRACTOR’s work not being in
requirements of this Contract;

2 The quantity of the CONTRACTOR’s work not being as represented in the
CONTRACTOR’s Payment Request, or otherwise;

€)) The CONTRACTOR'’s rate of progress being such that, in the opinion of the City
Engineer or his designee, Substantial Completion may be inexcusably delayed;

4 The CONTRACTOR’s failure to use Contract funds, previously paid the
CONTRACTOR by the CITY to pay CONTRACTOR’s project-related
obligations including, but not limited to, subcontractors, laborers and material and
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equipment suppliers;

5) Claims made, or likely to be made, against the CITY or its property for which the
CONTRACTOR or its agents or subcontractors or others for whom it is
responsible are, or reasonably appear to be at fault;

(6) Loss caused by the CONTRACTOR;

@) The CONTRACTOR'’s failure or refusal to perform any of its obligations to the CITY
after written notice and a reasonable opportunity to cure as set forth above.

In the event that the CITY makes written demand upon the CONTRACTOR for amounts
previously paid by the CITY as contemplated in this Subarticle 7(F), the CONTRACTOR shall
promptly comply with such demand. The CITY's rights hereunder survive the term of this Contract, are
not waived by final payment and/or acceptance, and are in addition to CONTRACTOR's obligations in
Article 14 and elsewhere herein.

6(G) When the CONTRACTOR believes that Substantial Completion has been achieved, the
CONTRACTOR shall notify the CITY in writing and shall furnish a listing of those matters yet to be
finished. The City Engineer or his designee will thereupon conduct a site review to confirm that the
Work is in fact substantially complete. Upon confirmation that the CONTRACTOR’s work is
substantially complete, the City Engineer or his designee will therein set forth the date of Substantial
Completion for approval. After approval the CITY will so notify the CONTRACTOR. If the City
Engineer or his designee, through his review, fails to find that the CONTRACTOR’s work is
substantially complete, and is required to repeat all, or any portion, of its Substantial Completion
review, the CONTRACTOR shall bear the cost of such repeat site review(s) which cost may be
deducted by the CITY from any payment then or thereafter due to the CONTRACTOR.
CONTRACTOR upon notification of substantial completion shall provide the CITY with properly
executed final waivers of lien or claims for any and all parties’ associated with this contract. The
CONTRACTOR by submission of the notice of substantial completion shall waive and forever releases
any claim against the CITY for additional time, compensation for matters relating to, arising out of or
resulting from work included in or affected by this contract.

Guarantees and equipment warranties required by this Contract shall commence on the date of
Substantial Completion.

Upon Substantial Completion, the CITY shall pay the CONTRACTOR an amount sufficient to
increase total payments to the CONTRACTOR to one hundred percent (100%) of the contract amount
with the submission of all pertinent data deemed necessary to verify such payment by the City less any
amounts attributable to damages, and less one hundred fifty percent (150%) of the costs, as reasonably
determined by the CITY for completing all incomplete work, correcting and bringing into conformance
all defective and nonconforming work, and handling any outstanding or threatened claims. Such a
calculation by the City Engineer of costs for completing all incomplete work, correcting and bringing
into conformance all defective and nonconforming work, and handling any outstanding or threatened
claims shall not bar the CITY from exercise of its rights elsewhere herein, in Article 16 below, or
otherwise as provided by law for any incomplete, defective or nonconforming work or claims which are
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discovered by the CITY after the date of making such calculation or after the date of any partial or final
payment, whether or not such incomplete, defective or nonconforming work or claims were obvious or
should have been discovered earlier.

6(G) When the Project is complete and the CONTRACTOR is ready for a final review, they
shall notify the CITY Engineer and the CITY Representative thereof in writing. Thereupon, the City
Engineer or City Representative will perform a final inspection of the Project. If the City Engineer
concurs that the Project is complete and in full accordance with this Contract and that the
CONTRACTOR has performed all of their obligations to the CITY hereunder, the CONTRACTOR will
furnish a final Request for Payment to the CITY certifying to the CITY that the Project is complete and
the CONTRACTOR is entitled to the remainder of the unpaid Contract Price, less any amount withheld
pursuant to this Contract. If the City Engineer is unable to issue his final Approval for Payment and is
required to repeat the final inspection of the Project, the CONTRACTOR shall bear the cost of such
repeat inspection(s), which costs may be deducted by the CITY from the CONTRACTOR’s final
payment;

6(H) In addition to other remedies of the CITY, actual damages may be withheld or collected
for failure to meet the date for final completion as set forth in Article 6(B) above.

6(I) The CITY shall, subject to its rights set forth in Subarticle 6 above, endeavor to make
final payment of all sums due the CONTRACTOR within thirty (30) calendar days of the final Request
for Payment, with the exception of items in dispute or concerning which the City Engineer has exercised
any of his rights to investigate or remove.

ARTICLE 7
INFORMATION AND MATERIAL SUPPLIED BY THE CITY

7(A)(i) The CITY shall furnish to the CONTRACTOR, prior to the execution of this Contract,
any and all written and tangible material in its possession concerning existing site conditions within the
limits of the Project. Such written and tangible material is furnished to the CONTRACTOR only in
order to make complete disclosure of such material as being in the possession of the CITY and for no
other purpose. By furnishing such material, the CITY does not represent, warrant, or guarantee its
accuracy either in whole, in part, implicitly or explicitly, or at all;

7(A)(ii)(a) Differing Site Conditions: The CONTRACTOR shall promptly, and before such
conditions are disturbed, notify the City Engineer in writing of (1) subsurface or latent physical
conditions at the site differing materially from those indicated in the contract, or (2) unknown physical
conditions at the site, of an unusual nature, differing materially from those ordinarily encountered and
generally recognized as inhering in work of the character provided for in this contract. The City
Engineer or his designee shall investigate the conditions, and if it is discovered that such conditions do
materially so differ and cause an increase or decrease in the CONTRACTOR’s cost of, or the time
required for, performance of any part of the Work under this Contract, whether or not changed as a
result of such conditions, an adjustment shall be made, through negotiation and mutual agreement, and
the contract modified in writing accordingly.

7(A)(ii)(b)  No claim of the CONTRACTOR under this clause shall be allowed unless the
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CONTRACTOR has given the notice required herein: provided, however, the time prescribed therefore
may be extended by the CITY.

7(A)(i)(c) No claim by the CONTRACTOR for an adjustment hereunder shall be allowed if
asserted after final payment under this contract.

7(B) The CONTRACTOR is responsible for obtaining ALL permits or fees required of the
CONTRACTOR by this Contract, or permits and fees customarily the responsibility of the
CONTRACTOR. The CONTRACTOR shall coordinate with the CITY and all other authorities having
jurisdiction.

7(C) The City Manager, and the City Engineer or his designee shall be the sole authorized
representatives of the CITY. Other than in matters of public safety or in time of natural disaster or
crisis, the CONTRACTOR shall not take direction or act upon information from any City personnel
other than the City’s authorized representative(s). This provision shall in no way limit the authority of
the Procurement Director as described herein or of the City Legal or Building Inspection Departments.

ARTICLE 8
CEASE AND DESIST ORDER OWNER’S RIGHT TO PERFORM WORK

8(A) In the event the CONTRACTOR fails or refuses to perform the Work, or any separable
part thereof, as required herein, or with the diligence that will ensure its proper, timely completion in
accordance with the contract documents, the City Engineer may instruct the CONTRACTOR, by written
notice, to cease and desist further Work, in whole or in part, or to correct deficient Work. Upon receipt
of such instruction, the CONTRACTOR shall immediately cease and desist, or proceed, as instructed by
the CITY. In the event the City Engineer issues such instructions to cease and desist, the
CONTRACTOR must, within seven (7) calendar days of receipt of the City Engineer’s instructions,
provide a written, verified plan to eliminate or correct the cause of the City Engineer’s order, which plan
appears to the City Engineer to be reasonable, actually attainable and in good faith. In the event that the
CONTRACTOR fails and/or refuses to provide such a plan or diligently execute an approved plan, then
the CITY shall have the right, but not the obligation, to subcontract the Work, or any portion thereof,
with its own forces, or with the forces of another contractor, and the CONTRACTOR shall be fully
responsible and liable for the costs of the CITY performing such work, which costs may be withheld
from amounts due to the CONTRACTOR from the CITY. The rights set forth herein are in addition to,
and without prejudice to, any other rights or remedies the CITY may have against the CONTRACTOR.

If Work completed by the CITY or other contractors affects, relates to, is to be attached onto or
extended by later Work of the CONTRACTOR, the CONTRACTOR shall, prior to proceeding with the
later Work, and to the extent visible, report any apparent defects or variance from the Contract
requirements which would render the CONTRACTOR’s later Work not in compliance with the Contract
requirements or defective or not in compliance with warranties or other obligations of the
CONTRACTOR hereunder.

8(B) The provisions of this article shall be in addition to the CITY’s ability to remove portions
of the Work from this Contract and complete it separately.
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ARTICLE 9

DUTIES, OBLIGATIONS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONTRACTOR

In addition to any and all other duties, obligations and responsibilities of the CONTRACTOR set
forth in the Contract Documents, the CONTRACTOR shall have and perform the following duties,
obligations and responsibilities to the CITY:

9(A) Reference is hereby made to the continuing duties set forth in Subarticle 3(H) which are
by reference hereby incorporated in this Subarticle 9(A). The CONTRACTOR shall not perform work
without adequate plans and specifications, or without, as appropriate, approved shop drawings, or other
submittals. If the CONTRACTOR performs work knowing or believing, or if through exercise of
reasonable diligence they should have known that such work involves an error, inconsistency or
omission in the Contract without first providing written notice to the City Engineer, the CONTRACTOR
shall be responsible for such work and shall correct same bearing the costs set forth in Article 3(H)
above;

9(B) All work shall strictly conform to the requirements of this Contract. To that end, the
CONTRACTOR shall be solely responsible for and have control over construction means, methods,
techniques, sequences and procedures and for coordinating all portions of the Work, unless otherwise
specified in the Contract Documents;

9(C) The work shall be strictly supervised, the CONTRACTOR bearing full responsibility for
any and all acts, errors or omissions of those engaged in the work on behalf of the CONTRACTOR,
including, but not limited to, all subcontractors and their employees. The CONTRACTOR shall
maintain an on-site superintendent while any portion of the Work is being performed,;

9(D) The CONTRACTOR hereby warrants that all laborers furnished under this Contract shall
be qualified and competent to perform the tasks undertaken, that the product of such labor shall yield
only first-class results, that all materials and equipment provided shall be new (unless otherwise
specified) and of high quality, that the completed work will be complete, of high quality, without
defects, and that all work strictly complies with the requirements of this Contract. Any work not strictly
complying with the requirements of this Subarticle shall constitute a breach of this CONTRACTOR’s
warranty;

9(E) The CONTRACTOR will be responsible for acquiring the permit(s) and calling for
routine inspections. The CONTRACTOR will cooperate with and abide by the decision of inspectors
having jurisdiction. The CONTRACTOR shall comply with all legal requirements applicable to the
work;

9(F) The CONTRACTOR shall employ and maintain at the Project site only competent,
qualified full time supervisory personnel, augmented with part time and offsite supervision, to be
identified in the approved general conditions. Key supervisory personnel assigned by the
CONTRACTOR to this Project are as follows:
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NAME FUNCTION

Kevin Thompson Vice President

If at any time the City Engineer or his designee reasonably determines that any employee of the
contractor is not properly performing the Work in the best interest of the project, or is hindering the
progress of the Work, or is otherwise objectionable, the City Engineer shall so notify the
CONTRACTOR, whom shall replace the employee as soon as possible, at no increased cost to the
CITY.

9(G) The CONTRACTOR must submit to the City Engineer and the City Representative the
CONTRACTOR’s schedule for completing the work prior to submittal of the first application for
payment. The CITY Engineer will not review any payment request until such schedule has been
submitted and approved. Such schedule shall be in a form as specified in the Technical Specifications
which shall provide for expeditious and practicable construction of the Project. The CONTRACTOR’s
schedule shall be updated no less frequently than monthly (unless the parties otherwise agree in writing)
and shall be updated to reflect conditions encountered from time to time and shall apply to the total
project. Each such revision shall be furnished to the City Engineer and the City Representative. Strict
compliance with the requirements of this Subarticle 9(G) shall be a condition precedent to payment to
the CONTRACTOR and failure by the CONTRACTOR to strictly comply with said requirements shall
constitute a material breach of this Contract.

9(H) The CONTRACTOR shall keep an updated copy of the Contract Documents at the site.
Additionally, the CONTRACTOR shall keep a copy of approved shop drawings, other submittals and
working as builts. All of these items shall be available to the City Engineer during all regular business
hours.

9(l)  Shop drawings and other such submittals from the CONTRACTOR do not constitute a
part of the Contract. The CONTRACTOR shall not do any work requiring shop drawings or other
submittals unless such has been approved in writing by the City Engineer or as required by the Contract
Documents. All work requiring approved shop drawings or other submittals shall be done in strict
compliance with such approved documents or Contract requirements. However, approval by the City
Engineer shall not be evidence that work installed pursuant thereto conforms with the requirements of
this Contract, and shall not relieve the CONTRACTOR of responsibility for deviations from the
Contract unless the City Engineer has been specifically informed of the deviation by a writing
incorporated in the submittals and has approved the deviation in writing.

The delivery of submittals shall constitute a representation by the CONTRACTOR that it has
verified that the submittals meets the requirements of the Contract, or will do so, including field
measurements, materials, and field construction criteria related thereto.

The City Engineer shall have no duty to review partial submittals or incomplete submittals. The
CONTRACTOR shall have the duty to carefully review, inspect, examine, and physically stamp and
sign any and all submittals before submission of same to the City Engineer.
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9(J) The CONTRACTOR shall maintain the Project site and adjacent areas affected by its
work and/or the acts of its employees, material, men, and subcontractors in a reasonably clean condition
during performance of the work. Upon substantial completion, the CONTRACTOR shall thoroughly
clean the Project site of all debris, trash and excess materials or equipment. If the CONTRACTOR fails
to do so, the CITY may complete the cleanup, by its own forces or by separate contract, and shall be
entitled to charge the CONTRACTOR for same through the collection or withholding of funds through
the mechanisms provided elsewhere herein.

9(K) At all times relevant to this Contract, the CONTRACTOR shall permit the CITY and its
consultants to enter upon the Project site and any offsite lay down areas, and to review or inspect the
work and any materials on any such site, without formality or other procedure.

9(L) The CONTRACTOR recognizes that the CITY may enter into other contracts to perform
work relating to the Project, or to complete portions of the Work itself, the CONTRACTOR shall ensure
that its forces reasonably accommodate the forces of the CITY and other contractors hired by the CITY.
The CONTRACTOR shall coordinate its schedule with the work of other contractors. If the
CONTRACTOR claims that delay or damage results from these actions of the CITY, it shall promptly
submit a claim as provided herein.

9(M) PROTECTION OF PERSONS AND PROPERTY.

It shall be the responsibility of the CONTRACTOR to initiate, continue and supervise all safety
programs and precautions in the performance of the terms of this Contract. The CONTRACTOR shall
take reasonable precautions for the safety of, and shall provide reasonable protection to prevent damage,
injury or loss to its employees, subcontractors’ employees, employees of the CITY and members of the
public, the Work itself and unassembled components thereof, and other property at the site or adjacent
thereto. As part of the CONTRACTOR’s obligations hereunder, the CONTRACTOR shall erect and
maintain safeguards, barriers, signs, warnings, etc.

With notice to the CITY Engineer, the CONTRACTOR shall promptly remedy loss or damage to
the Work or any person or property described herein caused in whole or in part by the acts of the
CONTRACTOR or any subcontractor, sub-subcontractor or material man. This obligation shall be in
addition to the requirements of Article 10 herein. The City Engineer may direct the CONTRACTOR to
remedy violations of applicable laws, rules, regulations, and interpretations related to safety when and if
observed on the site. However, through exercising this authority the City Engineer shall not incur any
obligations to monitor, initiate, continue, or supervise safety programs and precautions such to diminish
the CONTRACTOR’s primary role in same. The City Engineer shall have the right to report suspected
safety violations to the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA).

The CONTRACTOR shall promptly notify the City Engineer upon discovery of any unidentified
material which CONTRACTOR reasonably believes to be asbestos, lead, PCB, or other hazardous
material, and shall immediately stop work in the affected area of the Project. The CONTRACTOR shall
not be responsible for removal or other work with regard to such hazardous material unless otherwise
agreed between the City Engineer and the CONTRACTOR. In the case of work stopped hereunder,
Article 6 shall apply to claims for delay, hindrance or interference. Work will resume in the affected
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area of the Project immediately after such time as the hazardous material has been removed or rendered
harmless, as certified by an industrial hygienist to be engaged by the CITY.

ARTICLE 10
INDEMNITY

Except for expenses or liabilities arising from the negligence of the CITY, the CONTRACTOR
hereby expressly agrees to indemnify and hold the CITY harmless against any and all expenses and
liabilities arising out of the performance or default of this Contract as follows:

10.1 CONTRACTOR shall indemnify and hold harmless, to the maximum extent permitted by
law, CITY and its officers and employees, from and against any and all liability, damages, losses,
(whether in contract or in tort, including personal injury, accidental death or property damage, and
regardless, of whether the allegations are false, fraudulent or groundless), and costs (including
reasonable attorney fees, litigation, arbitration, mediation, appeal expenses) to the extent caused by the
negligence, recklessness or intentional wrongful misconduct of the CONTRACTOR and persons
employed by or utilized by the CONTRACTOR in CONTRACTOR’s performance of this Agreement.

10.2 CONTRACTOR’s obligation to indemnify and hold harmless shall remain in effect and
shall be binding upon CONTRACTOR whether such injury or damage shall accrue, or may be
discovered, before or after termination of this Agreement.

10.3 CONTRACTOR’s failure to comply with this section’s provisions shall constitute a
material breach upon which CITY may immediately terminate or suspend this Agreement.

ARTICLE 11
CLAIMS BY THE CONTRACTOR

Claims by the CONTRACTOR against the CITY, other than for time extensions covered by
Article 5 hereof, are subject to the following terms and conditions:

11(A) All CONTRACTOR claims against the CITY shall be initiated by a written claim
submitted to the CITY. Notice of such claim shall be received by the CITY no later than either ten (10)
calendar days after the event, or ten (10) calendar days after the first appearance of the circumstances
causing the claim, whichever is sooner, and same shall set forth in detail all known facts and
circumstances supporting the claim; final costs associated with any claim upon which notice has been
filed must be submitted in writing to the CITY within thirty (30) calendar days after notice has been
received.

11(B) The CONTRACTOR and the CITY shall continue their performance hereunder
regardless of the existence of any claims submitted by the CONTRACTOR including claims set forth in
Article 6 hereof;
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11(C) In the event the CONTRACTOR discovers previously concealed and unknown site
conditions which are materially vary from those typically and ordinarily encountered in the general
geographical location of the Project, the Contract Price may, with the approval of the CITY, be
modified, either upward or downward, upon the written notice of claim made by either party within ten
(10) calendar days after the first appearance to such party of the circumstances. Final costs must be
submitted within thirty (30) calendar days after such notice is received by the CITY, unless extended by
written agreement of the parties. As a condition precedent to the CITY having any liability to the
CONTRACTOR due to concealed and unknown conditions, the CONTRACTOR must give the City
Engineer written notice of, and an opportunity to observe, such condition prior to disturbing it. The
failure by the CONTRACTOR to give the written notice and make the claim as provided by this
Subarticle 11(C) and Subarticle 7(A)(ii) shall constitute a waiver by the CONTRACTOR of any rights
arising out of or relating to such concealed and unknown condition;

11(D) In the event the CONTRACTOR seeks to make a claim for an increase in the Contract
Price, as a condition precedent to any liability of the CITY therefore, unless emergency conditions exist,
the CONTRACTOR shall strictly comply with the requirements of Subarticle 11(A) above and such
claim shall be made by the CONTRACTOR before proceeding to execute any work for which a claim is
made. Failure to comply with this condition precedent shall constitute a waiver by the CONTRACTOR
of any claim for additional compensation;

11(E) In connection with any claim by the CONTRACTOR against the CITY for compensation
in excess of the contract amount, any liability of the CITY for the CONTRACTOR’s cost shall be
limited to those cost categories set forth in Article 13(E) below.

ARTICLE 12
SUBCONTRACTORS

12(A) Prior to execution of this Contract, the CONTRACTOR shall have identified to the City
Engineer, in writing, those parties required to be listed on the proposal form as subcontractors on the
Project. Any changes to this list at any time shall be subject to the prior approval of the City Engineer.
The City Engineer shall, in writing, state any objections the CITY may have to one or more of such
subcontractors. The CONTRACTOR shall not enter into a subcontract with an intended subcontractor
to whom the CITY reasonably objects. If at any time the CITY objects to a subcontractor, the
CONTRACTOR shall solicit proposals from potential replacements and shall submit the three lowest
proposals to the City Engineer, along with the CONTRACTOR’s proposed choice as replacement
without an increase in bid price.

All subcontracts shall afford the CONTRACTOR rights against the subcontractor which
correspond to those rights afforded to the CITY against the CONTRACTOR herein, including those
rights of Contract termination as set forth herein below.

12(B) Each and every subcontract related to the Project is hereby assigned by the
CONTRACTOR to the CITY, contingent upon the termination of this Contract for default or
convenience as provided herein, and only as to those subcontracts which the City Engineer accepts in
writing directed to the CONTRACTOR. This contingent assignment is subject to the prior rights of any
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surety obligated under a bond related to this Contract. This contingent assignment will operate
prospectively from the effective date of assignment, and will not obligate the CITY to any liabilities
existing on the effective date of the assignment, or arising from events, acts, failures to act, facts or
circumstances existing prior to the effective date of the assignment. The contracts subject to this
contingent assignment shall also be further assignable by the CITY, at the CITY’s sole option. The
CONTRACTOR shall bear the responsibility of notifying subcontractors of this contingent assignment
and including it in all subcontracts in connection with the Project.

ARTICLE 13
CHANGE ORDERS

One or more changes to the work within the general scope of this Contract, may be ordered by
Change Order. The CITY may also issue written directions for minor changes in the Work and may
issue Construction Change Directives, as set forth below. The CONTRACTOR shall proceed with any
such changes or Construction Change Directives without delay and in a diligent manner, and same shall
be accomplished in strict accordance with the following terms and conditions:

13(A) Change Order shall mean a written order to the CONTRACTOR executed by the CITY
after execution of this Contract, directing a change in the Work. A Change Order may include a change
in the contract amount (other than a change attributable to damages to the CONTRACTOR for delay as
provided in Article 6 hereof) or the time for the CONTRACTOR'’s performance, or any combination
thereof. Where there is a lack of total agreement on the terms of a Change Order or insufficient time to
execute a bilateral change, the CITY may also direct a change in the Work in the form of a Construction
Change Directive, which will set forth the change in the Work and the change, if any, in the contract
amount or time for performance, for subsequent inclusion in a Change Order; Construction Change
Directives shall include a not-to-exceed preliminary price, against which the CONTRACTOR may
begin billing (subject to the requirements for pay applications elsewhere herein) as the work is
performed.

(1) The CONTRACTOR shall furnish a price breakdown, itemized as required and within
the time specified by the City Engineer, with any proposal for a contract modification.

(2) The price breakdown

(a) Must include sufficient detail to permit an analysis of all costs for material, labor,
equipment, and subcontracts; and

(b) Must cover all work involved in the modification, whether the work was deleted,
added or changed.

(3) The CONTRACTOR shall provide similar price breakdowns to support any amounts
claimed for subcontracts.

(4) The CONTRACTOR'’s proposal shall include a complete justification for any time
extension proposed.
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13(B) Any change in the contract amount resulting from a Change Order shall be determined as
follows:

(1) By mutual agreement between the CITY and the CONTRACTOR as evidenced
by (a) the change in the Contract Price being set forth in the Change Order, (b)
such change in the Contract Price, together with any conditions or requirements
relating thereto, being initialed by both parties and (c) the CONTRACTOR’s
execution of the Change Order; or

(2) If no mutual agreement occurs between the CITY and the CONTRACTOR, the
change in the Contract Price, if any, shall be derived by determining the
reasonable actual costs incurred or savings achieved, resulting from revisions in
the work. Such reasonable actual costs or savings shall include a component for
direct job site overhead and profit but shall not include home-office overhead or
other indirect costs or components. The calculation of actual costs shall conform
to the markup schedule in Article 13(E) below. Any such costs or savings shall
be documented in the format and with such content and detail as the CITY
requires.

The CONTRACTOR shall promptly submit such documentation and other backup as the CITY
may require in evaluating the actual costs incurred.

13(C) The execution of a Change Order by the CONTRACTOR shall constitute conclusive
evidence of the CONTRACTOR’s agreement to the ordered changes in the work, this Contract as thus
amended, the Contract Price and the time for performance by the CONTRACTOR. The
CONTRACTOR, by executing the Change Order, waives and forever releases any claim against the
CITY for additional time or compensation for matters relating to, arising out of or resulting from the
work included within or affected by the executed Change Order of which the CONTRACTOR knew or
should have known;

13(D) The CONTRACTOR shall notify and obtain the consent and approval of the
CONTRACTOR’s surety with reference to all Change Orders if such notice, consent or approval are
required by the CITY, the CONTRACTOR’s surety or by law. The CONTRACTOR’s execution of the
Change Order shall constitute the CONTRACTOR’s warranty to the CITY that the surety has been
notified of, and consents to; such Change Order and the surety shall be conclusively deemed to have
been notified of such Change Order and to have expressly consented thereto.

13(E) For the purpose of Change Orders, the following definitions of terms apply:
CONTRACTOR’s or Subcontractor’s Materials shall include the cost of
materials, sales tax, and the cost of all transport. The cost of items listed shall be
directly related to the Change Order. Indirect costs not specifically related to the
Change Order shall not be considered.

CONTRACTOR’s or Subcontractor’s Direct Labor Cost shall be limited to the
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hourly rate of directly involved workmen, employer contributions towards
company standard benefits, pensions, unemployment or social security (if any),
and employer costs for paid sick and annual leave.

CONTRACTOR’s or Subcontractor’s Overhead shall include license fees, bond
premiums, supervision, wages of timekeepers and clerks, incidentals, home and
field office expense, and vehicle expense directly related to the Project, and all
other direct Project expenses not included in the CONTRACTOR’s materials,
direct labor, and equipment costs.

The allowance for Overhead and Profit shall be limited to the following schedule:
1. For the CONTRACTOR, for any work performed by the
CONTRACTOR’s own forces, 10% of the Subtotal of Costs to the
CONTRACTOR.

2. For the CONTRACTOR, for any work performed by his Subcontractor,
5% of the amount due the Subcontractor.

3. For each Subcontractor or Sub-subcontractor involved, for any work
performed by their own forces, 10% of their materials and direct labor
costs.

4, For each Subcontractor, for work performed by his Sub-subcontractor(s),

5% of the amount due the Sub-subcontractor.
For Change Orders the total cost or credit to the Owner shall be based on the following schedule:

CONTRACTOR’s Materials Cost

+ CONTRACTOR’s Direct Labor Costs

+ CONTRACTOR’s Equipment Costs (includes owned/rental equipment)
+ Applicable Subcontractor Costs

Subtotal of Costs to the CONTRACTOR

+ CONTRACTOR’s Overhead and Profit

Total Cost or Credit to the Owner

13(F) Nothing Contained in this Article shall be deemed to contradict or limit the terms of
Article 5(E) herein.

ARTICLE 14
DISCOVERING AND CORRECTING DEFECTIVE OR INCOMPLETE WORK

14(A) In the event that the CONTRACTOR covers, conceals or obscures its work in violation
of this Contract or in violation of an instruction from the City Engineer, such work shall be uncovered
and displayed for review by the City Engineer and/or its consultants upon request, and shall be reworked
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at no cost in time or money to the CITY;

14(B) if any of the work is covered, concealed or obscured in a manner not covered by
Subarticle 14(A) above, it shall, if directed by the City Engineer, be uncovered and displayed for the
City Engineer and/or its consultants. If the uncovered work conforms strictly to this Contract, the costs
incurred by the CONTRACTOR to uncover and subsequently, replace such work shall be done by the
CITY; otherwise, such costs shall be borne by the CONTRACTOR;

14(C) The CONTRACTOR shall, at no cost in time or money to the CITY, correct work
rejected by the City Engineer as defective or failing to conform to this Contract. Additionally, the
CONTRACTOR shall reimburse the CITY for all testing, review, inspections and other expenses
incurred as a result thereof;

14(D) In addition to its warranty obligations set forth elsewhere herein and any manufacturers’
warranties provided on the Project, and in addition to other remedies provided herein or by law to the
CITY, the CONTRACTOR shall be specifically obligated to promptly correct any and all defective or
nonconforming work, whether obvious or after-discovered, for a period of twelve (12) months following
Substantial Completion upon written direction from the City Engineer;

14(E) The City Engineer may, but shall in no event be required to, choose to accept defective or
nonconforming work. In such event, the Contract Price shall be reduced by the greater of (1) the
reasonable costs of removing and correcting the defective or nonconforming work plus 150% of costs,
or (2) the difference between the fair market value of the Project as constructed and the fair market value
of the Project had it not been constructed in such a manner as to include defective or nonconforming
work. If the remaining portion of the unpaid Contract Price, if any, is sufficient to compensate the CITY
for the acceptance of defective or nonconforming work, the CONTRACTOR shall, upon written demand
from the CITY, pay the CITY such remaining compensation for accepting defective or nonconforming
work. The CONTRACTOR shall have an opportunity to correct any defect or non-conformance prior to
the CITY taking the above actions. The contractor, upon written notice of any defect or non-
conformance, shall have ten (10) calendar days to make corrections, unless the City Engineer agrees that
the correction will require more than ten (10) calendar days to correct.

ARTICLE 15
CITY’S RIGHT TO SUSPEND CONTRACTOR’S PERFORMANCE

15(A) In addition to the CITY’s rights under Article 8 and elsewhere herein, the CITY shall
have the right at any time to direct the CONTRACTOR to suspend its performance, or any designated
part thereof when in the interests of the CITY. If any such suspension is directed by the CITY, the
CONTRACTOR shall immediately comply with same;

15(B) In the event the City Engineer directs a suspension of performance under this Article,
through no fault of the CONTRACTOR, if the suspension is lifted other than by termination, the CITY
shall pay the CONTRACTOR as full compensation for such suspension the CONTRACTOR’s ordinary
and reasonable costs, actually incurred and paid, of:
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(@8] demobilization and remobilization, including such justifiable costs paid to
subcontractors (cost categories and markups limited to those set forth in Article
14(E) above);

2 preserving and protecting work in place; and

€)) approved storage of materials or equipment purchased for the Project, including
insurance thereon;

(@))] substantiated extended field office overhead (no home office overhead).

15(C) The CITY may order suspension of the Work in whole or in part for such time as deemed
necessary because of the failure of the CONTRACTOR to comply with any of the requirements of this
Agreement, and the Agreement’s completion date shall not be extended on account of any such
suspension of Work.

When the City Engineer orders any suspension of the Work under this subarticle (C), the
CONTRACTOR shall not be entitled to any payment for Work which the CONTRACTOR performs
after notice of suspension and/or during the suspension period and shall not be entitled to any costs or
damages resulting from such suspension.

15(D) The CITY’s rights under this Article shall be in addition to those contained elsewhere
herein or provided by law.

ARTICLE 16
TERMINATION BY THE CITY

The CITY may terminate this Contract in accordance with the following terms and conditions:

16(A) Termination for Convenience. The CITY may, when in the interests of the CITY,
terminate performance under this Contract by the CONTRACTOR, in whole or in part, for the
convenience of the CITY. The CITY shall give written notice of such termination to the
CONTRACTOR specifying when termination becomes effective. The CONTRACTOR shall incur no
further obligations in connection with the work so terminated, other than warranties and guarantees for
completed work and installed equipment, and the CONTRACTOR shall stop work when such
termination becomes effective. The CONTRACTOR shall also terminate outstanding orders and
subcontracts for the affected work. The CONTRACTOR shall settle the liabilities and claims arising out
of the termination of subcontracts and orders. The CITY may direct the CONTRACTOR to assign the
CONTRACTORs right, title, and interest under termination orders or subcontracts to the CITY or its
designee. The CONTRACTOR shall transfer title and deliver to the CITY such completed or partially
completed work and materials, equipment, parts, fixtures, information, and contract rights as the
CONTRACTOR has in their possession or control. When terminated for convenience, the
CONTRACTOR shall be compensated as follows:

16(A)(D) The CONTRACTOR shall submit a termination claim to the CITY specifying the
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amounts due because of the termination for convenience together with costs, pricing or other data
required by the CITY. If the CONTRACTOR fails to file a termination claim within one (1) year from
the effective date of termination, the CITY shall pay the CONTRACTOR, an amount derived in
accordance with Subarticle (3) below;

16(A)(2) The CITY and the CONTRACTOR may agree to the compensation, if any, due to
the CONTRACTOR hereunder;

16(A)(3) Absent agreement to the amount due to the CONTRACTOR, the CITY shall pay
the CONTRACTOR the following amounts:

(c) Contract costs for labor, materials, equipment and other services accepted
under this Contract;

(d) Reasonable costs incurred in preparing to perform and in performing the
terminated portion of the work, and in terminating the CONTRACTOR’s
performance, plus a fair and reasonable allowance for direct job site
overhead and earned profit thereon (such profit shall not include
anticipated profit or consequential damages); provided however, that if it
reasonably appears that the CONTRACTOR would have not profited or
would have sustained a loss if the entire Contract would have been
completed, no profit shall be allowed or included and the amount of
compensation shall be reduced to reflect the anticipated rate of loss, if any;

(e) Reasonable costs of settling and paying claims arising out of the
termination of subcontracts or orders pursuant to Subarticle (A) of this
Article (if contingent assignment of such contracts has not been elected as
provided herein). These costs shall not include amounts paid in accordance
with other provisions hereof.  This clause is subject to and the
CONTRACTOR shall be limited by the CITY’s right to direct the
replacement of subcontractors under Article 12 (A).

The total sum to be paid the CONTRACTOR under this Subarticle 16(A)
shall not exceed the total contract amount, as properly adjusted, reduced
by the amount of payments otherwise made, and shall in no event include
duplication of payment.

16(B) Termination for Cause. If the CONTRACTOR does not perform the work, or any part
thereof, in a timely manner, supply adequate labor, supervisory personnel or proper equipment or
materials, or if it fails to timely discharge its obligations for labor, equipment and materials, or proceeds
to disobey applicable law, or otherwise commits a violation of a material provision of this Contract, then
the CITY, in addition to any other rights it may have against the CONTRACTOR or others, may
terminate the performance of the CONTRACTOR, in whole or in part at the CITY’s sole option, and
assume possession of the Project site and of all materials and equipment at the site and may complete the
work.
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In such case, the CONTRACTOR shall not be paid further until the work is complete. After
Completion has been achieved, if any portion of the contract price, as it may be modified hereunder,
remains after the cost to the CITY of completing the work, including all costs and expenses of every
nature incurred, has been deducted by the CITY, such remainder shall belong to the CONTRACTOR.
Otherwise, the CONTRACTOR shall pay and make whole the CITY for such cost. This obligation for
payment shall survive the termination of the Contract.

In the event the employment of the CONTRACTOR is terminated by the CITY for cause
pursuant to this Subarticle 16(B) and it is subsequently determined by a Court of competent jurisdiction
that such termination was without cause, such termination shall thereupon be deemed a Termination for
Convenience under Subarticle 16(A) and the provisions of Subarticle 16(A) shall apply.

16(C) Termination for Non-Appropriation. The CITY may also terminate this Contract, in
whole or in part, for non-appropriation of sufficient funds to complete or partially complete the Project,
regardless of the source of such funds, and such termination shall be on the terms of Subarticle 16(A).

16(D) The CITY’s rights under this Article shall be in addition to those contained elsewhere
herein or provided by law.

ARTICLE 17
INSURANCE

17(A) CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for all damage to person and or property resulting
from its negligent acts, reckless or intentional misconduct, errors or omissions or those of their
subcontractors, agents or employees in connection with such services and shall be responsible for all
parts of its work, both temporary and permanent.

17(A)(1) Evidence of Insurance

CONTRACTOR shall, at its own expense, procure and maintain throughout the term of this Contract,
with insurers acceptable to the CITY, the types and amounts of insurance conforming to the minimum
requirements set forth herein. CONTRACTOR shall not commence work until the required insurance is
in force and evidence of insurance acceptable to the CITY has been provided to, and approved by, the
CITY. The CITY at all times reserves the right to request such additional documentation and evidence
of insurance as in its sole discretion it may require and the CONTRACTOR hereby agrees to provide
same.

With respect to the Workers' Compensation/Employer’s Liability Insurance, and Business Auto Liability
Insurance, an appropriate Certificate of Insurance (which identifies the project), and signed by an
authorized representative of the insurer(s) shall be satisfactory evidence of insurance. With respect to
the Commercial General Liability, Watercraft Liability and Pollution Liability Insurance an appropriate
Certificate of Insurance (which identifies the project) signed by an authorized representative of the
insurer, and copies of the actual additional insured as issued or included in the policy(ies), shall be
satisfactory evidence of such insurance.

To the extent CONTRACTOR is permitted to and elects to sub-contract any of the work performed
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under this Agreement, CONTRACTOR shall require Subcontractors to maintain any and all insurance
required by law. Except to the extent required by law, or as otherwise specifically provided by this
Agreement, this Agreement does not establish minimum insurance requirements for Subcontractors.
Such insurance required of Subcontractors shall be at the sole discretion of CONTRACTOR.

CONTRACTOR shall provide CITY with renewal or replacement evidence of the insurance no less than
five (5) days before the expiration or termination of the insurance for which previous evidence of
insurance has been provided.

Notwithstanding the prior submission of a Certificate of Insurance, copies of endorsements, or other
evidence initially acceptable to CITY, if requested by CITY, CONTRACTOR shall, within thirty (30)
days after receipt of a written request from CITY, provide CITY with a certified copy or certified copies
of the policy or policies providing the coverage required by this Article 17. CONTRACTOR may redact
or omit, or cause to be redacted or omitted, those provisions of the policy or policies which are not
relevant to the insurance required by Article 17.

17(A)(2) Workers” Compensation/Employer’s Liability Insurance.

Such insurance shall be no more restrictive than that provided by the latest edition of the
standard Workers’ Compensation Policy, as filed for use in Florida by the National Council on
Compensation Insurance (NCCI), without any restrictive endorsements other than any endorsements
required by NCCI or the State of Florida. In addition to coverage for the Florida Workers’
Compensation Act, the policy shall be endorsed to include NCCI Endorsements WC 00 01 06A,
“Longshore and Harbor Workers” Compensation Act Coverage Endorsement” and WC 00 02 01A,
“Maritime Coverage Endorsement” or their equivalent.

The policy must be endorsed to waive the insurer’s right to subrogate against CITY, and its members,
officials, officers and employees in the manner which would result from the attachment of the NCCI
Waiver Of Our Right To Recover From Others Endorsement (Advisory Form WC 00 03 13) with CITY,
and its officials, officers and employees scheduled thereon or a blanket endorsement providing the
waiver in the same manner as outlined in the Advisory Form WC 00 03 13

The minimum amount of coverage (inclusive of any amount provided by an umbrella or excess policy)
shall be:

Part One: “Statutory”

Part Two: $2,000,000 Each Accident
$2,000,000 Disease - Policy Limit
$2,000,000 Disease - Each Employee

17(A)(3) Marine General Liability Insurance.

Such insurance shall be substantially equivalent to that provided by the latest edition of the
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standard Commercial General Liability Form (Form CG 00 01) as filed for use in the State of Florida by
the Insurance Services Office (ISO) and accepted by the CITY.

CITY and its officials, officers and employees shall be included as an “Additional Insured” on a form no
more restrictive than 1SO form CG 20 10 (Additional Insured — Owners, Lessees, or Contractor).

The policy must be endorsed to provide CITY with 30 days notice of cancellation.

The limits are to be applicable only to work performed under this contract and shall be those that would
be provided with the attachment of the Amendment of Limits of Insurance (Designated Project or
Premises) endorsement (ISO Form CG 25 01) to a Commercial General Liability Policy, or a
substantially equivalent form accepted by the CITY, with the following minimum limits:

General Aggregate $2,000,000
Products/Completed Operations Aggregate $2,000,000
Personal and Advertising Injury $2,000,000
Each Occurrence $2,000,000

CONTRACTOR shall continue to maintain products/completed operations coverage in the amounts
stated above for a period of three (3) years after the final completion of the Work. The insurance shall
be on a form acceptable to the CITY, and shall cover those sources of liability which would be covered
by Coverage A of, the latest occurrence form edition of the Commercial General Liability Coverage
Form (ISO Form CG 00 01), or of the occurrence Products/Completed Operations Liability Coverage
Form (ISO Form CG 00 37), as filed for use in the State of Florida by 1SO, without any restrictive
endorsements other than those than those which, under an ISO filing, must be attached to the policy (i.e.,
mandatory endorsements).

17(A)(4) Automobile Liability Insurance.

Such insurance shall be no more restrictive than that provided by Section Il (Liability Coverage)
of the most recent version of the standard Business Auto Policy (ISO Form CA 00 01), including
coverage for liability contractually assumed, and shall cover all owned, non-owned, and hired autos used
in connection with the performance of the Work.

Such insurance shall not be subject to any aggregate limit and the minimum limits (inclusive of any
amounts provided by an umbrella or excess policy) shall be:

Each Occurrence Bodily Injury and
Property Damage Liability Combined $2,000,000

17(A)(5) Watercraft Liability

To the extent watercraft are utilized, the CONTRACTOR shall purchase and maintain, or cause
its subcontractors to purchase and maintain, insurance which shall, at a minimum, cover the
CONTRACTOR and subcontractor for injuries or damage arising out of the use of all owned, non-
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owned and hired watercraft.
The insurance shall include the CITY and its officials, officers and employees as additional insureds.

The limits applicable to watercraft liability (inclusive of any amounts provided by an umbrella or excess
policy) shall be:

Each Occurrence/Annual Aggregate $5,000,000

17(A)(6)  Pollution Legal Liability

Such insurance shall cover CONTRACTOR for liability resulting from pollution or other
environmental impairment arising out of, or in connection with, work performed under this Agreement,
or which arises out of, or in connection with this Agreement, including coverage for clean-up of
pollution conditions and third party bodily injury and property damage claims arising from pollution
conditions. Such insurance shall also include transportation coverage and non-owned disposal site
coverage.

Coverage must either be on an occurrence basis; or, if on a claims-made basis, the coverage must
respond to all claims reported within three years following the period for which coverage is required and
which would have been covered had the coverage been on an occurrence basis. Such condition can be
met through the subsequent renewals for the required policy period.

The minimum limits (inclusive of any amounts provided by an umbrella or excess policy) shall be:

Each Claim $3,000,000
Annual Aggregate $3,000,000

The CITY and the CITY’s officials, officers, and employees shall be included as an “Additional
Insureds” on the policy.

Unless otherwise authorized by the CITY, the Maximum permissible deductible or self-insured retention
on the policy shall be $75,000 per claim. The payment of any amount owed under any deductible or
self-insured shall be the sole responsibility of CONTRACTOR and CONTRACTOR shall pay on behalf
of the CITY or CITY’s officials, officers, agents and employees any deductible or self-insured retention
applicable to a claim against the CITY or the CITY’s officials, officers, agents and employees.

17(A)(7) General Conditions

The insurance provided by the CONTRACTOR shall apply on a primary basis to and shall not
require contribution from, any other insurance or self-insurance maintained by CITY or CITY’s
members, officials, officers or employees. Any insurance, or self-insurance, maintained by the CITY
shall be in excess of, and shall not contribute with, the insurance provided by CONTRACTOR.
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Except as otherwise specifically authorized in writing by the CITY, no deductible or self-insured
retention for any required insurance provided by CONTRACTOR pursuant to this Agreement will be
allowed. To the extent any required insurance is subject to any deductible or self-insured retention
(whether with or without approval of CITY), CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for paying on behalf
of CITY (and any other person or organization CONTRACTOR has, in this Agreement, agreed to
include as an insured for the required insurance) any such deductible or self-insured retention.

Compliance with these insurance requirements shall not limit the liability of CONTRACTOR, its
subcontractors, sub-subcontractors, employees or agents. Any remedy provided to the CITY or CITY’s
members, officials, officers or employees by the insurance provided by CONTRACTOR or the CITY
shall be in addition to and not in lieu of any other remedy (including, but not limited to, as an indemnitee
of CONTRACTOR) available to the CITY under this Contract or otherwise.

Neither approval nor failure to disapprove insurance furnished by CONTRACTOR shall relieve
CONTRACTOR from the responsibility to provide insurance as required by this Contract.

17(A)(8) CONTRACTOR shall deliver to CITY the required certificate(s) of insurance
before CITY signs this Agreement.

17(A)(9) In the event CONTRACTOR fails to place or allows any required insurance to
lapse, CITY may obtain or renew CONTRACTOR insurance, and CITY may pay all or part of the
premiums. Upon demand, CONTRACTOR shall repay CITY all monies paid to obtain or renew the
insurance. CITY may offset the cost of the premium against any monies due CONTRACTOR from
CITY. CONTRACTOR'’s failure to obtain, pay for, maintain any required insurance shall constitute a
material breach upon which the CITY may immediately terminate or suspend this agreement.

17(A)(10) CONTRACTOR shall not begin work until, CONTRACTOR delivers to the CITY, a
written statement, acceptable to the CITY, from CONTRATOR’s insurance agent stating that the
insurance agent will provide prior written notice to the CITY of cancellation, termination or nonrenewal
of any insurance required under by this ARTICLE 17. The written statement will be signed by an
authorized representative of the insurance agent with the appropriate authority to make such
commitment on behalf of such agent. Such notice to CITY shall be provided within (five) 5 days of the
agent receiving knowledge of any such pending cancellation, termination or nonrenewal. Further, in the
same written statement, the agent shall agree to notify the CITY, in writing if they cease to become the
agent of record for any insurance policies required by Article 17.

ARTICLE 18
PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BONDS

€)] BONDS REQUIRED: Prior to issuance of the Notice of Commencement,
CONTRACTOR shall provide CITY with a Common Law Performance Bond and a Statutory Payment
Bond meeting the standards specified herein, on the forms provided by the CITY, and attached hereto,
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with a Power of Attorney Affidavit, each in an amount not less than the Contract price. Within fifteen
days after receipt of the Contract, CONTRACTOR shall record in the public records of the county
where the improvement is located, the statutory payment bond and common law performance bond as
required in Section 255.05(a) Florida Statues. CONTRACTOR shall provide the CITY with a true copy
of the recorded bond(s) as evidence of such recording.

(b) SURETY’S QUALIFICATIONS: All bonds required under this Contract, including, but
not by way of limitation, any Bid Bond, Common Law Performance Bond or Statutory Payment Bond,
shall be written through a reputable and responsible surety bond agency licensed to do business in the
State of Florida and with a surety which holds a certificate of authority authorizing it to write surety
bonds in Florida meeting the following requirements:

(¢D)] Ratings by A.M. Best

The surety company or corporation shall have minimum ratings by The A.M. Best Company of A- or
better with a Financial Size Category of “V” or larger.

2 Circular 570

In addition to meeting the requirements of paragraph (1) above, the surety shall also comply with the
Circular 570 requirements as set forth in this paragraph (2). The surety shall maintain a current
certificate of authority as an acceptable surety on Federal Bonds in accordance with U.S. Department of
Treasury Circular 570, current revision. If the amount of the bond exceeds the underwriting limitations
set forth in the Circular, in order to qualify, the net retention of the surety company shall not exceed the
underwriting limitation in the Circular and the excess risk must be protected by co-insurance,
reinsurance, or other methods in accordance with Treasury Circular 297, revised September 1, 1978 (3)
CFR Section 223.10 - Section 223.111. Further the surety company shall provide the CITY with
evidence satisfactory to the CITY, that such excess risk has been protected in an acceptable manner.

() ADDITIONAL OR REPLACEMENT BOND: It is further mutually agreed between the
parties hereto that if, at any time, the CITY shall deem the surety or sureties upon any bond to be
unsatisfactory, or if for any reason, such bond (because of increases in the work or otherwise) ceases to
be adequate, the CONTRACTOR shall, at their expense within five (5) days after the receipt of notice
from the CITY to do so, furnish an additional or replacement bond or bonds in such form, amount, and
with such surety or sureties as shall be satisfactory to the CITY. In such event, no further payments to
the CONTRACTOR shall be deemed to be due under this Contract until such new or additional security
for the faithful performance of the work shall be furnished in manner and form satisfactory to the CITY.

(d) CO-SURETIES:  Subject to the following requirements, the bonds required by this
Contract may be provided by more than one surety

(D) At least one of the co-sureties shall meet the requirements of Paragraph (b) for the
full amount of the bond; and

2 Each surety shall be jointly and several liable for the full amount of the bond
required.
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(e) FLORIDA AGENT: The surety company shall have a Florida agent whose name shall be
listed in the prescribed space on the forms provided by the CITY for all bonds required by the CITY.

ARTICLE 19
PROJECT RECORDS

All documents relating in any manner whatsoever to the Project, or any designated portion
thereof, which are in the possession of the CONTRACTOR, or any subcontractor of the
CONTRACTOR, shall be made available to the CITY and/or their consultants for inspection and
copying upon written request by the CITY. Furthermore, said documents shall be made available, upon
request by the CITY, to any state, federal or other regulatory authority and any such authority may
review, inspect and copy such records. Said records include, but are not limited to, all drawings, CAD
files, electronic files, survey data, plans, specifications, submittals, correspondence, minutes,
memoranda, tape recordings, videos, or other writings or things which document the Project, its design,
and its construction. Said records expressly include those documents reflecting the cost of construction
to the CONTRACTOR. The CONTRACTOR shall maintain and protect these documents for no less
than three (3) years after Completion of the Project, or for any longer period of time as may be required
by law or good construction practice. The CONTRACTOR further agrees to include these provisions in
any subcontracts issued by him in connection with this Agreement.

ARTICLE 20
APPLICABLE LAW

The laws of the State of Florida shall govern this Agreement. In any litigation arising under this
Agreement, the parties agree to a waiver of the right to a trial before a jury, and all such litigation shall
be litigated only in a non-jury hearing in St. Lucie County, Florida.

ARTICLE 21
SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

Each party binds itself, its successors, assigns, executors, administrators, or other representatives
to the other party hereto and to successors, assigns, executors, administrators, or other representatives of
such other party in connection with all terms and conditions of this Contract. The CONTRACTOR shall
not assign this Contract without prior written consent of the CITY.

ARTICLE 22
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

22(A) Compliance By CONTRACTOR: Nondiscrimination

CONTRACTOR shall comply with all Federal, State and local laws, ordinances, rules
and regulations of any authorities throughout the duration of this Agreement. The CONTRACTOR
shall be responsible for compliance with any such law, ordinance, rule or regulation, and shall hold
CITY harmless and indemnify same in the event of non-compliance. CONTRACTOR agrees to abide
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by the requirements under Federal Executive Order Number 11246, as amended, including specifically
the provisions of the equal opportunity clause.

22(B) Drug-Free Workplace

CONTRACTOR shall comply with Florida Drug-free Workplace Act, P.S. 287.087. 22.

22(C) State and Local Taxes

Contract prices shall include all applicable state and local taxes.

CONTRACTOR shall indemnify and hold harmless the CITY for any loss, cost or expense
incurred by, levied upon or billed to the CITY as a result of a CONTRACTOR’s failure to pay any tax
of any type due in connection with this Agreement. CONTRACTOR shall ensure that the above sections
are include in all subcontracts and sub-subcontracts, and shall ensure withholding on out of state sub and
sub-subcontractors to which withholding is applicable.

22(D) Gratuities and Kickbacks

Gratuities. It shall be unethical for any person to offer, give or agree to give any employee or
former employee, or for any employee or former employee to solicit, demand, accept, or agree to accept
from another person a gratuity or an offer of employment in connection with any decision, approval,
disapproval, recommendation, preparation or any part of a program requirement or a purchase request,
influencing the content of any specification or procurement standard, rendering of advice, investigation,
auditing, or in any other advisory capacity in any proceeding or application, request for ruling,
determination, claim or controversy, or other particular matter pertaining to any program requirement of
a contract or subcontract, or to any solicitation or proposal therefore.

Kickbacks. It shall be unethical for any payment, gratuity, or offer of employment to be made by
or on behalf of a subcontractor under a contract to the prime contractor, or to hire any subcontractor or
any person associated therewith, as an inducement for the award of a subcontract or order.

22(E) Any and all notices required to be sent under this Contract or otherwise shall be sent to
the following:

CITY: CONTRACTOR:

John R. Andrews, P.E., City Engineer Kevin Thompson, Vice President

City of Fort Pierce Florida Floats dba Bellingham Marine
P.O. Box 1480 1813 Dennis Street

Fort Pierce, FL 34954-1480 Jacksonville, FL 32204

Phone: 772-460-2200, x143 Phone: 904-358-3362 D904-380-3271
Fax: 772-460-6847 Fax:
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ARTICLE 23
ENTIRE AGREEMENT

Any modification to this Agreement must be supported by an additional, articulated
consideration, and must either be in writing, executed by the parties hereto, or, if made orally, should be
confirmed in writing, which writing should state the consideration which supports the modification.
Failure to confirm an oral modification in writing shall constitute a waiver of any claim for additional
compensation with regard to the oral modification. Nothing in this Article shall be construed to limit the
CITY’s authority to issue changes set forth in Article 13 herein.

ARTICLE 24
SEVERABILITY

If any term or condition of this contract or the application thereof to any person(s) or
circumstances is held invalid, this invalidity shall not affect other terms, conditions or applications
which can be given effect without the invalid term, condition, or application. To this end, the terms and
conditions of this contract are agreed to be severable.

ARTICLE 25
WAIVER

Waiver of any breach of any term or condition of this contract shall not be deemed a waiver of
any prior or subsequent breach, and shall not entitle any party hereto to any subsequent waiver of any
terms hereunder. No term or condition of this contract shall be held to be waived, modified or deleted
except by an instrument, in writing, signed by the parties hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement under their several seals
the day and year first written above.

WITNESSETH: CONTRACTOR:
Print name By:

Title:
Signature

Federal Tax ID. No.
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Print name

Signature
ATTEST: CITY OF FORT PIERCE
Linda Cox, City Clerk Linda Hudson, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CORRECTNESS:

Robert V. Schwerer, Esquire, City Attorney
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Florida 1813 Dennis St. (904) 358-3362

Floats, Inc. Jacksonville, FL 32204 FAX (904) 354-4814
dba Bellingham Marine www.bellingham-marine.com
Bellingham
The World's Most Comprehensive
Maring Builder

January 13, 2014

Edward M. Seissiger

Engineering Project Coordinator
City of Fort Pierce

PO Box 1480

Fort Pierce, FL 34954-1480
ESeissiger@City-FtPierce.Com

Re:

Ft. Pierce City Marina- RFP No. 2013-021

Dear Mr. Seissiger:

Per our meeting on Monday December 30, 2013, | have reviewed and made the
corrections listed below in items 1-7.

Additional Handrail at the southernmost jetty of approximately 180 linear feet
of rail per (Attachment A.1 & A.2). The cost for the 36 tall line rail with no LED
lighting and 304 SS wall mounting brackets is $195.00 per linear foot. The
approximate total for this scope

Removal and reinstallation of marina sidewalk from A Dock to C Dock
(Attachment B). The side walk will be removed and the reinstallation of 4”
2500 o 1] $91,070.05

w

T =N loicnlali ool
I

'L ted25ea (Atl.abl ment C) 6;583-06
Delete Item S AAALACITIIrIcTIit O e e y .

4

The schedule has been revised to reflect the execution of the contract on
January 22, 2014. | have broken out the docks to sequence L Dock start then
moving to A Dock. (Attachment D)

Electrical Metering Monitoring... . e .. $62,000.00
The above amount is for addltlonal meterlng of the marina equment The
current design incorporates fault monitoring of the primary feeds. The
International Intelligent Metering kWH sub meters quoted for Ft. Pierce City


eseissiger
Line

eseissiger
Text Box
Delete Item


Marina has been priced to include the KHZ series and KHG series technology
which incorporate a revolutionary new design in metering capabillity. The KHG
option includes the patent-pending Ground Fault Monitor which detects
dangerous ground current leakage events at the individual boat slip. The KHG
option is also equipped with DIP switches which allow the user to select
between four levels of sensitivity: 25mA, 50mA, 75mA, or 100mA. The KHZ
option includes the patent-pending on-board remote- reading wireless
NuCore system which wirelessly communicates kWH readings and Ground
Fault Events to the central base station and office PC with NuCore software
for data interpretation and billing. These options require no extra hardware or
third party and will be commissioned on-site by our own technical staff.

6. Attenuation-Per the RFP and subsequent bid documentation the bidder was
to establish the wave climate and criteria for the design of the floating dock
system in the basin and to attenuate to within the tolerances of good in the”
Table 2-5 Generalized Harbor Tranquility Goals”. A review of our submitted
calculations and the design of the floating dock system has confirmed our
design meets the criteria as identified in “Table 2-5 Generalized Harbor
Tranquility Goals” (Attachment E). To maximize the attenuation characteristics
of the floating docks at the width limits set on the bid documents we could
exceed our proposed bid goal by increasing the draft of the floats to 48 for
the amount Of ... $194,914.00

7. Walkway pile- During our review of the drawings for the marina on December
30, 2013, we were reviewing the original bid drawing for the 20” steel pile.
Attachment C reflects the revised bid drawing for the project containing 105
total Steel piles. The revised drawing shows pile along the main walkways and
is per the below reference base bid Alternate #2.

BasSe Bid. ... ..o $10,989,991.70
ADOVE tEMS 1-7 .. i .3 389,667.05

Base Bid Alternate no. 2 Steel Pile deducts.................cccooveiennnes $ -(379,658.75)
Revised Projecttotal.............oooiiiiii i, $11,000,600-00-

$10,993,417.00

Respectfully, —

/

Kevin ThOmpson
General Manager
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CITY MARINA RECONSTRUCTION
PHASE II-CITY MARINA REBUILD DOCKS
SITE CONCEPT PLAN
ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA

Sheet Reference:

C-103

Sheet 6 of 12

1 [ 2 |
NOTES:
1. SEE SHEET G-002 FOR GENERAL NOTES, ABBREVIATIONS AND DESIGN WIND SPEED
INFORMATION.
LEGEND:
2. THE OUTER MARINA HAS A TOTAL OF 137 SLIPS CONSISTING OF 98 SLIPS AT THE
SOUTHERN DOCKS AND 39 SLIPS AT THE NORTHERN DOCKS.
MOORING PILE
3. STRUCTURAL PILES ARE NOT SHOWN. FINAL PLACEMENT, DIMENSIONS AND DETAILS
SHALL BE DETERMINED BY CONTRACTOR DESIGN AND INCLUDED IN THE ISSUED FOR [B] SEWAGE PUMP—OUT EQUIPMENT OR SERVICE
D CONSTRUCTION SET, FOR THE SPECIFIC DOCK FLOATING SYSTEM AND PROJECT LOADS POINT.
REQUIREMENTS. W
WASTE RECEPTACLES
4. GARBAGE AND RECYCLING RECEPTACLES SHALL BE PLACED ALONG THE SIDES AT THE @
LOCATIONS SHOWN, SECURED WITH CAGE TYPE FRAMED STRUCTURE, SIMILAR TO SLIP NUMBER
HANDRAIL AESTHETIC APPEARANCE AND-WITH MINIMUM INTERFERENCE TO THE PIERS AND 0
DOCKS PATHWAY. FLOATING WAVE ATTENUATOR
5. SEE SHEET E—101 FOR ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT. SEE SHEET F—101 FOR FIRE FLOATING DOCK e
PROTECTION SYSTEM AND FLOATING DOCK LADDERS AND SEE SHEET C—501 FOR OTHER J @
MARINA ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT DETAILS; CLEATS, DOCK BOXES, ETC. FLOATING FINGER PIER
6. THE AD.A. GANGWAYS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM OF 42 INCHES HEIGHT AND SURFACE FIXED PIER
SLOPE MAXIMUM OF 1:12 AND MEET ALL A.D.A. COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS.
GANGWAY
| 7. ACCESS GATE SUBJECT TO CONTRACTOR DESIGN SHALL INCLUDE A SELF LOCKING @
MECHANISM AND ALLOW ON FULL OPEN POSITION A CLEAR PATH OF 8 FEET WIDE RECYCLE RECEPTACLES
ENTRANCE. THE TYPE AND MATERIAL SHALL MATCH WITH THE ARCHITECTURAL AESTHETIC
OF THE HANDRAIL.
8. SEWAGE PUMPOUT LOCATIONS SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE. CONTRACTOR FINAL DESIGN
SHALL DETERMINE EXACT LOCATIONS. CENTRAL EQUIPMENT SHALL BE SANISAILOR MODEL
CVX400D OR APPROVED EQUAL, WITH TWO PUMPS SERVICING DOCK "A” AND DOCK "B"
& DOCK "C" SEPARATELY CONNECTED WITH A MANIFOLD ARRANGEMENT TO SWITCH
BETWEEN PUMPS FOR MAINTENANCE. 5
9. FIXED ACCESS PIERS ARE PRECAST DOUBLE TEE DECK SUPERSTRUCTURE AND PRECAST
c PILES WITH CAST IN PLACE BEAM SUBSTRUCTURE, SUBJECT TO CONTRACTOR FINAL | —_—
DESIGN FOR SPACING AND MEMBER DIMENSIONS. [
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Attachment D, January 13, 2014

2014

2015

A”gt Description ODTI? Fl;el,lnl:] E?;P{ 'Elﬁrlsyh JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB q
30 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 03 10 17 24 31 07 14 21 28 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23 30 07 14 21 28 04 11 18 25 01 08 15 22 29 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 01 08 15 22 29 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23
Contract & Permitting
0003 |Execute Contract 13 0|06JAN14 A |22JAN14 A Tte Contract
0010 |Dock Shop Drawings & Submittals 10| 10|22JAN14 A |04FEB14 Dock Shop Drawings & Submittals
0020 | Owner Review of Dock Shop Drawings 3 3|05FEB14 |07FEB14 B Owner Review of Dock Shop Drawings
0030 |Revise Drawings as required 5 5/10FEB14 |14FEB14 Il Revise Drawings as required
0040 |Issue Final Dock Sign and Seal Drawings 5 5|17FEB14 |21FEB14 I [ssue Final Dock Sign and Seal Drawings
0050 |Owner Final Approval of Dock Drawings and Calc 2 2|24FEB14 |25FEB14 B Owner Final Approval of Dock Drawings and Calc
0060 |Issue Dock Construction Drawings 3 3|19MAR14 |21MAR14 H Issue Dock Construction Drawings
0070 |Complete Submittal and Design Package 30 30|05FEB14 18MAR14 | Complete Submittal and Design Package
Project Manufacturing
1000 |Dock Production Drawings 5 5|26FEB14 |04MAR14 I Dock Production Drawings
1010 |Fabrication Material Procurement 60| 60/05MAR14 |[28MAY14 \ | Fabrication Material Procurement
1020 |Dock Fabrication 89 89|05MAR14 |09JUL14 \ I Dock Fabrication
1030 |Timber Fabrication 15 15|02APR14 22APR14 T Timber Fabrication
1040 |Weldments Fabrication 30| 30|02APR14 |13MAY14 I \Veldments Fabrication
1050 |Gangway Fabrication 10 10|29MAY14 |11JUN14 T Gangway Fabrication
1060 | Order Electrical Equipment 40| 40|26FEB14 |22APR14 \ | Order Electrical Equipment
1070 | Order Plumbing Equipment 40| 40|26FEB14 |22APR14 \ | Order Plumbing Equipment
1080 |Order Handrail 40| 40|24MAR14 |16MAY14 | Order Handrail
Project Shipping and Subassembly
2000 |Project Sub assembly 60| 60/07MAY14 |31JUL14 — Project Sub assembly
2010 |Project Dock Shipping 70| 70|21MAY14 |28AUG14 e Project Dock Shipping
2020 |Project equipment & Accessory Shipment 60 60|29MAY14 |21AUG14 \ | Project equipment & Accessory Shipment
Project Mobilization & Installation
3000 |Bellingham Mobilization to site 1 1/29MAY14 |29MAY14 1 Bellingham Mobilization to site
3010 Installation of Dock 130 130|30MAY14 03DEC14 I [ nstallation of Dock
3011 |Dock L Structural Installation 12 12|06JUN14 23JUN14 I Dock L Structural Installation
3013 | Dock A Structural Installation 20 20|18JUL14 14AUG14 [T Dock A Structural Installation
3015 |Dock B Structural Installation 7 7|03SEP14 |[11SEP14 I Dock B Structural Installation
3017 |Dock C Structural Installation 7 7/060CT14 |140CT14 0 Dock C Structural Installation
3020 Pile Driving 95 95/06JUN14 200CT14 I — Pile Driving
3021 |L Dock Test Pile 3 3|18JUN14 20JUN14 E L Dock Test Pile
3022 |L Dock Pile 9 9/23JUN14 03JUL14 I L Dock Pile
3023 | A Dock Test Pile 3 3|15JUL14 17JuL14 E A Dock Test Pile
3024 |ADock Pile 16 16|22JUL14 12AUG14 [ A Dock Pile
3025 |B Dock Teast Pile 3 3|28AUG14 |02SEP14 I B Dock Teast Pile
3026 |B Dock Pile 9 9|03SEP14 15SEP14 [ B Dock Pile
3027 |C Dock Test Pile 3 3/010CT14 |030CT14 E C Dock Test Pile
3028 |C Dock Pile 9 9/080CT14 |200CT14 [ C Dock Pile
3030 |Mooring Pile 40 40/210CT14 |17DEC14 \ I Mooring Pile
3031 | L Dock Morning Pile 6 6/07JUL14 14JUL14 I L Dock Morning Pile
3040 |Unknown Storm 1 5 5/16JUN14 * |20JUN14 B Unknown Storm 1
3050 |Unknown Storm 2 5/14JUL14* |18JUL14 8 Unknown Storm 2
Start date 09JAN14 I Early bar
Finish date 18FEB15
Data date 22JAN14 Be"in ham I Progress bar
Run date 13JAN14 g , ) , .
Page number 1A City of Ft. Pierce Marina I Critical bar
® 1/10/14 d
V2.0 Nﬁi‘ﬁﬁﬂ —— Summary bar

© Primavera Systems, Inc.
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Description

ct Close-Out

Orig Rem

Dur

3060 |Unknown Storm 3 5
3070 |Plumbing Installation 100
3080 |Electrical Installation 150
3090 |Fixed Access piers 20
3092 |L Dock Access Pier 13
3095 |B Dock Access Pier 11
3097 |C Dock Access Pier 11
3100 |Fixed Timber Observation Deck 20
3110 |Handrail installation 30

Additional Handrail along Marina Square 15

Dur

(&)]

100
150
20
13
11
11
20
30
15

Early
Start

04AUG14 *
07JUL14
24JUN14
20JUN14
30MAY14
13AUG14
16SEP14
07JUL14
21JUL14
02SEP14

Early

Finish
08AUG14
24NOV14
28JAN15
18JUL14
17JUN14
27AUG14
30SEP14
01AUG14
29AUG14
22SEP14

4000 |Tune and Tighten 10 10(04DEC14 |17DEC14
4010 |Plumbing Final 1 1/30JAN15 30JAN15
4020 |Electrical Final 1 1|29JAN15 29JAN15
4030 | Structural Final 1 1|02FEB15 02FEB15
4040 | Substantial Completion 0 0 02FEB15
4050 |Owner Punch List Walk 3 3|03FEB15 O5FEB15
4060 |Bellingham Punch List Completion 10 10|04FEB15 17FEB15
4070 | Owner Final Approval of Installation 1 1|18FEB15 18FEB15

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

30 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 03 10 17 24 31 07 14 21 28 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23 30 07 14 21 28 04 11 18 25 01 08 15 22 29 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 01 08 15 22 29 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23

2014
JUN JUL

AUG SEP

I Unknown Storm 3

NOV

T Fixed Access piers

[ L Dock Access Pier

I B Dock Access Pier

I C Dock Access Pier
I Fixed Timber Observation Deck

I Handrail installation

DEC JAN

| Plumbing Installation
1 Eectrical Instal

[ Additional Handrail along Marina Square

I Tune and Tighten

2015

FEB :

1 Plumbing Fina
1 Electrical Final

I Structural Fin
¢ Substantial

B Owner Pun
IS Bellin
10wn

Start date 09JAN14
Finish date 18FEB15
Data date 22JAN14
Run date 13JAN14
Page number 2A
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Attachment E, January 13, 2014

l :+|ENGINEERINGGROUF'

306 Commercial Drive, Suite B
Savannah, Georgia 31406
(912) 201-1807
www.hk-engr.com

January 13, 2014

Mr. Kevin Thompson
Bellingham Marine
1813 Dennis Street
Jacksonville, FL 32204

RE: WAVE ATTENUATION PERFORMANCE DETERMINATION
Ft. Pierce City Marina Expansion
Fort Pierce, Florida
RFP No. 2013-021
H+K Proj. No. B1000.065

Dear Mr. Thompson,

Per your request, H+K Engineering Group (H+K) has evaluated the wave attenuation performance of
the proposed floating dock system for the Ft. Pierce City Marina Expansion located in Fort Pierce,
Florida. According to H+K'’s analysis, the proposed dock system as designed shall meet the “good”
wave climate as specified by the user in Addendum 2 dated June 13, 2013 The following letter
report summarizes our calculations and provides our recommendations.

Floating wave attenuators generally function based on the power transmission theory modified to
account for wave reflectivity and breadth of structure (ASCE, 2012). These systems attenuate or
“dampen” waves as opposed to absorbing or blocking waves. The amount of normal wave energy
reflected or transmitted at the breakwater is a function of the structure below the surface and the
width of the structure. Additionally the mass of the structure also dissipates the wave energy as the
wave attempts to the lift the structure. The following parameters were used to determine the
floating wave attenuation performance:

TABLE 1: Floating Wave Attenuator Performance Parameters

PARAMETER VALUE

Breadth of Float, B As shown in Table 2
Draft of Float, D As shown in Table 2
Water Depth, d 10 ft average

Local Wavelength, L 5.12 Tz; T = wave period
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Fort Pierce City Marina Expansion January 13, 2014

Analyzing the proposed system for a significant wave defined by Hs = 3.2 ft and T = 2.8 seconds, the
resultant wave attenuation performance is presented in the table below. According to the
predicted attenuation performance, the proposed floating dock system design shall attenuate waves
within the criteria for a “good” wave climate (ASCE, 2012). The predicted wave attenuation is
approximately 50% on average, which forecasts a wave condition at the berths of 1.6 ft for the
specified significant wave height and period.

TABLE 2: Floating Wave Attenuator Performance Results

OVERALL CONCRETE WAVE
FLOAT FLOAT FLOAT DEPTH | ATTENUATION
DOCK DIMENSION BREADTH / DRAFT PERFORMANCE
A-Dock 15’-6” 13’-0” 54” /34" 52%
T-Dock 12’-6” 10’-0” 54” /34" 46%

If increased wave attenuation performance is desired, the user is limited by float breadth due to
permit conditions and can only increase float draft to increase performance. The proposed floating
dock system float can be increased to a maximum depth of 60” with a draft of 48” for both the A-
Dock and T-dock. Using the same analysis as identified above, the maximum float attenuation
performance that can be achieved with a 48” freeboard is approximately 62 % and 57% for A-Dock
and T-dock, respectively. Although greater attenuation performance is achieved, the cost to increase
the float size to 60 inches is a dimensioning return with increased performance; and the proposed
system as designed already meets the user’s specified criteria. However if the user desires the
additional wave attenuation performance, please notify us and we will provide you with a revised
calculation report with new float depths.

Thank you for your time and commitment to making this project successful. We are very confident
that the proposed design meets the “good” wave climate as specified by the user. Please feel free to
contact me by phone or email at (912) 201-1807 or whuffman@hk-engr.com..

Sincerely,
8- N g

William J. Huffman, PE
Principal

2|Page



126 PLANNING AND DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR SMALL CRAFT HARBORS

Table 2-5. Generalized Harbor Tranquility Goals

Provisionally Recommended Criteria for a “Good” Wave Climate in Small Craft
Harbors®

Direction and

Peak Period Wave Event Wave Event Wave Event
of Design Exceeded Once in Exceeded Once a Exceeded Once
Harbor Wave 50 Years Year Each Week
Head seas These conditions  Less than 1-ft Less than 1-ft
<2 sec not likely to wave height wave height
occur during
this event
Head seas Less than 2-ft Less than 1-ft Less than 0.5-ft
between 2 wave height wave height wave height
and 6 sec
Head seas Less than 2-ft Less than 1-ft Less than 0.5-ft
>6 sec wave height or wave height wave height or
4-ft horizontal or 2-ft 1.5-ft
wave motion horizontal horizontal
wave motion motion
Oblique seas Less than Less than Less than
(2 -1.25sin8) (1 -0.5sin0) (0.5 — 0.25sin 0)
ft where 0 is ft where 0 is ft where 0 is
the wave angle the wave the wave angle
from head sea angle from from head sea
head sea
Beam seas The conditions Less than 1-ft Less than 1.0-ft
<2 sec not likely to wave height wave height
occur during
this event
Beam seas Less than 0.75-ft Less than 0.5-ft  Less than 0.25-ft
between 2 wave height wave height wave height
and 6 sec
Beam seas Less than 0.75-ft Less than 0.5-ft Less than 0.25-ft
>6 sec wave height or wave height wave height or
2-ft horizontal or 1-ft 0.75-ft
motion horizontal horizontal
motion motion

For criteria for an “excellent” wave climate, multiply by 0.75; for a “moderate”

wave climate, multiply by 1.25.
Source: Cox (2003)



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. c.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Melody Lane Fishing Pier Geotechnical/Survey Funding - Ref. PO No. 130445
Submitted For: John Andrews, City Engineer, Engineering

SUBJECT:

Approve Scope of Services and Cost Revision from Tetra Tech, Inc. of Stuart Florida for survey
data and geotechnical exploration services for the Melody Lane Fishing Pier project in an
amount not to exceed $29,500.

SUMMARY:

During the November 19, 2012 City Commission Meeting, the commission approved an
agreement with Tetra Tech, Inc. to provide design and permitting services for the proposed
Melody Lane Fishing Pier. However, this agreement did not include a budget for the
geotechnical services. This service is required in order for the consultant to complete the final
design.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

ALTERNATIVES:
Utilize one of the City's continuing service providers.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:

Tracy Telle, Engineering
Libby Woodruff, Urban Redevelopment

COORDINATED WITH:

Gloria Johnson, Finance Director
Tony Barnes, Director of Procurement

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N: N/A

Fiscal Year: N/A
Account: 104-9400-554-53-20
Amount: $29,500.00

FISCAL IMPACT:

The funding for this project is being made available from a Florida Inland Navigation

District (FIND) Grant. This grant is a 50-50 matching grant with the City allocating their 50%
from the Parks MSTU ($159,868) and the Park Impact Fees ($99,072) as indicated in
Resolution 12-17. The $29,500.00 will be funded from the Parks MSTU/Park Impact Fees
with 50% reimbursed by FIND.



Attachments

Tetra Tech Proposal - 013014

Tetra Tech Original Proposal
Resolution 12-17

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Purchasing Tony Barnes 02/06/2014 03:31 PM
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January 30, 2014

Tracy S. Telle

City of Fort Pierce
100 N. US Highway 1
Ft. Pierce, FL 34950

RE: Melody Lane Fishing Pier — Cost Revision
Dear Ms. Telle:

Tetra Tech’s proposed scope of work (SOW) and cost revision is based on the request for
proposal received from the City of Fort Pierce for the final design of the Melody Lane Fishing
Pier, proposed to be constructed within the Indian River Lagoon, Fort Pierce, Florida. The
SOW is broken down by tasks as outlined below. The final design will require additional
geotechnical evaluation and survey data.

Scope of Work

Task 1 — Survey Data

Survey data will include bathymetry in the area of the proposed pier and elevations of
components of the project along the existing bulkhead. Survey data will be provided in the
format necessary to incorporate into final design documents.

Task 2 — Geotechnical Evaluation
Obijective: Provide necessary data for the structural analysis of the pier.

Approach: A geotechnical investigation of the sediments to determine vertical and lateral load
capacities for piling systems in the fishing pier area. Assuming the bottom is composed of
medium to hard sand, no further testing will be required beyond the basic property tests. If silts
or clays underlie the sand veneer, these will be tested for bearing capacity and consolidation.

For budgeting purposes, the total number of 2 borings will be assumed. Each tested for basic soil
properties, bearing capacity and consolidation. Alternately, re-usable test piles may be driven
and field-tested for lateral loading capacity.

Deliverable: Geotechnical Investigation Report including sampling and analysis documentation,
results, conclusions and recommendations of design parameter values for the fishing pier.

Summary of Costs and Schedule

Tetra Tech is confident that we can provide you with the highest quality work. The estimates are
based upon prior experience with similar projects. Work will commence upon issuance of a
notice to proceed.

759 S. Federal Highway, Suite 314, Stuart, FL 34994
772.781.3400 7727813411
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All tasks will be billed monthly based on the projected time and materials not to exceed to
proposed budgets.

Task Description Budget Not to Exceed
Tasks 1 Survey Data $ 1,500
Task2 Geotechnical Exploration  $ 28,000

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely Submitted,

(frediin

Georgia Vince
Project Manager

Proposal Acceptance:
We will consider our receipt of this signed proposal and signed Terms and Conditions as our notice to
proceed with the tasks identified above.

Tracy S. Telle Date

TETRATECH



INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM THE OFFICE OF THE

CITY MANAGER

To :Jon Ward, Director, Department of Urban Redevelopment
FROM : Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager @7;
RE : Melody Lane Fishing Pier-Design and Permitting Agreement

DATE : November 20, 2012

At the November 19, 2012 meeting, the Fort Pierce City Commission accepted the
proposal from Tetra Tech to provide engineering, design and permitting services for
Melody Lane Fishing Pier in an amount not to exceed $32,951.00; and approve staff's
previous execution of said proposal.

RIB:bja

¢: Gloria J. Johnson, Finance Director
Tony Barnes, Administrative Services Director

City of Fort Pierce, P.O. Box 1480, Ft. Pierce, FL 34954-1480 — 772.460.2200




CITY OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA
City Commission Meeting
Agenda Item #

Commission Meeting  November 19, 2012

To : The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
Through: Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager

From : Jon Ward, Director, Department of Urban Redevelopmeti

Re : Melody Lane Fishing Pier-Design and Permitting Agreement

Date : November 6, 2012

ISSUE(S): Approve Agreement with Tetra Tech to provide design
and permitting services for Melody Lane fishing pier.

SUMMARY: City Commission Resolution 12-17 previously approved
FIND application for funding for pier which requires all
permits to be in hand before FIND grant award.

FISCAL IMPACT: City Commission has previously approved of funding
50% grant match of $258,9240 from City impact fees.
Tetra Tech Agreement for design and permitting
services is in the amount of $32,951 and will be funded
from that source.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the City Commission approve of
the Agreement with Tetra Tech to provide design,
engineering and permitting services for the Melody Lane
fishing pier in an amount NTE $32,951 and further
approves of Staff's previous execution of said
Agreement.

ALTERNATIVES: n/a.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF: Jon Ward, Libby Woodruff of Urban Redevelopment and
Dean Kubitschek of the City Marina.

COORDINATED WITH: Gloria Johnson, Finance and Jack Andrews, Engineering.

ATTACHMENTS: Staff memo, Tetra Tech Agreement, FIND project cost
estimate and City Resolution 12-17.

City of Fort Pierce, P.O. Box 1480, Ft. Pierce, FL 34954-1480 — 772.467.2000
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DEPARTMENT OF URBAN REDEVELOPMENT TEL {772) 467.3000
CITY HALL, 100 NORTH U.S. 1 FAX (772) 595.5068
P.O. BOX 1480 www.cityofforipierce.com

FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA 34954-1480

To: Honorable Mayorjand City, Commissioners

From: Jon Ward, Dire ,Q
Department of Urhan-Redevelopment

Re: Melody Lane Fishing Pier-Approval of Permitting Expenditures
Date: November 6, 2012

CC: Robert Bradshaw, Gloria Johnson, Dean Kubifschek, Libby Woodruff, Melissa Moore

As the Commissioners are aware, the City has been pursuing the construction of a fishing pier on
Melody Lane in downtown Fort Pierce for several years, using a FIND grant for funding. The FIND
grant requires that we have an Interlocal Agreement in place with the County, as they own the uplands
parking lot, and also that we have all permitting in hand before they will fund the grant. In the spring
of this year, staff made a presentation to the FIND Board and found strong support on the part of that
body to fund the grant and FIND congratulated the City on the continued focus on waterfront access
and benefits for the public. However, FIND reiterated the fact that all permits must be in hand prior to
their second meeting of the year, in September.

In May, 2012, the Interlocal was executed with St. Lucie County.

In June, 2012, staff executed an Agreement with Tetra Tech to handle the design and permitting of the
Melody Lane fishing pier. Staff elected to use Tetra Tech because that firm is already under contract
with the City to perform the consultant engineering services for the marina island construction and
because the extremely limited time frame between then and the second FIND meeting did not give us
adequate time to go out for an RFP for those services.

The $32,643 fee for the design/engineering services was lower than the $35,400 fee estimate noted in
the FIND grant application and in the May Interlocal with the County. Staff relied on the fact that both
the County Interlocal and the FIND grant application had previously been approved by the City
Commission, both of which clearly identified the need for these fees.

Because this expenditure exceeds Staff’s $10,000 discretionary approval limit, Staff requests that the
Board retroactively approve of the Agreement with Tetra Tech to provide design and engineering
services for the Melody Lane fishing pier, in an amount NTE $32,951.

For the Commission’s information, we received a number of comments from several permitting
agencies on this matter which did not allow us to receive all permits prior to the FIND deadline. As
such, staff will reapply for the FIND grant in the 2013 funding cycle.




Nl ey |

% TETRATECH
S

June 6, 2012

City of Ft Pierce Marina
100 North US Highway 1
Ft Pierce, FL 34950

RE: Fishing Pier at Melody Lane

Dear Mr, Ward,

Tetra Tech’s proposed scope of work (SOW) is based on the request for proposal received from
the City of Fort Pierce for the design and permitting of the Melody Lane Fishing Pier, proposed
to be constructed within the Indian River Lagoon, Fort Pierce, Florida, The SOW is broken
down by tasks as outlined below. The project’s goal is to receive permission or
acknowledgement from both federal and state agencies for the proposed activity. With the goal
in mind, we understand that your desire is to have all permitting completed prior to September
15,2012,

Scope of Work

Task 1 - Engineering and Design

Objective: To develop a general fishing pier layout plan

Approach: For purposes of this proposal, we will present the Conceptual Design, Preliminary
Design and Final Design as distinct efforts. Tetra Tech will participate in a kick-off meeting to
create a shared vision of the pier and will prepare a conceptual design following the kick-off
meeting. The conceptual design will be submitted to FDEP and the USACE in order to begin
the permitting process. Tetra Tech will utilize the conceptual design as the basis to begin the
preliminary design. The preliminary design will incorporate the necessary engineering and
structural components required to build a safe sturdy structure. The final design will incorporate
ali the environmental and structural components required for construction.

Deliverable: Conceptual, Preliminary, and Final Design documents

Task 2 — Permitting .

Tetra Tech will coordinate pre-application meetings with regulatory agencies for the project. The
Tetra Tech staff will coordinate with the permitting agencies as necessary including Florida
Department of Environmental Protection and the US Army Corps of Engineers. The meetings
will be held at agency offices in order to accommodate their staff, Additional meetings with
wildlife agencies (NOAA and FWS) and commenting agencies will also be planned and
coordinated as needed. The task will include up to 3 meetings with agency staff.

Based on Tetra Tech’s evaluation of the proposed scale, environmental features and location of
this Project, Tetra Tech does not expect the agencies to require benthic resource or seagrass
759 5. Federal Highway, Suite 314, Stuart, FL. 34994
T:1 7727813400 oy 7727813411
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mapping efforts.  If resource surveys are required, Tetra Tech will coordinate with the City to
provide these additional services.

Task 3 — Geotechnical Evaluation
Objective: Provide necessary data for the structural analysis of the pier.

Approach: A geotechnical investigation of the sediments to determine vertical and lateral load
capacities for piling systems in the fishing pier area. Assuming the bottom is composed of
medium to hard sand, no further testing will be required beyond the basic property tests. If silts
or clays underlie the sand veneer, these will be tested for bearing capacity and consolidation.
For budgeting purposes, the total number of 4 borings will be assumed, Each tested for basic soil
properties, bearing capacity and consolidation. Alternately, re-usable test piles may be driven
and field-tested for lateral loading capacity.

Deliverable: Geotechuical Investigation Repoit including sampling and analysis documentation,
results, conclusions and reconumendations of design parameter values for the fishing pier.

Summary of Costs and Schedule

Tetra Tech is confident that we can provide you with the highest possible work. The estimates
are based upon prior experience with similar projects concerning environmental permitting.

All tasks will be billed monthly based on the projected time and materials not to exceed to
proposed budgets.

Task Description Budget Not to Exceed

Tasks 1 Engineering and Design ~ $22,308

Task2 Permitting $10,64

Task 3 Geotechnical Exploration No budget has been established at this time

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

TETRATECH @ & .



Sincerely Submitted,

Brian Proctor
Sr. Project Manager

Proposal Acceptance:
We will consider our receipt of this signed proposal and signed Terms and Conditions as our notice to
proceed with the tasks identified above.

A

Jon Ward ¥ Date

TETRATECH <




RESOLUTION NO. 12-17

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FORT
PIERCE, FLORIDA, FOR ASSISTANCE 2012 UNDER THEE FLORIDA
INLAND NAVIGATION DISTRICT WATERWAYS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
FOR PUBLIC FISHING PIER AND FISH CLEANING STATION ON
MELODY LANE; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Fort Pierce is interested in carrying out
the following described project for the enjoyment of the citizenry
of Fort Pierce and the State of Florida:

PROJECT TITLE: Public Fishing Pier and Fish Cleaning
Station on Melody Lane

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST: $517,880

BRIEF DESCRIPTION COF PROJECT: Funding from this grant
award will help design and construct a public fishing
pier and fish cleaning station at the south end of Melody
Lane. The ADA-accessible fishing pier and fish cleaning
station will reduce the recurrent damage to the
surrounding seawall and the mutilation of surrounding
trees and landscaping from anglers and spectators, will
decrease the risk of wildlife strangulation from fish
carcasses, and will protect the marine environment from
nutrient overload.

AND, WHEREAS, Florida Inland Navigatien District financial
assistance is required for the program mentioned ahove.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the
City of Fort Pierce, Florida, that the project described above be
authorized.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said City of Fort Pierce make
application to the Florida Inland Navigation District in the amount
of 50% of the actual cost of the project in behalf of said City of
Fort Pierce.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City of Fort Pierce that
it certifies to the following:

1. That it will accept the terms and conditions set forth
in FIND Rule 66B-2 F.A.C. and which will be a part of the Project
Agreement for any assistance awarded under the attached proposal.

2. That it is in complete accord with the attached proposal
and that it will carry out the Program in the manner described in
the propesal and any plans and specifications attached thereto
unless prior approval for any change has been received from the
District.

3. That it has the ability and intention to finance its
share of the cost of the project and that the project will be
operated and maintained at the expense of said City of Fort Pierce_
for public use.




Resolution No. 12-17
Page 2

all facilities to comply fully with statutes relating to
accessibility by handicapped persons as well as other federal,
state and local laws, rules and requirements.

5. That it will maintain adequate financial records on the
proposed project to substantiate claims for reimbursement.

6. That it will make available to FIND if requested, a
post-audit of expenses incurred on the project prior to, or in
conjunction with, request for the final 10% of the funding agreed
to by FIND,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution has been duly adopted this
192th day of March, 2012.

Roberf~Js Benton III, Mayor

ATTEST:

CaSsandra Steele, City Clerk

(CITY SEAL)




City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. d.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: State of Florida, Office of the Attorney General - Victim of Crime Act (VOCA) Gran
Submitted For: Sean Baldwin, Chief of Police, Police Department

SUBJECT:

Approval to submit and acceptance of the State of Florida, Office of the Attorney General -
Victim of Crime Act (VOCA) Grant 2014-2015 with a total award amount of $52,028.

SUMMARY:

The Police Department requests approval to submit and accept the 2014-2015 VOCA Grant
from the State of Florida, Office of the Attorney General in the amount of $52,028. The VOCA
grant provides 80% funding to support victim assistance services. The balance is required in a
cash match of $10,802 (see fiscal impact statement).

The Police Department intends to utilize funds to sustain the salary and benefits costs for a
full-time Victims Advocate. The police department has provided this service through this
funding source for 8 years.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the request.

ALTERNATIVES:
None.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Deputy Chief Frank J. Amandro, Support Services Bureau.

COORDINATED WITH:

Jackie Esposito, Program and Grant Coordinator.
Stephanie Smith, Fiscal Manager.
Lt. Chris Bender, Support Services Bureau.

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N: N

Fiscal Year: 2015
Account: 101.3005.521.1010
Amount: 10802

OTHER INFORMATION:

A local cash match of $10,802 is required. The FY 2015 Budget has not yet been approved;
therefore, the cash match has not yet been budgeted. However, this project has been funded
for the last 8 years and will require no additional new funding.
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Division of Victim Services and Criminal Justice
Programs

PL-01 The Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1050
PAM BONDI Phone (850) 414-3300 Fax (850) 487-3013
ATTORNEY GENERAL http://www.myfloridalegal.com
STATE OF FLORIDA

December 2013

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
VOCA Grant Funds

Announcement: The Office of the Attorney General (OAG) is pleased to announce the anticipated
availability of Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) grant funds from the U.S. Department of Justice. The
purpose of VOCA grant funds is to support the provision of services to victims of crime. Services are
defined as those efforts that respond to the emotional and physical needs of crime victims, assist
victims of crime to stabilize their lives after victimization, assist victims to understand and participate in
the criminal justice system, and provide victims of crime with a measure of safety and security.
Eligibility to apply for VOCA funds is limited to victim assistance programs administered by state or
local government agencies or not-for-profit corporations registered in Florida, or a combination thereof.
The funding cycle for the VOCA grant funds under this notice is October 1, 2014, through September
30, 2015.

Application and Deadline: Organizations may participate in the annual competitive grant process
which involves submission of an application followed by an application review. Applications must be
submitted using the Subgrantee Technology Automated Resource System (STARS) which can be
accessed at http://STARS.myfloridalegal.com. The STARS website will be available to the public
on January 6, 2014. STARS is a new web-based grant management system that replaces the paper
application process used for VOCA grants previously.

The Office of the Attorney General will offer STARS technical assistance workshops throughout the
state. Applicant agencies are strongly encouraged to send employees responsible for grant
applications to one of the workshops. Workshops will be provided in the following cities:

Tallahassee 1/9/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m.
West Palm Beach 1/13/2014 and 1/14/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. daily
Ft. Lauderdale 1/15/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m.
Miami 1/16/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m.
Pensacola 1/22/2014 and 1/23/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. daily
Ft. Myers 1/28/2014 and 1/29/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. daily
Tampa 1/30/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m.
Orlando 2/4/2014 and 2/5/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. daily
Jacksonville 2/6/2014 and 2/7/2014 9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. daily

Due to limited seating pre-registration is required for all STARS technical assistance
workshops. Contact the Bureau of Advocacy and Grants Management at 850-414-3380 to register
for a workshop or for technical assistance completing the grant application.

The deadline for applying for a VOCA grant under this notice is no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern
Standard Time on Friday, February 28, 2014. Paper applications will not be accepted, only
electronic submissions using the STARS system will be allowed.




City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. e.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Florida Department of Health - Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Matching Grai
2014-2015

Submitted For: Sean Baldwin, Chief of Police, Police Department

SUBJECT:

Approval to submit and acceptance of the Florida Department of Health - Emergency Medical
Services (EMS) Matching Grant 2014-2015 for a total project cost of $8,000.

SUMMARY:

The Police Department requests approval to submit and accept the 2014-2015 EMS Matching
Grant from the Florida Department of Health in the amount of $8,000. The Florida Department of
Health will provide 75% ($6,000) funding to projects that improve or expand emergency medical
services and there is a 25% ($2,000) local match requirement.

The Police Department intends to use the EMS Matching Grant funds to purchase Emergency
Medical Pouches (advanced first aid equipment) and Advanced First Aid Training for road patrol
officers. This equipment and training will enable officers to provide on-scene emergency
medical care to officers and civilians in need, especially victims of life threatening injuries
including gunshot wounds and other traumatic penetrating injuries.The ability for officers to
provide stabilizing first aid to survivors until they can be transitioned to paramedics can save
lives and reduce the severity of injuries.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the request.

ALTERNATIVES:
None.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Deputy Chief Frank J. Amandro, Support Services Bureau.

COORDINATED WITH:

Jackie Esposito, Program and Grant Coordinator.
Stephanie Smith, Fiscal Manager.

Lt. Chris Bender, Support Services Bureau.

Fiscal Impact

Budgeted Y/N: N
Fiscal Year: 2015
Account: 101.3005.521.4990



Amount: $2,000

OTHER INFORMATION:

Total project cost is $8,000, which includes grant funding of $6,000, and a local cash match
not to exceed $2,000. The FY 2015 Budget has not yet been approved; therefore, the
cash match has not yet been budgeted. However, the police department has sufficient
resources to fund this project with no additional new funding.

Attachments
2015 EMS Matching Grant

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

City Manager Jennifer Robinson 02/10/2014 09:33 AM

Finance Department Gloria Johnson 02/10/2014 01:48 PM

City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/10/2014 03:51 PM

Form Started By: Jacquelyn Esposito Started On: 01/28/2014 10:46 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/10/2014



Rick Scott

Mission: Governor
To protect, promote & improve the health
of all people in Florida through integrated John H. Armstrong, MD, FACS

state, county & community efforts. H E ALTH State Surgeon General & Secretary

Vision: To be the Healthiest State in the Nation

ANNOUNCEMENT: APPLY FOR FLORIDA EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES (EMS)
MATCHING GRANTS BEGINNING NOVEMBER 15, 2013. FLORIDA EMS MUST RECEIVE
YOUR APPLICATION BY FEBRUARY 28, 2014, 4:00 P. M. EASTERN STANDARD TIME

You can request any amount. Over the past three years, this grant program awarded 167 projects a
total of $7.3 million in state funds.

You may submit more than one application but each original and its four copies must be
distinguishable if sent in one package. For each request, send your completed; (A) original paper
application and (B) Request for Grant Fund Distribution Form, and (C) four copies, to ONE of the
following addresses. We will not accept applications via facsimile (fax) or e-mail attachment.

Mailing Address Physical Address
EMS MATCHING GRANTS EMS MATCHING GRANTS
Attn: Alan Van Lewen Attn: Alan Van Lewen
DOH EMS Program, Grants DOH EMS Program, Grants
4052 Bald Cypress Way, A-22 4042 Bald Cypress Way, 2nd Floor
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1722 Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1748

Optional: In your application package cover letter, you may request to be, or recommend a
person to be, a reviewer of grant applications. Reviewers will not evaluate applications in which
they have, or may appear to have, an interest in the outcome.

The application form is the same used last year, and you can obtain it and the below items on the
state EMS grant website or from state EMS grant staff.  http://www.floridahealth.gov/provider-and-
partner-resources/ems-grants/index.html

Application Form with Fields in

Application Form Facts Application Form in Word Word

Eligibility of Organizations

and Projects Scoring Tips Two Types of Matching Grants

For your requests, questions, or assistance: telephone (850) 245-4440, extensions 2734, or 2782, or
2773, fax (850) 488-2512, or e-mail alan.vanlewen@flhealth.gov. However, Florida has a very
broad public records law. Most written communications to or from state officials regarding state
business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail
communications may, therefore, be subject to disclosure (section 668.6076, Florida Statutes).

The Department of Health, EMS Program in the best interests of the state reserves the right to give
awards, to reduce budgets, and to reject any and all applications.

Florida Department of Health
Bureau of Emergency Medical Oversight, EMS Program )
4052 Bald Cypress Way, Bin A-22 + Tallahassee, FL 32399-1722 TWITTER HealthyFLA

. y . FACEBOOK:FLDepartmentofHealth
PHONE: (850 245-4440, Ext. 2734 « FAX (850) 245-4378 YOUTUBE: fidoh

www.FloridasHealth.com



http://www.floridahealth.gov/provider-and-partner-resources/ems-grants/index.html
http://www.floridahealth.gov/provider-and-partner-resources/ems-grants/index.html
mailto:alan_vanlewen@doh.state.fl.us

EMS MATCHING GRANT APPLICATION

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
Emergency Medical Services Program

HEALTH Complete all items unless instructed differently within the application
Type of Grant Requested: [ ] Rural [ ] Matching

ID. Code (The State Bureau of EMS will assign the ID Code — leave this blank) |

1. Organization Name:

2. Grant Signer: (The applicant signatory who has authority to sign contracts, grants, and other legal
documents. This individual must also sign this application)

Name:

Position Title:

Address:

City: County:
State: Florida Zip Code:
Telephone: Fax Number:

E-Mail Address:

3. Contact Person: (The individual with direct knowledge of the project on a day-to-day basis and
responsibility for the implementation of the grant activities. This person may sign project reports and may
request project changes. The signer and the contact person may be the same.)

Name:

Position Title:

Address:

City: County:
State: Florida Zip Code:
Telephone: Fax Number:

E-Mail Address:

DH FORM 1767 [2013] 64J-1.015, F.A.C.



4. Legal Status of Applicant Organization (Check only one response):
(1) [] Private Not for Profit [Attach documentation-501 (3) ©]
(2) [] Private For Profit
(3) ] City/Municipality/Town/Village
(4) [] County
(5) [] State
(6) [] Other (specify):

5. Federal Tax ID Number (Nine Digit Number). VF

6. EMS License Number: Type: [JTransport [ ]Non-transport [ _]Both
7. Number of permitted vehicles by type: BLS; ALS Transport; ALS non-transport.

8. Type of Service (check one): [] Rescue; [] Fire; [[] Third Service (County or City Government,
nonfire); (] Air ambulance; [] Fixed wing; |:| Rotowing; [] Both; []Other (specify)

9. Medical Director of licensed EMS provider: If this project is approved, | agree by signing below that |
will affirm my authority and responsibility for the use of all medical equipment and/or the provision of all
continuing EMS education in this project. [No signature is needed if medical equipment and
professional EMS education are not in this project.]

Signature: Date:

Print/Type: Name of Director

FL Med. Lic. No.

Note: All organizations that are not licensed EMS providers must obtain the signature of the medical
director of the licensed EMS provider responsible for EMS services in their area of operation for projects
that involve medical equipment and/or continuing EMS education.

If your activity is a research or evaluation project, omit Items 10, 11, 12, 13, and skip to Item
Number 14. Otherwise, proceed to Iltem 10 and the following items.

10. Justification Summary: Provide on no more than three one sided, double spaced pages a summary
addressing this project, covering each topic listed below.

A) Problem description (Provide a narrative of the problem or need);

B) Present situation (Describe how the situation is being handled now);

C) The proposed solution (Present your proposed solution);

D) Consequences if not funded (Explain what will happen if this project is not funded);

E) The geographic area to be addressed (Provide a narrative description of the geographic area);

F) The proposed time frames (Provide a list of the time frame(s) for completing this project);

G) Data Sources (Provide a complete description of data source(s) you cite);

H) Statement attesting that the proposal is not a duplication of a previous effort (State that this project
doesn’t duplicate what you've done on other grant projects under this grant program).

DH FORM 1767 [2013]




Next, only complete one of the following: Items 11, 12, or 13. Read all three and then select and
complete the one that pertains the most to the preceding Justification Summary. Note that on all
three, that before-after differences for emergency victim data are the highest scoring items on the
Matching Grants Evaluation Worksheet used by reviewers to evaluate your application form.

11. Outcome For Projects That Provide or Effect Direct Services To Emergency Victims: This may
include vehicles, medical and rescue equipment, communications, navigation, dispatch, and all other
things that impact upon on-site treatment, rescue, and benefit of emergency victims at the emergency

scene. Use no more than two additional one sided, double-spaced pages for your response. Include the
following.

A) Quantify what the situation has been in the most recent 12 months for which you have data (include
the dates). The strongest data will include numbers of deaths and injuries during this time.

B) Inthe 12 months after this project’s resources are on-line, estimate what the numbers you provided
under the preceding “(A)” should become.

C) Justify and explain how you derived the numbers in (A) and (B), above.

D) What other outcome of this project do you expect? Be quantitative and explain the derivation of your
figures.

E) How does this integrate into your agency’s five year plan?

12. Outcome For Training Projects: This includes training of all types for the public, first responders, law
enforcement personnel, EMS and other healthcare staff. Use no more than two additional one sided,
double-spaced pages for your response. Include the following:

A) How many people received the training this project proposes in the most recent 12 month time period
for which you have data (include the dates).

B) How many people do you estimate will successfully complete this training in the 12 months after
training begins?

C) If this training is designed to have an impact on injuries, deaths, or other emergency victim data,
provide the impact data for the 12 months before the training and project what the data should be in
the 12 months after the training.

D) Explain the derivation of all figures.

E) How does this integrate into your agency’s five year plan?

13. Outcome For Other Projects: This includes quality assurance, management, administrative, and
other. Provide numeric data in your responses, if possible, that bear directly upon the project and
emergency victim deaths, injuries, and/or other data. Use no more than two additional one sided, double-
spaced pages for your response. Include the following.

A) What has the situation been in the most recent 12 months for which you have data (include the

dates)?

B) What will the situation be in the 12 months after the project services are on-line?

C) If this project is designed to have an impact on injuries, deaths, or other emergency victim data,
provide the impact data for the 12 months before the project and what the data should be in the 12
months after the project.

D) Explain the derivation of all numbers.

E) How does this integrate into your agency’s five year plan?
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Skip Item 14 and go to Item 15, unless your project is research and evaluation and you have not
completed the preceding Justification Summary and one outcome item.

14. Research and Evaluation Justification Summary, and Outcome: You may use no more than three
additional one sided, double spaced pages for this item.

A) Justify the need for this project as it relates to EMS.

B) Identify (1) location and (2) population to which this research pertains.

C) Among population identified in 14(B) above, specify a past time frame, and provide the number of
deaths, injuries, or other adverse conditions during this time that you estimate the practical application
of this research will reduce (or positive effect that it will increase).

D) (1) Provide the expected numeric change when the anticipated findings of this project are placed into
practical use.

(2) Explain the basis for your estimates.

E) State your hypothesis.

F) Provide the method and design for this project.

G) Attach any questionnaires or involved documents that will be used.

H) If human or other living subjects are involved in this research, provide documentation that you will
comply with all applicable federal and state laws regarding research subjects.

I) Describe how you will collect and analyze the data.

ALL APPLICANTS MUST COMPLETE ITEM 15.

15. Statutory Considerations and Criteria: The following are based on s. 401.113(2)(b) and 401.117, F.S.

Use no more than one additional double spaced page to complete this item. Write N/A for those things in
this section that do not pertain to this project. Respond to all others.

Justify that this project will:

A) Serve the requirements of the population upon which it will impact.

B) Enable emergency vehicles and their staff to conform to state standards established by law or rule of
the department.

C) Enable the vehicles of your organization to contain at least the minimum equipment and supplies as
required by law, rule or regulation of the department.

D) Enable the vehicles of your organization to have, at a minimum, a direct communications linkup with
the operating base and hospital designated as the primary receiving facility.

E) Enable your organization to improve or expand the provision of:
1) EMS services on a county, multi county, or area wide basis.
2) Single EMS provider or coordinated methods of delivering services.

3) Coordination of all EMS communication links, with police, fire, emergency vehicles, and other
related services.
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16. Work activities and time frames: Indicate the major activities for completing the project (use only the
space provided). Be reasonable, most projects cannot be completed in less than six months and if it is a
communications project, it will take about a year. Also, if you are purchasing certain makes of
ambulances, it takes at least nine months for them to be delivered after the bid is let.

Work Activity Number of Months After Grant Starts
Begin End

17. County Governments: If this application is being submitted by a county agency, describe in the space
below why this request cannot be paid for out of funds awarded under the state EMS county grant
program. Include in the explanation why any unspent county grant funds, which are now in your county
accounts, cannot be allocated in whole or part for the costs herein.
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18. Budget:

Salaries and Benefits: For each Costs Justification: Provide a brief justification
position title, provide the amount of why each of the positions and the numbers
salary per hour, FICA per hour, of hours are necessary for this project.

fringe benefits, and the total
number of hours.

TOTAL: $ 0.00 | Right click on 0.00 then left click on
“Update Field” to calculate Total

Expenses: These are travel costs | Costs: List the price | Justification: Justify why each of the
and the usual, ordinary, and and source(s) of the expense items and quantities are
incidental expenditures by an price identified. necessary to this project.

agency, such as, commodities and
supplies of a consumable nature,
excluding expenditures classified
as operating capital outlay (see
next category).

TOTAL: $ 0.00 | Right click on 0.00 then left click on

“Update Field” to calculate Total
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Vehicles, equipment, and other
operating capital outlay means
equipment, fixtures, and other
tangible personal property of a non
consumable and non expendable
nature, and the normal expected
life of which is 1 year or more.

Costs: List the price
of the item and the
source(s) used to
identify the price.

Justification: State why each of the items

and quantities listed is a necessary
component of this project.

TOTAL: $ 0.00 | Right click on 0.00 then left click on
“Update Field” to calculate Total
State Amount
Check applicable program
( PP program) Right click on 0.00 then left click on
[] Matching: 75 Percent ¢ 0.0 | 'Update Field” to calculate Total
Right click on 0.00 then left click on
(] Rural: 90 Percent . -
0.00 Update Field” to calculate Total
Local Match Amount
(Check applicable program) . . )
Right click on 0.00 then left click on
[] Matching: 25 Percent ¢ 000 | Update Field” to calculate Total
Right click on 0.00 then left click on
[ ] Rural: 10 Percent “Update Field" to calculate Total
$ 0.00 pdate Field” to calculate Tota
Grand Total $ 0.00 Right click on 0.00 then left click on
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19. Certification:

My signature below certifies the following.

| am aware that any omissions, falsifications, misstatements, or misrepresentations in this
application may disqualify me for this grant and, if funded, may be grounds for termination at a
later date. | understand that any information | give may be investigated as allowed by law. |
certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief all of the statements contained herein and on
any attachments are true, correct, complete, and made in good faith.

| agree that any and all information submitted in this application will become a public document
pursuant to Section 119.07, F.S. when received by the Florida Bureau of EMS. This includes
material which the applicant might consider to be confidential or a trade secret. Any claim of
confidentiality is waived by the applicant upon submission of this application pursuant to Section
119.07,F.S., effective after opening by the Florida Bureau of EMS.

| accept that in the best interests of the State, the Florida Bureau of EMS reserves the right to
reject or revise any and all grant proposals or waive any minor irregularity or technicality in
proposals received, and can exercise that right.

I, the undersigned, understand and accept that the Notice of Matching Grant Awards will be
advertised in the Florida Administrative Weekly, and that 21 days after this advertisement is
published | waive any right to challenge or protest the awards pursuant to Chapter 120, F.S.

| certify that the cash match will be expended between the beginning and ending dates of the
grant and will be used in strict accordance with the content of the application and approved
budget for the activities identified. In addition, the budget shall not exceed, the department,
approved funds for those activities identified in the notification letter. No funds count towards
satisfying this grant if the funds were also used to satisfy a matching requirement of another
state grant. All cash, salaries, fringe benefits, expenses, equipment, and other expenses as
listed in this application shall be committed and used for the activities approved as a part of this
grant.

Acceptance of Terms and Conditions: If awarded a grant, | certify that | will comply with all of the
above and also accept the attached grant terms and conditions and acknowledge this by signing
below.

/ /
Signature of Authorized Grant Signer MM/DD/YY
(Individual Identified in ltem 2)
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
EMS GRANT PROGRAM

REQUEST FOR GRANT FUND DISTRIBUTION

In accordance with the provisions of Section 401.113(2)(b), F. S., the undersigned hereby
requests an EMS grant fund distribution for the improvement and expansion or continuation of
pre-hospital EMS.

DOH Remit Payment To:
Name of Agency:

Mailing Address:

Federal Identification Number

Authorized Agency Official:

Signature Date

Type Name and Title
Sign and return this page with your application to:
Florida Department of Health
EMS Program, Grants
4052 Bald Cypress Way, Bin A-22
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1722

Do not write below this line. For use by Bureau of Emergency Medical Services personnel only

Grant Amount For State To Pay: $ Grant ID Code:
Approved By:

Signature of State EMS Grant Officer Date
State Fiscal Year: _ 2013 - 2014
Organization Code E.O. OCA Object Code
64-61-70-30-000 03 SF003 750000
Federal Tax ID: vVF
Grant Beginning Date: Grant Ending Date:
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City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9.f.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Florida Department of Transportation Highway Safety Grant 2014-2015
Submitted For: Sean Baldwin, Chief of Police, Police Department

SUBJECT:

Approval to submit and acceptance of the Florida Department of Transportation Highway Safety
Grant 2014-2015 in the amount of $37,000.

SUMMARY:

The Police Department requests approval to submit and accept the 2014-2015 Florida
Department of Transportation (FLDOT) Highway Safety Grant in the amount of $37,000. There
is no cash match requirement.

The FLDOT’s Highway Safety Grant program provides 100% funding to projects that address a
range of traffic safety problem areas with the goal of reducing traffic crashes, deaths and
injuries.

The Police Department proposes to utilize funds to expand our Aggressive Driving and Safety
Belt Enforcement Programs by using funding to pay for officer overtime, educational materials,
speed detection equipment and speed trailers.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the request.

ALTERNATIVES:
None.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Deputy Chief Frank J. Amandro, Support Services Bureau.

COORDINATED WITH:

Jackie Esposito, Program and Grant Coordinator.
Stephanie Smith, Fiscal Manager.
Lt. Chris Bender, Support Services Bureau.

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N: N

Fiscal Year: 2015
Account: 101.3005.521.6410
Amount: 0

OTHER INFORMATION:



The Highway Safety Grant program is 100% funded by the Florida Department of
Transportation. There is no local match requirement.

Attachments

2015 Highway Safety Grant

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By
City Manager Jennifer Robinson
Finance Department Gloria Johnson
City Manager Robert Bradshaw

Form Started By: Jacquelyn Esposito
Final Approval Date: 02/10/2014

Date

02/10/2014 09:34 AM

02/10/2014 01:49 PM

02/10/2014 03:41 PM

Started On: 02/05/2014 09:16 AM
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Highway Safety Concept Paper Instructions

Introduction

The Florida Department of Transportation Safety Office (FDOT) funds subgrants that address traffic
safety priority areas that include Impaired Driving, Police Traffic Services, Speed and Aggressive
Driving, Roadway Safety, Occupant Protection, Child Passenger Safety, Pedestrian and Bicycle
Safety, Motorcycle Safety, Traffic Records, and Community Traffic Safety. Subgrants may be
awarded for assisting in addressing traffic safety deficiencies, expansion of an ongoing activity, or
development of a new program.

Agencies Eligible to Receive FDOT Funding

Government agencies, political “subdivisions” of the state, local city and county government
agencies, state colleges and state universities, school districts, fire departments, public emergency
services providers, and certain qualified non-profit organizations are eligible to receive FDOT
funding.

Qualified Non-Profit Organizations

Chapter 14-98, Florida Administrative Code, requires non-profit organizations to provide their
“Certificate of Status” from the Florida Department of State, Division of Corporations,
verifying their not-for-profit status when submitting their concept paper. The “Consumer’s
Certificate of Exemption” from the Florida Department of Revenue or a letter from the
Department of the Treasury confirming Section 501(c)(3) status is not sufficient to meet this
requirement.

If the non-profit organization’s project is selected for funding, it must provide a financial
statement showing the establishment of a special account designated for project activities,
which contains funds equal to or greater than the amount of the subgrant award.

Funding Restrictions

Replacement of existing program expenditures, program maintenance, research, rehabilitation, and
construction are not allowable costs. Other unallowable costs are dealt with on a project-by-project
basis.



Project Funding Period

Subgrants are administered on a federal fiscal year basis (October 1 — September 30). Funding is
approved on a yearly basis, and agencies can be funded for a maximum of three consecutive years in
a given traffic safety priority area. (Projects that FDOT determines are statewide activities may be
funded for a longer period of time).

Subgrants are intended to provide seed money to start new programs. Projects should become self-
sufficient when subgrant funding terminates. To promote self-sufficiency, agencies are expected to
provide a local match when funding for personnel is included in second and third year projects. The
local match is normally 25% for second year projects and 50% for third year projects.

Selection Criteria

The FDOT Safety Office reviews all Highway Safety Concept Papers for compliance with state and
federal regulations. Concept papers that comply with these regulations are prioritized using the
following criteria:

o Does the concept paper request satisfy a specific traffic safety need identified by the Safety
Office?

e Does the agency making the funding request serve a city/county ranked in the top 25% of its
population group for the program area in which funds are being requested?

e Does the crash data supplied in the concept paper’s “Statement of the Problem” document an
existing traffic safety problem. (Citation data and survey results can also be used to document
the problem.)

e Are the goals and objectives of the concept paper consistent with the goals of the Safety
Office?
e How does this request for funding tie into the Strategic Highway Safety Plan?

o |f the agency was funded in the past, did it submit reports and financial paperwork on a
timely basis and implement the activities that were detailed in the subgrant agreement.

Notification

The FDOT Safety Office will send a letter of receipt to the head of the agency when a concept paper
is received. All concept papers are reviewed and prioritized between April and July, and the head of
each agency will be notified in August as to whether the concept paper was selected for inclusion in
the annual highway safety plan. Agencies that are selected to be included in the annual highway
safety plan will receive instructions on how to complete their Subgrant Application for Highway
Safety Funds.



FDOT Funded Traffic Safety Priority Areas

Alcohol (Impaired Driving) — Includes impaired driving, youth alcohol programs, and community
prevention/intervention programs. Concept papers should include one or more of the following
activities: specialized enforcement, education, training, and public information efforts. Concepts
including overtime enforcement efforts should utilize Countermeasures That Work. Items eligible for
funding under this category may include but are not limited to: in-car video systems, public
awareness materials, and DUI checkpoint equipment, including trailers, light towers, traffic cones,
arrow boards, and generators.

Police Traffic Services — Includes training programs related to traffic enforcement, crash
investigation equipment, and general traffic safety equipment. It may also include comprehensive
traffic programs (a combination of traffic programs in one grant). Concept papers should address
traffic enforcement training needs.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: registration fees and equipment for
training. Travel expenses and per diem to attend training activities are not normally funded.

Speed Control (Aggressive Driving) — Includes speeding, aggressive driving, red light running, and
other traffic enforcement activities. Concept papers should address specialized enforcement,
education, and public information efforts.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: speed measuring devices, radar display
trailers, and public awareness materials.

Roadway Safety — Includes efforts to assist public works agencies (city and county) and engineering
departments in providing a safe environment for the growing traffic volume.

Concept papers should correlate crashes with traffic volumes and recommend remedial action.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: reflectometers, sign-making equipment,
striping machines, and computers for maintaining roadway databases.

Occupant Protection/Child Passenger Safety — Includes safety belt use awareness, safety belt
enforcement, special needs, teens, minority programs, and other education programs. This area also
includes establishing or expanding child passenger safety inspection stations, child passenger safety
awareness training, school bus safety, special needs training, and other child passenger safety
programs. Concept papers should address education, training, enforcement, surveys, and public
information efforts.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: educational materials, survey materials,
child passenger safety trailers, and public awareness materials.



http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/2A-Programs/Impaired-Driving.shtm
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/2A-Programs/PoliceTrafficService/LawEnforcementGrants.shtm
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/2A-Programs/Aggressive-Driving.shtm
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/2A-Programs/Occupant-Protection.shtm
http://www.nhtsa.gov/staticfiles/nti/pdf/811727.pdf

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety — Includes programs to increase safety awareness and skills among
pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists sharing the road. Concept papers should address education,
training, enforcement, surveys, and public information efforts. Items eligible for funding under this
category may include: public awareness materials, bicycle skills courses, and training for
professionals involved with all aspects of pedestrian and bicycle safety.

Motorcycle Safety — Includes programs to increase safety awareness and skills among motorcyclists.
Concept papers should address specialized enforcement, education, training, and public information
efforts.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: equipment for training, educational
materials, and public awareness materials,

Traffic Records - Includes the addition of crash, citation, roadway and EMS data to electronic
record management systems, the development of comprehensive highway safety information
systems, and the automation of analytical processes.

The Safety Office has fund the development of TraCS software at the FAMU/FSU College of
Engineering. TraCS software includes the uniform citation form, DUI citation form, DUIPak, long
and short form crash reports, and the update/continuation form. This software is available at no
charge to all Florida law enforcement agencies. As a result, the Safety Office does not provide
funding support for proprietary crash and citation software. The Safety Office will continue to
support the maintenance and upgrade of TraCS software and training activities for agencies that
implement TraCS.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: computer software (other than citation
and crash form software) and hardware needed to implement TraCS or traffic records management
systems.

Community Traffic Safety - Includes traffic safety programs identified by local communities that

address crash problems, establish priorities, and develop appropriate intervention techniques.
Concept papers should include education, surveys, or public information efforts.

Items eligible for funding under this category may include: educational materials and public
awareness materials.
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Highway Safety Concept Paper Guidelines

Applying for Federal Highway Safety funds begins with submission of a Highway Safety Concept
Paper under the following guidelines:

The Highway Safety Concept Paper must be submitted on the FDOT form 500-065-17a (revised
01/04). The print font used on the form must be no smaller than size 10. The Highway Safety
Concept Paper submitted must be no longer than seven pages, including the cover letter from the
Head of the Agency requesting funding. The Highway Safety Concept Paper must include the
completed Informational Form, Statement of the Problem, Proposed Solution, Objectives,
Evaluation, and Budget Form.

Additional pages, documentation, or letters of support will not be considered. However, not-for-
profit agencies must include their “Certificate of Status” from the Florida Department of State with
their Highway Safety Concept Paper.

A cover letter signed by the head of the agency must be attached to the concept paper. The
cover letter must be typed on agency letterhead and must be signed by the head of the agency,
stating that the agency head fully supports the proposed project.

Examples of an agency head: Sheriff, Chief of Police, Fire Chief, University President, County
Commission Chairperson, Mayor, or Health Department Director

Highway Safety Concept Paper Mailing Address

Mail the original concept paper and cover letter to:
USPS, Fed Ex, UPS, or DHL

Kenneth L. Ellis

Traffic Safety Administrator

Florida Department of Transportation
Safety Office — Grant Section

605 Suwannee St., MS 53

Tallahassee, FL 32399

Highway Safety Concept Paper Submission Deadline

Concept papers are accepted from January 1 through March 31 for the next funding cycle. The Safety
Office is requesting that concept papers be submitted by February 28 if possible. Concept papers
must be postmarked no later than March 31 to be considered for funding.

The FDOT Safety Office will not accept Highway Safety Concept Papers that are postmarked
after March 31. Concept papers that are received by fax or e-mail will not be accepted.



Highway Safety Concept Paper Format

The Highway Safety Concept Paper must contain the following elements: Informational Form
(Page 1), Statement of the Problem, Proposed Solution, Objectives, Evaluation, and Budget Request.

Informational Form

Complete all of the following items on the Informational Form: Date, County, Agency, Concept
Paper Title, Type of Request, Type of Funding, Priority Area of Request, Head of Agency and
Project Contact.

Statement of the Problem

Identify the traffic safety related problem or deficiency that the proposed project is intended to
correct. Is the problem identified in the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)? (If yes, which
emphasis area or priority area does it fall under?) Include crash data and a brief analysis of the data.
The three (3) years most recent years of data should be provided and analyzed. When identifying the
problem, take into consideration changes or projected changes in population, traffic patterns, and
other demographic dynamics that may affect traffic safety. Citation and survey data can also be
included in this section.

Examples:

Provide city or county alcohol-related crash statistics — crashes, injuries and deaths — for the past
three years.

Compare local safety belt use rates to statewide rates.

Conduct and report the findings from a local bicycle helmet use survey. Discuss any comparison
between your jurisdiction and similar jurisdictions.

Provide three (3) years of enforcement data that reflect the problem. (For example, show the number
of citations, arrests, and special operations for your jurisdiction that reflect the problem.)

Proposed Solution

Explain how your proposed resolution ties into the Strategic Highway Safety Plan and what
strategies/action steps you will be implementing to resolve the traffic safety problem(s) that you have
identified. Your solution must show a logical relationship to your identified problem. Items in your
budget must correlate to your statement of the problem and the proposed solution. Your proposed
budget and purchases must also directly relate to solving your problem and implementing your
solution.



Objectives

State the objective(s) of the project. At least some of the objectives must have measurable outcomes,
and baseline data should be provided.

Examples:

To reduce the number of alcohol-related crashes by 5% in 2013 compared to 206 crashes
recorded in 2012 through high visibility enforcement.

To reduce speed-related crashes in the city by increasing the number of speeding citations
issued by 5% in 2012 as compared to the 465 citations issued in 2012.

To reduce bicycle and pedestrian injuries and fatalities in the city by 5% during 2012 as
compared to the 128 injuries reported in 2012 by conducting public awareness programs at
local high schools, colleges, and businesses.

To increase safety belt usage at the county’s five high schools to 87% by June 1, 2013,
compared to the 76% usage rate determined through observational surveys conducted at the
schools between May 1 — May 15, 2012.

To conduct at least 60 fitting station appointments by September 1, 2013.

Evaluation

Provide the evaluation component(s) you will utilize to examine the achievement of the program
objectives. This in-depth examination of program performance and context allows for an overall
assessment of how the program is working and identifies adjustments that may improve results in the

future.

Two typed of evaluations:

Administrative (or Process)
0 Are we operating effectively?
o Are we allocating resources appropriately?
0 Are we scheduling staff correctly?
o Did we do what we planned?
0 How much did we do?

o How effective are we?

0 What changes has there been in the data?
o Did our activities make that change?

0 Are the activities/results worth the cost?

Example:

The department will compare the number of speed-related crashes for the 12 months prior to the start
of the project to the number of speed-related crashes for the first 12 months following the start of the
project to determine the effectiveness of the program. Each countermeasure used during the project
will be reviewed to determine which interventions were most effective in reducing crashes.



Budget Form

When preparing the proposed budget, care should be taken in estimating costs. Be sure to include tax,
delivery, shipping, and set-up costs. Attempt to anticipate increases in costs that may occur between
the time the subgrant is proposed and the subgrant start date.

Subgrant costs must be reasonable and proportional and directly related to the stated problem
and proposed solution.

Budget Categories

Personnel Services - Costs must include the position title, the monthly salary, and percentage
applicable to the project. If benefits will be reimbursed, those should be listed. A letter designating
the percentage of those benefits will be required if the concept is awarded but are not necessary for
the concept paper.

Contractual Services - Costs may include work that will be performed by each consultant firm or
person secured on contract to work on the project. Do not list affirm, agency, or individual’s name.
Use descriptive titles such as “Data Consulting” or “Evaluation Services.”

Expenses - Costs may include direct expenditures, such as bicycle helmets, child safety seats,
promotional items, printing, educational materials, travel, portable breath test devices, etc. Do not use
brand names. Enter only items that are less than $1000 per item. However, software is always an
expense item, even if it costs more than $1,000.

Operating Capital Outlay — This section is for equipment costing more than $1000 per item. Enter
the estimated dollar amount for equipment that costs more than the agency’s established limit for
Operating Capital Outlay items. Costs may include speed monitoring trailers, light towers, arrow
boards, laser units, computers, and child passenger inspection station trailers. Do not use brand
names. Include a separate line item for each piece of equipment that exceeds $5,000. Items that
exceed $5,000 are considered “nonexpendable property.”

Indirect Costs - Costs that cannot be charged directly to a project. Indirect costs are an allowable
cost and are limited to 10% of the total cost. All indirect cost proposals must be submitted on the
Highway Safety Concept Paper form. An agency that requests indirect costs must have adopted an
indirect cost policy that conforms to either OMB Circular A-87 or A-122 and must provide a copy to
the Safety Office. Indirect costs do not apply to all grants and subgrantees.

Forms Available on Internet

The Highway Safety Concept Paper form, the Highway Concept Paper Instructions, and Sample
Highway Safety Concept Papers are available on the FDOT Safety Office website:
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/3-Grants/Grants-Home.shtm



http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/3-Grants/Grants-Home.shtm

Suggested Resources

Traffic Crash Facts: Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles (DHSMV). Reports
from 1994-2010 are available at: http://www.flhsmv.gov/html/safety.html

Highway Safety Matrix: Florida Department of Transportation. The matrix is available at:
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/3-Grants/Grants-Home.shtm

Fatal Accident Reporting System: USDOT, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration.
Reports are available at: http://www.nhtsa.gov/FARS

Florida’s Integrated Report Exchange System (FIRES): Analysis tool of crash forms in the state

crash form repository. https://firesportal.com/Pages/Public/Home.aspx



http://www.flhsmv.gov/html/safety.html
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/safety/3-Grants/Grants-Home.shtm
https://firesportal.com/Pages/Public/Home.aspx
http://www.nhtsa.gov/FARS

City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 9. g.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Settlement

Submitted For: Robert Schwerer, City Attorney, City Attorney

SUBJECT:
Approval of Settlement reached in the Harbour Isle Lawsuit

SUMMARY:

This litigation is now settled. Commission approval at a duly convened City Commission
meeting is required in order to finalize the paperwork. Please reference the attached mediation
Settlement Agreement.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval Settlement

ALTERNATIVES:
n/a

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Robert V. Schwerer, City Attorney and Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager

COORDINATED WITH:
n/a

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N:
Fiscal Year:
Account:
Amount:
OTHER INFORMATION:
No fiscal impact

Attachments
Harbour Isle Settlement

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/11/2014 10:57 AM
Form Started By: Linda Cox Started On: 02/07/2014 05:17 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/11/2014






CITY OF FORT PIERCE - OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Fort Pierce Mayor & Commissioners
FROM: Robert V. Schwerer, Esq., City Attorney

SUBJECT: Settlement Agreement — Harbour Isle vs. City Litigation

DATE: February 7, 2014

This litigation is now settled. Commission approval at a duly convened City Commission
meeting is required in order to finalize the paperwork. Please reference the attached mediation
Settlement Agreement.

All parties to the lawsuit have agreed to end this litigation by dismissing their lawsuits
and claims with prejudice, each party to bear their respective fees and costs. Accordingly, the
Harbour Isle entities will forgo and dismiss their claim for a refund of approximately $600,000 in
surplus building department permit fees in exchange for the City dismissing its approximate
$430,000 claim against said entities for developer infrastructure improvements required by the
site plan. Each party will also execute a full and complete release of claims document.

This office and the City Manager request approval of ths settlepdent.

/_7/—-.
Robert V. S‘cﬁerer, E}ﬁ

City Attorney

enclosure
RVS/ef

v Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager
Nick Mimms, Deputy City Manager
Linda Cox, City Clerk
John Andrews, City Engineer

Q:\Protected\Temporary Documents (cH\Mayor & Commissioners re Settlment of Harbour Isle 2-7-14.docx



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
THE_// JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR J. /=/c
COUNTY, FLORIDA

Case No. )% Jup e A

PLAINTIFE(S),

vs

<
N

DEFENDANT(S).

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AT MEDIATION

The parties hereto have reached the following agreements in full and

complete resolution of the above-styled litigation:

1:—The Defendant(s)-agree-to-pay to-the Plaintiff(s) the total sum of

$_ e __within _ _days of the date of this Agreement.
D ﬂf "f’f ;)ﬁﬁ-”‘/ Y R j_ SRR PR S
2. The Plamtlff(s) shall dismiss tbefrlamwt with prejudice.
v PoFrepin LN

3. The Plamtlff(s) shall execute ﬁdl and complete release(s) of the -

defendantsexecuting - this -agreement- and -allother persog_g,_),,_ﬁrms,
corporations or other entities in privity with the named r-ele-ésee(s) at the
same time as receiving the payméh-t- set forth in Paragraph 1 above,
excepting therei}'g/_qm'-'any“ﬁrst party health, automobile insurance coverage,
workmggs’sf/c)(‘;mpensation coverage or PIP coverage provided by entities

other-tham the named releasee(s).

 fTHE

]



4, H%,Thep-P}ainﬁff(s‘)Jég-i‘ee to protect and V_ﬁo]d harmless the released
parties from any claims and/or liens and to/pay and satisfy out of the
settlement proceeds any outstanding claims or liens of any nature including
medical expenses, which includes Medicaid and Medicare, that may attach
to the settlement proceeds before the balance of the settlement proceeds are
disbursed.

5. All parties agree to bear their own costs and fees.

6. This agreement is final and binding as of the date and time it is
ps  pRECIDE 9 LAY

signed by or on behalf of the parties, < X+ P

7. Other Agreements: P
I i ~wiiaie

J&& T el pal T ,&)/ 2 Lz /)/DL

A

T 7=l
Zig %
Bl conr) vz enp poins Dereapdry =prh"
Ey\m /D /fi LPlRre—a-¢ N ;Z’T Y T ﬂc‘;/
et A Lo
Flrc" ) Comwj(/ AT LV
) %Oflﬁ D P RovA 2 (/L/)"[l..f W, 2\@

§>?K§ o

Done and agreed to on the 5

7 e

day of / P Hr7 , 2014 in

s (S , Florida.
/4 —767@\ A
Plaintiff /> & () Weah) AS TRVE (L. Defendant/Representative

Pla, nt1ff ( (C /\ / Def; n{iant/ Representative
\ 7 f g P ’/;"\/'/Z«/"/f

\ Ayﬁmd fo<?‘Tamt1ff 7~ 'Atforney for Defendant

,_\.A

Attorney for Defendant

\\'.

T,

~—



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda Item # 10. a.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Pinecreek Village Apartments: Future Land Use and Zoning Map
Amendments - 1110 N 29th Street

Submitted For: Rebecca Grohall, Planning & Zoning Manager, Planning & Zoning

SUBJECT:

Ordinance No. 14-003 - Amending the future land use map of the comprehensive plan for
property located at 1110 North 29th Street, Pinecreek Village Apartments. FIRST READING

SUMMARY:

* Constructed between 1970 and 1971.

e Consists of twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one 12-unit multi-family building for
total of 108 residential units and a newly constructed club house.

* The Zoning Atlas and Future Land Use Amendment is to reflect the existing density.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future Land Use Map Amendment.

ALTERNATIVES:
Deny the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future Land Use Map Amendment.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Clarissa Davis, Planner

COORDINATED WITH:
Ryan Sweeney, MSP & Rebecca Grohall, AICP

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N:
Fiscal Year:
Account:
Amount:
OTHER INFORMATION:
No fiscal impact.

Attachments
Cover Page
Staff Report
Zoning Map
Property Record Cards



FLUMA Application

Planning Board Minutes 11-12-2013
Ordinance 14-003 Future Land Use

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/07/2014 11:28 AM
Form Started By: Clarissa Davis Started On: 02/06/2014 11:51 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/07/2014



CITY OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA

City Commission Meeting
Agenda Item # 79

Commission Meeting February 18, 2014

To : The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
Through : Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager
From : Rebecca Grohall, AICP, Planning Manager
Re : Ordinance No. 14-003 and 14-004
Application for a change in Zoning and Future Land Use
Classification:
Pine Creek Village Apartments - 1110 N 29'" Street

Date : February 5, 2014

ISSUE(S): Approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM,
Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential
and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) from R-4, Medium
Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential.

SUMMARY: e Constructed between 1970 and 1971.

e Consists of twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one
12-unit multi-family building for total of 108 residential
units and a newly constructed club house.

e The Zoning Atlas and Future Land Use Amendment is to
reflect the existing density.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future
Land Use Map Amendment.

ALTERNATIVES: Deny the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future
Land Use Map Amendment.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF: Clarissa Davis, Planner

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report, Future Land Use/ Zoning Map, Property Record
Cards, Minutes of the January 14" Planning Board Meeting,
Applications.

City of Fort Pierce, P.O. Box 1480, Ft. Pierce, FL 34954-1480 — 772.467.3000



CITY OF FORT PIERCE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REBECCA GROHALL, AICP, PLANNING MANAGER
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING ¢ DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION ¢ URBAN DESIGN ¢ URBAN FORESTRY ¢ ZONING

TO: The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
THROUGH: Rebecca Grohall, AICP, Planning Manager
FROM: Clarissa Davis, Planner

SUBJECT: Pinecreek Village Apartments: Future Land Use and Zoning Map Amendments

DATE: February 4, 2013
STAFF REPORT
Owner/Applicant: SP Pine Creek Village LP
Mr. Scott Seckinger, Vice President
2430 Estancia Boulevard, Suite 101
Clearwater, Florida 33761
Representative: Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.
Mr. Dennis J. Murphy
2980 South 25" Street
Fort Pierce, Florida 34981
Requested Action: Approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM,
Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential
and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) from R-4, Medium
Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential in order to
reflect the existing density of the site.
Location: 1110 North 29" Street
Parcel Ids: 2404-608-0120-000/9
Current Future Land Use: RM, Medium Density Residential
Proposed Future Land Use: RH, High Density Residential
Current Zoning: R-4, Medium Density Residential
Proposed Zoning: R-5, High Density Residential
Surrounding FLU & Zoning: North East South West
RM/R-4 RM/R-4 RL/R-3 RM/R-4

100N.U.S.1 ¢ P.O.B0x1480 ¢ FORTPIERCE, FL 34954 -1480 ¢ 772-467-3000 ¢ FAX 772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM



DECEMBER 3, 2013
PAGE 2

Parcel(s) Size: 6.61 acres

Utilities: Within the FPUA Retail Service Area

Staff Analysis:

The applicant is requesting the approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM, Medium
Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning)
from R-4, Medium Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential.

The subject site was originally constructed between 1970 and 1971 and predated the 1981 Land
Development Code. Currently, the site consists of thirteen multi-family buildings and a newly
constructed community clubhouse. There are twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one 12-unit
multi-family building for total of 108 residential units. The site was recently purchased and all
thirteen residential structures have been fully renovated with new kitchens, new bathrooms, new
roofs and facade improvements. Additionally, considerable site improvements have been
completed including enhanced site circulation, landscaping and sidewalk improvements.

Table 1 demonstrates pertinent existing and proposed data for the subject site.

Table 1: Existing and Proposed Site Data

Existing Proposed
Zoning R-4 R-5
Future Land Use (FLU) RM RH
Existing Density 16.4 units / acre 16.4 units / acre
Maximum Density Permitted 12 units / acre 18 units / acre

Given the existing density and the current zoning designation of the site, the site is considered to be
nonconforming with regard to density. Per Article VII of the City Code, the site could not be rebuilt to
its current density should it be damaged or destroyed to an extent amounting to more than 50
percent of the replacement value at the time of damage.

Given the substantial investment that has recently been made in purchasing and improving the site,
the owner/applicant would like to protect their investment by amending the Future Land Use
designation and the current zoning designation in order to reflect the actual density of the site. Said
amendments will allow the owner to have vested rights for the current number of units that are on
the ground today. It should be noted that the requested amendments would actually allow 8
additional units, over-and-above the current site density.

Staff has informed the applicant that additional approvals (Site Plan, Design Review, etc.) would be
required in order to rebuild the site should it become damaged or destroyed. Furthermore, the
applicant has been informed that the site layout and overall style of a replacement project would
most likely differ from that of the current configuration.

P.0.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000




DECEMBER 3, 2013
PAGE 3

TRC Recommendation:

All affected departments have reviewed and approved the applications. No significant increase in
traffic or other impacts to public facilities is expected to be generated by the proposed
amendments.

Planning Board Recommendation:

At the January 14", 2014 meeting, the Planning Board gave a recommendation of approval with
the original Staff recommendation with the condition that the property owner shall enter into a
Developer's Agreement so as to cap the maximum residential density of the existing parcel at a
total of 108 residential units (what currently exists).

During the vote there was a suggestion from a Planning Board member to not place the cap and
discussion, however, the vote included the original staff recommendation of including the
Developer's Agreement.

Staff Comments:

Before an amendment may be approved, the following standards must be satisfied per Section 22-
131 of the City Code:

@ The amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan;
2 The amendment will not have an adverse affect on the ability of the city to:

a. Satisfy land and water use needs; and

b. Meet transportation demands and provide community facilities and services; and
3 The amendment will promote and protect the public health, safety and general welfare.

As the proposed amendments meet the above standards and as the proposed amendments serve
to administratively cure an existing nonconforming situation, Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve without the condition that the property owner enter into a Developer’s
Agreement. Without a Developer’'s Agreement, the maximum density on that parcel would allow for
116 units rather than the 108 units currently existing. Staff's recommendation is that the 8
additional units which would have a minimal impact on the parcel in terms of level of service, and is
adequately served by schools, parks, roads, water and wastewater, etc. Additionally, Staff
recommends that the Commission approve without the condition of a Developer's Agreement as a
business friendly approach.

P.0.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000
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Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

Page 1 of 1

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 1 of 14

<<Prev

Property Identification

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print

,\\)iﬁl.":' %

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9 S 2,
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788 3 <
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U J
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Fort Pierce ’ % Q
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres: 6.66

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

oras
(T

Exterior Features

BUILDING INFORMATION

nm

View: - RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt:
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 214 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 100 %Heated:

Special Features and Yard Items

Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond.
ASP2 - ASP2 LOW Y 1 67000 AV AV
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 10500 AV AV
FENG6 - CHAINLINK 6' Y 1 1600 AV AV

YrBIt.

1971
1971
1971

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
107 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&card=14&prclid=240460801200009

11/5/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 2 of 14
Property Identification

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E
Map ID: 24/05S
Zoning: R4

Ownership and Mailing

2404-608-0120-000-9

Taxes

PROPERTY RECORD CARD
<<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt
ParcellD:
Account #: 16788
Use Type: M-F >= 10U
City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County

Legal Description

Page 1 of 1

Exemptions Permits Home Print

%,

RO
<
oy

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2

OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Assessment 2013

2013 Final: 3444600
Assessed: 3444600
Ag.Credit: 0
Exempt:

Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

BUILDING INFORMATION

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329 /0106
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 / 2008
@ B
[.’ﬁ ?:;3 2 = Y
(14347 Bas "
| .. 7 (1e) 1
o) o
(72}
Exterior Features
View: - RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt:
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 100 %Heated:
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt.

Total Land and Building

Land Value: 810000 Acres:

Building Value: 2634600
Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct:
1971 Frame:

1971 PrimeWall:
8 SecWall:
MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall:
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:
ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors:
100 %Sprinkled:
Land Information

No. Use Type Type

1 0300-M-F >= 10U

107 -Unit

GA - Gable

BP - Conc Block

DW - Drywall

CU - Carpet
0

Measure
108

Depth

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=1&amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 3 of 14
Property Identification

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes

Page 1 of 1

Exemptions Permits Home Print

%,

RO
<
oy

810000 Acres:

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/058 Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value:

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59
BUILDING INFORMATION
m
?ﬁ"a\ i s B
B ” K [1170)
) qu-

Exterior Features

View: - RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt:
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 100 %Heated:
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct:
1971 Frame:

1971 PrimeWall:
8 SecWall:
MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall:
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:
ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors:
100 %Sprinkled:
Land Information

No. Use Type Type

1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit

GA - Gable

BP - Conc Block

DW - Drywall

CU - Carpet
0

Measure
108

Depth

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=2&amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 4 of 14
Property Identification

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E
Map ID: 24/058
Zoning: R4

Ownership and Mailing

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information
Date Price Code Deed
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE
L 2808 5| =
. 1B
2 3 2

oPAR' X
(72) ORAA

Exterior Features

Page 1 of 1
PROPERTY RECORD CARD
<<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print
ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Account #: 16788
Use Type: M-F >= 10U
City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County

Book/Page
3443/ 2263
1329/0116
1329/0106
0808 / 2008

Legal Description

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
Assessed: 3444600 Building Value: 2634600

Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
Exempt:

Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

BUILDING INFORMATION

View: - RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt:
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 100 %Heated:

Special Features and Yard Items

Type YIS Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=3 &amp:prclid=24046080120... 12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 5 of 14
Property Identification

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes

Page 1 of 1

Exemptions Permits Home Print

,\\ijlE %
Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9 5 2,
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788 3 <
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 88041.59
BUILDING INFORMATION
12 = 2
?ﬁm " = ?ﬁ;‘ﬂ“ ) :1.491;’
', oowli'
LYY [£r3] OFAA
[§73] (&3]
Exterior Features
View: - RoofCover: FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBIt: 1971 Frame: -
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt: 1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units: 12 SecWall: -
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric: MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FullBath: 0 HeatType: FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel: ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
%AIC: 100 %Heated: 100 %Sprinkled: 0
Special Features and Yard Items Land Information
Type YIS Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt. No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=4&amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 6 of 14

Property Identification

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes

Page 1 of 1

Exemptions Permits Home Print
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810000 Acres:

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value:

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59
BUILDING INFORMATION
_ n

(%3]

Exterior Features

View: -
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart
Grade: c-C
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16
FullBath: 0
1/2Bath: 0
%A/C: 100

Special Features and Yard Items

Type YIS Qty. Units Qual.

RoofCover:
YearBIt:
EffYrBIt:
No.Units:

Electric:
HeatType:
HeatFuel:
%Heated:

Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct:
1971 Frame:

1971 PrimeWall:
8 SecWall:
MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall:
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:
ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors:
100 %Sprinkled:

Land Information
No. Use Type Type
1 0300-M-F >= 10U

107 -Unit

GA - Gable

BP - Conc Block

DW - Drywall

CU - Carpet
0

Measure
108

Depth

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=5&amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 7 of 14

Property Identification

Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 88041.59

aeaA
(1)

Exterior Features
View:
ExtType:
Grade:
StoryHght:

Interior Features
BedRooms:
FullBath:

1/2Bath:

%AJC:

BUILDING INFORMATION

1108

Special Features and Yard Items

Type Y/S

Qty.

- RoofCover:
LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
c-C EffYrBIt:
0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
16 Electric:
0 HeatType:
0 HeatFuel:
100 %Heated:
Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=6 &amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD
SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 8 of 14 <<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print
Property Identification
,\\ijlE %

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9 5 2,
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788 3 <
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

Exterior Features

BUILDING INFORMATION

View: - RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt:
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 100 %Heated:
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=7&amp:prclid=24046080120...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 9 of 14

Property Identification

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E
Map ID: 24/058
Zoning: R4

Ownership and Mailing

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP

Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information
Date Price Code Deed

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE

11

Exterior Features

View: -
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart
Grade: c-C
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16
FullBath: 0
1/2Bath: 0
%A/C: 100
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual.

Page 1 of 1
PROPERTY RECORD CARD
<<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print
ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Account #: 16788
Use Type: M-F >= 10U
City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County

Book/Page
3443/ 2263
1329/0116
1329/0106
0808 / 2008

Legal Description

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
Assessed: 3444600 Building Value: 2634600

Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
Exempt:

Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

BUILDING INFORMATION
il

RoofCover:
YearBIt:
EffYrBIt:
No.Units:

Electric:

HeatType:
HeatFuel:
%Heated:

Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=8 &amp:prclid=24046080120... 12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 9 of 14

Property Identification

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E
Map ID: 24/058
Zoning: R4

Ownership and Mailing

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP

Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information
Date Price Code Deed

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE

11

Exterior Features

View: -
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart
Grade: c-C
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16
FullBath: 0
1/2Bath: 0
%A/C: 100
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual.

Page 1 of 1
PROPERTY RECORD CARD
<<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print
ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Account #: 16788
Use Type: M-F >= 10U
City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County

Book/Page
3443/ 2263
1329/0116
1329/0106
0808 / 2008

Legal Description

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
Assessed: 3444600 Building Value: 2634600

Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
Exempt:

Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

BUILDING INFORMATION
il

RoofCover:
YearBIt:
EffYrBIt:
No.Units:

Electric:

HeatType:
HeatFuel:
%Heated:

Cond. YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=8 &amp:prclid=24046080120... 12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 10 of 14 <<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print
Property Identification
Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59

BUILDING INFORMATION

10/20/2008

Exterior Features

View: - RoofCover: FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBIt: 1971 Frame: -
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt: 1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Units: 8 SecWall: -
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16 Electric: MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FullBath: 0 HeatType: FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel: ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
%AIC: 100 %Heated: 100 %Sprinkled: 0
Special Features and Yard Items Land Information
Type YIS Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt. No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=9&amp:prclid=24046080120... 12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 12 of 14

Property Identification

Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 88041.59

Exterior Features
View:
ExtType:
Grade:
StoryHght:

Interior Features
BedRooms:
FullBath:

1/2Bath:

%AJC:

BUILDING INFORMATION

Special Features and Yard Items

Type Y/S

Qty.

- RoofCover:
LITC - Lithc Apart YearBlt:
c-C EffYrBIt:
0020 - 2 Story No.Units:
24 Electric:
0 HeatType:
0 HeatFuel:
100 %Heated:
Units Qual. Cond.

YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable

1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=11&amp:prclid=2404608012...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 13 of 14

Property Identification

Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes

Exemptions Permits Home Print

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788
Map ID: 24/05S Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description

Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:

10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600

9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt

9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:

9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:

Taxes: 88041.59
BUILDING INFORMATION
n L n 11 - . -
o 1o \ s
foamy . heff oM
)

Exterior Features

View: -
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart
Grade: c-C
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story
Interior Features
BedRooms: 16
FullBath: 0
1/2Bath: 0
%A/C: 100

Special Features and Yard Items

Type YIS Qty.

Units

Qual.

RoofCover:

YearBIt:
EffYrBIt:
No.Units:

Electric:
HeatType:
HeatFuel:
%Heated:

Cond.

YrBIt.

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable
1971 Frame: -

1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
8 SecWall: -

MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: DW - Drywall
FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHt/Fl:

ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
100 %Sprinkled: 0

Land Information

No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=12&amp:prclid=2404608012...

12/3/2013



Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

Page 1 of 1

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

SP Pine Creek Village LP  Record: 14 of 14
Property Identification

<<Prev

Next >>

Spec.Assmnt Taxes Exemptions Permits Home Print

,\\ijlE %
Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9 5 2,
Sec/Town/Range: 05:358S :40E Account #: 16788 3 <
Map ID: 24/058 Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County
Ownership and Mailing Legal Description
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
Sales Information Assessment 2013 Total Land and Building
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2013 Final: 3444600 Land Value: 810000 Acres:
10/11/2012 5000000 0118 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 3444600  Building Value: 2634600
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 1329/0116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 88041.59
BUILDING INFORMATION
—
P : B
T RAS 17
(ao0)
bl % }‘ i
Exterior Features
View: - RoofCover: FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable
ExtType: DGAR - Detached Gar YearBIt: 1971 Frame: -
Grade: c-C EffYrBIt: 1971 PrimeWall: BP - Conc Block
StoryHght: 0010 - 1 Story No.Units: SecWall: -
Interior Features
BedRooms: 0 Electric: MX - MAXIMUM PrmintWall: PT -PT
FullBath: 0 HeatType: - AvgHt/Fl:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel: - Prm.Flors: CG - CONC GRD
%A/C: 0 %Heated: 0 %Sprinkled: 0
Special Features and Yard Items Land Information
Type YIS Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YrBIt. No. Use Type Type Measure Depth
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/PRC.asp?move=next&amp;card=13&amp:prclid=2404608012...

12/3/2013



CITY OF FORT PIERCE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING O DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION O URBAN DESIGN ¢ URBAN FORESTRY O ZONING

Application for — Change in Future Land Use RM to RH

/_,‘/

[] Zoning Atlas Map Amendment [ Future Land Use Map Amendment — Large Scale (>10 acres/> 10 du/ac)

L] Future Land Use Map Amendment — Small Scale (<10 acres/< 10 du/ac)

Application Fee:

Rezoning- $ 2,115 (base) plus $40 for each acre.
Land Use Map- $ 3,960 (base) plus $40 for each acre.

Application submission shall include the following:
One (1) original and 14 paper copies of the application and support documents and provide one (1)
electronic copy of the application packet.

Packets shall include:

e St. Lucie County’s Property Appraiser Card with full legal description;
Aerial map with the subject property depicted;

Traffic impact report and environmental report;

Historical report, if applicable; and

Conceptual development plan.

1. Name of Owner(s) SP Pine Creek Village LP

Signature of Owner(s)

Mailing address: (Street) 2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101
City Clearwater State Florida Zip 33761
(Phone)
(e-mail)
2. Name of Applicant(s) SP. Pine Creek Village LP

Signature of Applicant(s)

Mailing address: (Street) 2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101

City Clearwater State Florida Zip 33761
(Phone)

(e-mail)

100N.U.S.1 ¢ P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954 -1480 ¢ 772-460-2200 EXT.232 O FAX772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM



3. Name of Representative
Signature of Representative
Mailing address: (Street)
City
(Phone)

(e-mail)

4. Legal Description

5. Property Tax ID Numbers:

6. Parcel Acres

8. Property Location/ Address

APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 2 of 9

Culpepper & Terpening, Inc. (attn: Dennis J. Murphy)

Dennis J. Murphy

2980 South 25" Street

Ft. Pierce State Florida Zip 34981

772-464-3537

dmurphy@ct-eng.com

Certain property situated in the County of St. Lucie. State of Florida, and
more particularly described as fallows:

From the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 5.
Township 35 South, Range 40 East, St. Lucie County, Florida, run South
0°- 27' West 329.91 Feet, thence run South 89" 20' East 25 feet to the Point
of Beginning: thence continue South 89" 20" East 613.01 feet. thence run
South 0° 28' West 495.10 feet, thence run N 89°19'15" West 612.86 feet,
thence run N 0° 27' East 494.86 feet to the Point of Beginning.

LESS AND EXCEPT the North 25 feet thereof.

Overall parcel contains 6.614 Acres, more or less.

2404-608-0120-000/9

6.614 (per survey) 7. Amendment Acres 6.614 (per survey)

SW corner of the intersection of Avenue L & North. 27th St.

9. Existing Future Land Use Proposed Future

RM 10. Larid Use RH
. Exlsfing Zoning R4 12.  Proposed Zoning R5 (see RZ application)
13.  Are any other applications being submitted concurrent Accompanying this application, under separate cover, is

with this application?

a petition for a change in zoning from the R4 (Medium
Density) to the R5 (High Density) zoning district.

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT

Page 3 of 9
14, Describe the existing improvements and structures on There are at present, 13 residential structures, with 108
the amendment lands residential units on the property. There is also an on-
site recreational clubhouse for the use of the community
residents.
15. Proposed Use of the amended lands: To maintain the current residential use and site density

of the existing residential community known as Pine
Creek Villages.

16. The reason for making this request: See above.

OFFICE USE:

File Number: Check No: Receipt No:
LPA Review: Transmittal to DEO: Adoption:
Ordinance No: Date Approved:

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 4 of 9

Required Documentation for Future Land Use Map Amendments

On a separate sheet provide the following information. Your response should be thorough and supported by
references to specific sections of the Comprehensive Plan that are applicable to the proposed Future Land Use
Amendment. Please provide documentation to support your responses and complete the attached worksheets.

1. A general statement describing whether and how the proposed amendments conform to the City
of Fort Pierce Comprehensive Plan.

The petitioned property is located at the SW comner of the intersection of Avenue L and North 27th Street, in the
Northwest part of the City of Ft. Pierce. ~ The petitioned property includes 108 multi-family units that were originally
constructed in the 1970/71 time period. This residential community is now referred to as the Pine Creek Townhomes.
At the time these units were constructed, all construction was in accord with all applicable City zoning regulations (as
the city did not yet have an adopted Comprehensive Plan in effect) including site density, which at that time permitted
up to 18 residential units to the acre on this site.

The petitioned property totals 6.6-acres in area, just as it did in the early-1970’s. The existing number of residential
units found on this site is 108. The current site density (expressed as units per acre) is 16.2 du/ac, which is 1.8 du/ac
less than ‘could” have been located on this property based on the site’s original zoning classifications that were in
effect in the early-1970’s.

In 1990, the City of Ft. Pierce, and as subsequently amended through 2012, adopted a revised Local Comprehensive
Plan pursuant to the requirements of Section 163.3161, et seq., Florida Statutes. That Comprehensive Plan replaced
the original Comprehensive Plan for the City that was adopted in the 1980 time period. As part of the adoption of this
Comprehensive Plan, the City adopted a new Future Land Map applicable to all properties inside the city limits.
Through the adoption of this Future Land Use Map, (along with all subsequent amendments thereto), a Future Land
Use Map designation of RM (Residential Medium) was applied to the petitioned property. The RM Future Land Use
designation has a maximum unit density of 12 du/ac. If the petitioned property were vacant, and someone wanted to
develop homes on it, the properties current Future Land Use designation would permit a maximum of 80 units on the
property, or 28 units less than are currently found existing on the property.

Objective 1.3 of the Ft. Pierce Comprehensive Plan (current version) addresses, in general, the City’s position towards
“nonconforming” uses, including those uses where the number of development units exceeds the maximum land use
density for the particular property in question. This City has cited as its primary objective on this issue, the elimination,
or reduction of existing land uses that are seen as being inconsistent with the City's existing character and broader
future land use objectives.

Recently, the City has authorized the renovation of all 108 units on this site. At a cost of approximately 2.5-million
dollars, the current property owners have provided extensive rehabilitation to each of the dwelling units in this
community, along with making changes and improvements to the sites recreation amenities and overall site
landscaping. However, in permitting the renovations to all of the existing dwelling units on this site, the City has not
addressed how the nonconforming aspect of this property is to be addressed, since it is neither the intention, nor the
objective, of the property owners to remove 28 units from this site.

Because the sites existing development condition exceeds the maximum Future Land Use density permitted under the

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 5 of 9

City’s Future Land Use Maps, this site, and the units included on it are considered to “nonconforming uses” and are
subject to the provisions of Section 22-99 of the Ft. Pierce Code of Ordinances. The problem that the current property
owners face with this type of designation is that if as many as 28 units (25% of the total number of units on the site)
were deemed to be destroyed or otherwise vacated for a period in excess of twelve (12) months, those units, under a
strict interpretation of the existing City Code, code not be repaired, replaced or reoccupied.

After considerable discussion with City staff on this particular issue, it has been concluded by the applicant that the
only way in which we may seek to preserve and maintain the integrity of the Pine Creek Village property is to request
that the Future Land Use classification on the site be amended from its current RM (Residential Medium) Future Land
Use classification to a RH (Residential High) Future Land Use classification. This reclassification would change the
unit per acre density from 12 to 18, and would, from a gross residential density perspective, permit a maximum of 120
units on the site, subject to meeting all other applicable City design codes and regulations. Noting that under this
scenario the gross unit density would exceed the site density that the property owner presently enjoys, the property
owners are prepared to enter into a specific, and separate, Development Agreement with the City, limiting the
maximum development density on this site to 108 units, which is nothing more than is what presently exists on the site.
This development agreement, which would be entered into consistent with the provisions of Section 163.3220 - .3243,
Florida Statutes.

2. A statement describing how the proposed future land use designation is compatible with the
future land use designations and existing land uses surrounding the amended lands.

Amending the Future Land Use classification on the petitioned property from RM to RH would not result in any
significant change to the existing neighborhood. The areas current Future Land Use classification permits both single
and multi-family housing product options.  If approved, the proposed Future Land Use classification permits both
single and multi-family housing product options.

The only “potential” difference between the two land use classifications is the “potential” number of units that could be
located on the property. In the case of the current RM classification, the maximum density permitted is 12 du/ac, with
a potential for density bonuses that could take this up an additional 5 units to the acre. If approved, the RH future land
use classification would permit a maximum of 18 units to the acre, again with the potential for density bonuses that
could take this up an additional 5 units to the acre. However, assuming that the associated Development Agreement,
as discussed in paragraph 1 above, is approved, this Agreement would limit the site density on this property to the
existing total of 108 units, and that any future redevelopment of the property could not exceed that development
intensity unless specifically authorized by the City of Ft. Pierce, through the prescribed amendment process for these
Agreements. These Agreements run with the land and will be recorded in the land records of the County.

3. Identify future land use designations and existing land uses within a half mile of the subject
property that have the same or greater type of proposed future land use designation.

Refer to attached Land Use and Zoning exhibits.

4. Provide a statement describing any conditions affecting the area of the amendment lands that

P.O.BOx 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT

have changed since the most recent adoption of the Comprehensive Plan. Describe any
changes in development patterns, utility availability, and public service capacity. Provide the
data and analysis supporting your conclusions.

The Pine Creek Townhomes property has recently undergone a 2.5-million dollar renovation that has brought all of the
existing units in this community up to current building standards. In addition, there have been site access and
landscaping adjustments to the property that have resulted in a general aesthetic community/neighborhood
improvement.

Other lands within the immediate area are all developed residentially, much of which is in attached housing format.
There are some areas of commercial development opportunity to the east of the petitioned site along North 25th
Street. There are some areas of detached, single family homes to the south and east of the petitioned site.  In
general; the area is see as stable. There is no significant, observable, degradation-taking place in this area.

Existing utilities in this area are not proposed for alteration as result of this Future Land Use Map Amendment.
Without taking into consideration the proposed Development Agreement, limiting development opportunity in this are
to only what is presently found of the petitioned site, the addition of 12 theoretic units (land use map differential) will
have no measurable effect on the local infrastructure network.

5. Provide a statement describing why there is a need for the proposed Future Land Use Map
Amendment and how the amendment will result in an orderly and logical development pattern.

Pine Creek Village property (the petitioned property) includes an existing 108 unit, multi-family, residential
development located on a 6.6-acre parcel. The homes on this site were originally constructed in the 1970/71 time
period and have just recently undergone a 2.5-million dollar renovation, bringing these units all up to current building
codes and standards. In addition to these residential building upgrades, the site grounds and community recreation
facilities were all upgraded and improved.

The properties Current Future Land Use classification is RM (residential Medium). The properties Current Zoning
Classification is R4 (Medium density residential). Under the properties current Future Land Use and Zoning
designation, the maximum number of permitted units on this site would be 80. Since the homes on this site were all
constructed over 40 years ago, and were at that time confirming to all City Zoning standards (density/ lot coverage and
setbacks) this property is pursuant to Article VII, Sections 22-99 thru 22-105.10, of the Ft. Pierce Code of Ordinances
considered to be a existing, lawful, nonconforming use, because the site’s gross number of units on this site exceeds
that which would otherwise be permitted if the site were to be developed today, from a vacant land perspective.

Section 22-99 of the Ft. Pierce Code of Ordinances addresses the basics of the City's Non-Conforming Use
regulations. This section reads as follows:

Within the zoning districts established by this chapter or amendments that may be adopted later, there
exist lots, structures, uses of land or structures, and characteristics of uses which were lawful before this
chapter was passed or amended, but which violate provisions of this chapter or future amendments. It is
the intent of this chapter to permit these nonconformities to continue until they are removed, but not to
allow their expansion or replacement.

P.O. Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 7 of 9

Accepting for the purpose of discussion that the petitioned property is under the current City Codes, considered to be a
nonconforming use, the problem that the current property owners face here is if as many as 28 units (25% of the total
number of units) were deemed to be destroyed or otherwise vacated for a period in excess of twelve (12) months,
those units, under a strict interpretation of the existing City Code, code not be repaired, replaced or reoccupied.
Therefore, the immediate need in this petition for Future Land Use change is to maintain the structure of the existing
neighborhood. If it is the City's Objective is indeed to push for a lower physical development intensity in this area,
then the City should articulate further how this is to be achieved without the unreasonable taking of existing property
values and without creating unnecessary strain or loss of value to the surrounding neighborhood.

It is the hope of the property owners of the petition property that the current nonconforming status of this site (from a
gross unit density perspective only) not be seen, or used, as an impediment towards any future replacement of these
recently remodeled, but not expanded, homes on this site. The Pine Creek Village Community provides an affordable
and functional living environment for 108 families and has done so, since the early 1970’s. ~ As noted, the current
property owners have expended in excess of 2.5-million-dollars in improving the homes on this site.

6. What are the potential environmental impacts of the requested amendment? Provide an analysis
of soils, topography, vegetation, and natural resources (wetlands, native habitats...etc) on the
site.

None. The petitioned properties are presently fully developed for urban use, so there are no potential impacts. It
should also be noted that there are no unique soils, topography, vegetation, or natural resources (wetlands, native
habitats...etc) on this site.

7. Provide the flood zone classification.

The petitioned property is located in Flood Zone X (refer to FEMA Map 12111C0178J; February 2012)

8. Provide an analysis of the drainage effects the proposed land use amendment would have on the
volume and quality of storm water runoff.

The petitioned property is presently in use as a developed residential site. The current site drainage system collects
all stormwaters and discharges those waters into the City’s drainage system along North 27" Street. Minor upgrades
to this system were made as part of the recent on-site renovations to the property. The requested change in Future
Land Use will have no impact in the current volume and quality of storm water runoff.

9. Provide a traffic report of the potential impacts to the City’s transportation system brought about
by the proposed land use. The report must include existing, background, committed trips, and
projected traffic volumes and the level of service for all affected roadways. Projected traffic
volumes must be based on the highest density allowed under the proposed future land use
designation.

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 8 of 9

A ftraffic report for this proposed Small Area Land Use Amendment has not been made. The requested change in
Future Land Use designation from RM to RH is to provide for recognition of the existing uses on this site.  The current
developed density on this site is 108 units. The maximum permitted development density under the RH future and
use category is 12 units.  The addition of 12 units into the existing local area traffic network will have no measurable
impact on any of the local area roadways.

Current levels of service along North 25" Street in the project area are LOS C.

10. Provide a capacity analysis and documentation that demonstrate adequate water capacity and
supply facilities will be available.

The site is presently served with Ft. Pierce Utility Authority (FPUA) water and wastewater services.  The requested
change in future Land Use designation from RM to RH will have no measurable impact on service demands upon the
existing FPUA service system.

11. Provide projections on average daily volumes of solid waste that would be generated by the
change in the land use.

The site is presently served by the City of Ft Pierce Solid Waste Department. The requested change in future Land

Use designation from RM to RH will have no measurable impact on solid waste service demands.

12. What demands for recreational facilities will be created by the development as a result of the land
use change? ldentify recreational facilities and open spaces that are in the surrounding vicinity.

There are no expected impacts on the local park system as a result of this proposed change in land use. As part of

the recent renovations to this property, new on-site recreation facilities have been added to the property thus reducing
the impacts to neighboring City facilities.

13. Indicate the location of historical and/or archaeological landmarks on the property and provide
an assessment if applicable.

There are no historical and/or archaeological landmarks on the property.

Kkkkkhkkkkkhhhkhhhhkhkrhikk
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APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 9 of 9

| certify that: (Check One)

I (we) do hereby certify that | (we) own in fee simple the above referenced described
property for which a change in Future Land Use is requested.

xxx__ | (we) are not the owner of the above described property; however, the owners
signature below authorizes the applicants the authority to act as agent for the owner(s) of record.

Dernis . Muwfolry 08/09/13
Applicant’s Signature Date
2980 South 25" Street Ft. Pierce, Florida 34981
Address State Zip
(772) 464-3537 dmurphy@ct-eng.com

Phone Fax E-mail Address

Property Owners Acknowledgements: - This application will not be considered complete
without the signature of all property owners of record, which shall serve as an acknowledgement
of the submission of this application for a change in future land use. The property owner's
signature below shall also authorize the Applicant (if other than the property owner) and/or Agent
to act in his/her behalf for the purposes of seeking this change to the City’s Comprehensive Plan
for the property described herein.

Property Owner's Name (Please Print) Phone
Address State Zip
Property Owner's Signature Date

STATE OF FLORIDA)
ST LUCIE COUNTY)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 20 , by
who is personally known to me or has produced as

identification.

Signature of Notary (seal)

P.O.Box 1480 O FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200
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@w'% CITY OF FORT PIERCE

~ PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MATTHEW G. MARGOTTA, AICP, DIRECTOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING O DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION O URBAN DESIGN O URBAN FORESTRY ¢ ZONING

Map Amendment

Property address or Location 1110 North 29th St.
Parcel ID #(s) 2404-608-0120-000-9
Project description__Pine Creek Village Apartments

SP Pine Creek Village LP Patrick J. Ferland, PE, Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.
Property Owner(s) Applicant/Representative, Title, Company

2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101 2980 South 25th St
Street Address Street Address

Clearwater FL 33761 Fort Pierce FL 34981

City State Zip City State Zip

727-669-3660 772-464-3537
Phone Number Phone Number

sseckinger@sphome.com pferland@ct-eng.com
Email Address Email Address

Property Owner(s) Acknowledgements: - This application will not be considered complete without the signature of all property owners of record, which shall
serve as an acknowledgement of the submission of this application. The property owner's signature below shall also authorize the Applicant (if other than the
prope. azr) apd/or Representative to act in his/her behalf for the purposes of seeking approval for the application described herein.

J ) Tae ge(;\b\(\\{,\\' \/?
A)

Pro'pe/ty‘Owner(s) Signature(s)

STATE OF FLORIDA -- COUNTY Q%{h ‘ j ,
The foregoing instrument wa acknowledge‘%efore me this day of
K§()O%P @ gg(’ { V\O\X who is personally known to
- 7 Sl
) as identification.
Sl\g?/lftr\t/ej Notary

INTAKE MEETINGS ARE REQUIRED FOR ALL SUBMITTALS. CALL (772) 460-2200 x247

7] )
\Willlrg,
SENRY Py,

d SUZANNE M. WERNER
2 Notary Public - State of Florida
§ My Comm. Expires Feb 5, 2014
* Commission # DD 930500

To BE COMPLETED BY STAFF

Future Land\Use Total Acres ““Histaric District Historic Designétion' <

Contributing Individual

Non-Contributing None

Pre-Application Meeting Date Fees__ _ Control #____ B. Permit#_
Intake Planner
Planner Assigned
Approved By Date
Comments

Intake Date Stamp

" 100N.US.1 ¢ P.O.BOX 1480 O FORT PIERCE, FL34954-1480 O 772-460-2200 O Fax 772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM
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Submit one (1) original & seven
(7) hard copies and one (1) CD of
the following. Additional copies
will be required of subsequent
submittals.

Complete notarized
application.

Ag-Rullt Survey

Warranty deed

Agent letter
GOrGUKNeROy % {

SLC Property Record Card
Project Narrative
Epvirsnrantat Survey

CD
Traflic kprct Repoxt

Fee
Supparnt Reourertation

Application Outlook

Pre-Application
Meeting

Vredgnesday Ateracons

Application
Intake Raeting

Lall to schedule

Technical
Review
Committee

3red
Thursaay

Planning
Board

2nd
Tuesday

tonday

Application Type:
X Amending the Zoning Atlas Map

& Amending the Future Land Use Map

Site Information:

Zoning / FLU Structure

Existing

nochange |

Size (sq. ft.)

| no change

Height

no change

Use

Res

Residential Units

107

Proposed R5/RH no change

no change

no change

Res

107

Surrounding Zoning & Future Land Uses:




June 6, 2013

City of Fort Pierce

RE: Pine Creek Village
Future Land Use Map Amendment & Zoning Map

Please be advised that SP Pine Creek Village LP hereby authorizes Culpepper &
Terpening, Inc. to act as its agents relative to the above referenced property and
project.

Sincerely,

SP Pine Creek Village LP ‘ " 3
7‘- 5 Piac ek Ulige GP lne; Its ©ade\ veytaer

! - ,
(// ,sfc‘% g( Kanaof (/( e D{\{s.cim’\ 6/58/5

By:
Signature Print name ) Title Date

¥4

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF ST. LUCIE

The foregeing instr 1t was acknowledged before me this day of jLM R
2013 by : | ,as \/t* 1 " ;who is
personally known to me on behalf of s (YN0 L a

= et

Florida

[Notary Seal or Stamp] S\&WMUW /M (/Uﬁww\’

“Notaty Public-State of Florida

;13::“:""’53‘;:22 SUZANNE M. WERNER Print Name: &)1C“’W]Q m, , Wf CM (

2 Notary Public - State of Florida

2, A0 . . s s
Zo\e JII, #/<§ My Comm. Expires Feb 5, 2014 My Commission Expires: MV\RO‘
e Commission # DD 930500

,
I




2013 FLORIDA PROFIT CORPORATION ANNUAL REPORT

DOCUMENT# P11000102054

Entity Name: SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE GP, INC.

Current Principal Place of Business:
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 101

CLEARWATER, FL 33761

Current Mailing Address:
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FEI Number: 45-3949856

Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

TRUSTEE AND CORPORATE SERVICES INC.
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FILED
Mar 25, 2013
Secretary of State

Certificate of Status Desired: No

The above named entity submits this statement for the purpose of changing its registered office or registered agent, or both, in the State of Florida.

SIGNATURE: JEFFREY C. STEINERT

03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Registered Agent

Officer/Director Detail Detail :

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

PSTD
PAGE, J. DAVID

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

VP
SECKINGER, SCOTT

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

Title
Name
Address

City-State-Zip:

Title
Name
Address

City-State-Zip:

Date

\
MOLINARI, MICHAEL

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

VP
LEACH, PETER H

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

| hereby certify that the information indicated on this report or supplemental report is true and accurate and that my electronic signature shall have the same legal effect as if made under
oath; that I am an officer or director of the corporation or the receiver or lrustee empowered lo execute this report as required by Chapter 607, Florida Statutes; and that my name appears

above, or on an attachment with all other like empowered.

SIGNATURE: J. DAVID PAGE

PRESIDENT 03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Signing Officer/Director Detail

Date




2013 FLORIDA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP ANNUAL REPORT
DOCUMENT# A11000000897
Entity Name: SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE LP

Current Principal Place of Business:

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD
SUITE 101

CLEARWATER, FL 33761

Current Mailing Address:

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD
SUITE 114
CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FEI Number: 37-1655498
Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

TRUSTEE AND CORPORATE SERVICES INC.
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FILED
Mar 25, 2013
Secretary of State

Certificate of Status Desired: No

The above named entity submits this statement for the purpose of changing its registered office or registered agent, or both, in the State of Florida.

SIGNATURE: JEFFREY C. STEINERT

03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Registered Agent

General Partner Detail Detail ;
Document#  P11000102054

Name SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE GP, INC.
Address 2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

City-State-Zip: CLEARWATER FL 33761

Date

| hereby certify that the information indicated on this report or supplemental report is true and accurate and that my electronic signature shall have the same legal effect as if made under
oath; that | am a general partner of the limited parinership or the receiver or trustee empowered to execute this report as required by Chapler 620, Florida Statutes; and that my name

appears above, or on an altachment with all other like empowered.

SIGNATURE: J. DAVID PAGE

PRESIDENT

03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Signing General Partner Detail

Date



JOSEPH E. SMITH, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT - SAINT LUCIE COUNTY
FILE # 3759147 OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2263, Recorded 10/17/2012 at 04:51 PM

Doc Tax:

$35000.00

De & 2g,0000

e 1259

3 PR e
$7_, RSN

Prepared by and return to:
Amber F. Williams

Pepple Cantu Schmidt PLLC
2430 Estancia Bivd., Suite 114

Clearwater, FL 33761
SPE WARRE Y

THIS INDENTURE is made effective on October ZQ , 2012, by My Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a
Florida limited liability company, formerly known as Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a Florida limited liability
company (“Grantor”), whose mailing address is 49 Wall Street, Worcester, MA 01604, and SP
Pine Creek Village LP, a Florida limited partnership (“Grantee”), whose mailing address is
2430 Estancia Boulevard, Suite 101, Clearwater, FL 33761.

WITNESSETH:

Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of TEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and
other valuable consideration to it in hand paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, has
granted, bargained, sold and conveyed, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, and

nent
Fiori

Grantor covenants with Grantee that at the time of delivery of this deed with respect to the
Property, Grantor's interest is free from all liens and encumbrances except for the matters
shown in Exhibit B attached hereto and made a part hereof, none of which shall be reimposed
hereby, and that Grantor will warrant the title to the Property and will defend the same, against
the tawful claims of all persons claiming by, through or under Grantor, but against none other.

[Signatures on following page]

@doo E

e

an




OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2264

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has executed this deed the day and year above
written.

Signed in the presence of: GRANTOR:

en-H-Schnglder, Managing Mefmber

Pr|n\d~Name/
STATE OF FLORIDA )
COUNTY OF DUVAL )

This foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this H day of October, 2012 by
Stephen H. Schneider, as Managing Member for My Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a Florida limited liability

company, on behalf of the company. He [is personally known to me] [has produced
VW&EVA@Q MY e_  as identification].

Kiver heorse

Publi
Rrinted Nja Q_’YS?S\U\EL NN
ibn Expires:_ | /
{e\ DLt X Ll
X I
@do© E Y




OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2265

EXHIBIT A
to
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

Legal Description




OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2266

EXHIBITB
to
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

Permitted Exceptions

leases.

CORY
COIPY




Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

Page 1 of 1

Site Address: 1110 N 29th St ParcellD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/TowniRange: 05:35S :40E Account #: 16788
Map 1D 24/05S8 Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Fort Pierce
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP ARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Bivd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
; # 31
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2012 Final 2608800  Land Value: 810000 Acres: 6.66
10/11/2012 5000000 0001 SP 3443 /2263 Assessed: 2608800  Building Value: 1798800
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 132970116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 64297.54
2703
3
123
4
H ;is bzl . i
{ 57”9” E;‘s-“) 8 .‘
é(\)“ CPA;'
(723 (123
View: - RoofCover: FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct: GA - Gable
ExiType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBit: 1971 Frame: -
Grade: c-C EfYrBit 1971 PrimeWall BP - Conc Block
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Unis: 107 SecWalh -
BedRooms 214 Electric: MX - MAXIMUM PemintWall: DW - Drywall
FuliBath: 0 HealType: FHA - FrcdHotAir AvgHYFL:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel: ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors: CU - Carpet
SHAIC: 100 YsHeated: 100 Y% Sprinkled: 0
5 Land ind £
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond. YiBIt.  No. Use Type Type Maasure Depth
ASP2 - ASP2 LOW Y 1t 67000 AV AV 1971 1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit 108
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 10500 AV AV 1971
FENG - CHAINLINK &' Yy 1t 1600 AV AV 1971

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/pre.asp?prelid=240460801200009

5/6/2013
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CITY OF FORT PIERCE

PLANNING BOARD

Planning Board Minutes
OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE FORT PIERCE CITY PLANNING BOARD HELD
ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER 10", 2013, IN FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, COMMISSION
CHAMBERS, 100 NORTH US HIGHWAY 1, FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA.

Chairman Weaver called the meeting to order.

The next item considered -- Item #2 Roll Call

Upon Roll Call, those present were: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell,
Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Ganzi, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman
Weaver.

Those not present: Mr. Paul.

Staff Present: Ryan Sweeney, Senior Planner; Clarissa Davis, Planning Specialist; Rebecca
Grohall, Planning Manager; James Walker, Assistant City Attorney.

The next item considered — Item #3 Consideration of Absences

Ms. Castro was excused from her previous absence. Mr. Paul’s absence was excused.

The next item considered — Item #4 Certification of Alternate Member Voting Status
All regular seated Board members were present.
The next item considered — Item #5 Approval of the November 12" 2013 Minutes.

Mr. Clancy made a motion and was seconded Mr. Poitier- To approve.

A voice vote is taken.
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Motion passes unanimously.

The next item considered — Item # 6 Future Land Use Map Amendment (LPA Hearing) -
1110 North 29th Street - Pine Creek Village: A request for approval to change the Future
Land Use designation from RM, Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density
Residential. The owner is SP Pine Creek Village LP, represented by Dennis Murphy of
Culpepper & Terpening, Inc. The Planning Board, as the Local Planning Agency, to review
and provide a recommendation.

Ryan Sweeney: This presentation for item 6 will also be for item 7. The subject site is
located at 1110 North 29" street, southeast of the intersection of 29" and Avenue L. The
site currently has a Future Land Use designation of RM, Medium Density Residential and is
zoned R-4, Medium Density Residential. The subject site was originally constructed in 1970
and 1971. It pre-dates the former Land Development Code which was adopted in 1981.
Currently the site consists of 13 multifamily buildings. 12 of which are 8 unit buildings and 1
is a 12 unit building with a centralized community club house. The total density is 108
dwelling units. The site has been recently purchased and completely renovated with
improvements to the interior and exterior of all of the multifamily buildings as well as
considerable site improvements around the exterior of the site. Based on the existing
zoning and the existing units, the site is considerably nonconforming with regards to
density, therefore the applicant would like to amend the Future Land Use designation and
the zoning of the site in order to reflect what’s actually on the ground. Additionally, the
applicant would like to have the ability to rebuild at its current density should the site
become damaged or destroyed 50% or more than the replacement value. The applicants
also indicated that they would be amiable to entering into a developer’s agreement to cap
the overall density of the site at its current density of 108 dwelling units. That instrument
would be separate and would be approved by the City Commission.

Before an amendment can be approved, the following standards per Section 22-131 of the
City Code must be met: The amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, the
amendment will not have an adverse effect on the ability to satisfy land and water use
needs and to make transportation demands and provide community facilities and services,
and the amendment will promote and protect the public health, safety and general welfare.
As the proposed amendments meet the above standards and as the proposed
amendments serve to administratively cure an existing nonconforming situation, staff
recommends that the Planning Board forward a recommendation of approval with the
condition that the property owner shall enter into a developers agreement so as to cap the
maximum residential density of the existing parcel at a total of 108 residential units.

Ms. Castro states that the property record card states that it was purchased over a year
ago for $5 million. Then the improvements were done and yet it's assessed at $3.44 million.
It is not understood why the variance between purchasing it at this time and having it
assessed at such a significantly low rate.

Mr. Sweeney states that values are certified with a affective date of January 1%. The
improvements were not done until after January 1. They were done in this calendar year.
It is assumed a significant increase will occur for the assessed value by January 1%. The
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improvements that were done were a considerable investment. It was roughly a $2 million
dollar renovation that was done this year.

Chairman Weaver asks what the range is for RM and for RH. What is the maximum density
for each?

Mr. Sweeney states that R-4 and RM are 12 units per acre while R-5 and RH are 18 units
per acre. The current site density is roughly 16 and a half. The applicant is considerably
over the existing zoning and is not much below the maximum density of the proposed land
use and zoning change.

Dennis Murphy (applicant representative): We have talked to staff about the application
process and have been at this for quite some time. Basically, we’re trying to restore, retain
or at least hold the current value that we have in terms of unit numbers on the property. We
have made a considerable investment in the property and it does look better than it was.
We think it is helping the entire neighborhood. | will entertain any questions the Board may
have.

Ms. Baker asks if it is the intention of the developer and the new owner to have this
completely residential.

Mr. Murphy states that at the best of his knowledge there are no commercial intentions on
the property.

Ms. Baker asks if there may be a long-term facility or other type of housing.
Mr. Murphy states that at the best of his knowledge it is strictly going to be regular housing.

Mr. Poitier states that whoever bought it did a very good job with it. It needed the
improvement 30 years ago. They did a very good job.

Mr. Murphy states that he will pass that along.

Chairman Weaver asks if the driving force behind the land use and future land use change
is for insurance purposes and rebuild ability.

Mr. Murphy states that is correct. If something were to happen to the property today, since
it is technically a nonconforming use, under the rules the owner would not be able to
restore what is there today. Financing and improvements have been made predicated upon
a certain number of dwelling units on the property. This would be to protect that investment.
That is why the applicant is not opposed to entering into the developer agreement which
would cap the unit numbers on the property as of today.

Chairman Weaver asks Mr. Murphy how long he has been in the process since the
applicant has made the first application.
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Mr. Murphy states that the application was submitted in the middle of the summer. Around
5 months; this is about right for this kind of a process. It gives time to prep the applications
and then there’s the process itself.

Mr. Clancy makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Poitier - to approve the land use
map amendment with staff's recommendation.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr.
Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman Weaver.

Those opposed: None.

Motion is approved unanimously.

The next item considered — Item # 7 Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) — 1110 North
29th Street - Pine Creek Village: A request for approval to change the zoning designation
from R-4, Medium Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential. The owner is SP
Pine Creek Village LP, represented by Dennis Murphy of Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.

Ryan Sweeney: Meeting the Section 22-131, the three criteria listed, the zoning atlas
amendment does meet the standards, therefore staff is recommending that the Planning
Board forward a recommendation for approval with the condition that the property owner
shall enter into a developers agreement so as to cap the maximum residential density of
the existing parcel at a total of 108 units.

Chairman Weaver asks if the Planning Board is in a circumstance where there has to be
‘give and take’ where the overall build out capacity has to give somewhere else in order for
the taking of just a few residential credits at this location. It is known that in the coastal high
hazard area there would be ‘give and take’ if some density credits were taken from one
area. Is there anything that would apply to that overall in the city?

Mr. Sweeney states that the City currently does not have a transfer development rights
system in place for the mainland or a formal system at all.

Mr. Poitier states that the people Dennis Murphy represent are doing a wonderful job.
Ms. Castro asks if the property is primarily a Section 8 rental property.

Mr. Murphy states that he unsure if it is. He is working strictly from the point of view of this
residential development.

Ms. Ganzi states that she did not have a chance to visit the property, but was able to view
an aerial. It seems as if development is encouraged, especially in this type of circumstance
where a neighborhood is fixed up. It seems almost like a hindrance to have the applicant go
through putting together the developer’s agreement. How much more time would it take
now for this applicant to go through a developer’s agreement to just sell out a few more
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units that they don’t seem like they’re intending to put there anyway? Would it be easier if
the Board made the recommendation of approval without the developer’s agreement?

Mr. Sweeney states that it is not going to take much more time at all. The developer’s
agreement does have to be drafted, but this ordinance is going to require two readings and
also will have to be transmitted to DEO. It will not be a considerable amount of additional
time.

Ms. Ganzi asks if this is an extra clause to say that they will be capped at the 108 units
versus not including that language for the potential of it slightly going up, should they want
to add a few more units or forbid something happened there then they would rebuild to the
highest density possible.

Chairman Weaver states that a developer’s agreement at the least would take 4 -6 hours of
the City attorney’s time. Can the Planning Board accomplish the same thing as the
developer’s agreement if the Board structures a motion as such?

Mr. Sweeney states that the only thing the Planning Board is considering at the moment is
the amendment.

Mr. Walker states that when a zoning action is expressly made contingent on that, then the
Board will open the door to concerns about contract zoning.

Mr. Clancy makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Poitier - to approve the zoning
atlas amendment with staff’'s recommendation.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr.
Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman Weaver.

Those opposed: None.

Motion is approved unanimously.

The next item considered — Item #9 Comments from the Board

Chairman Weaver states that the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel is currently
considering a template draft manufacturing encouragement ordinance for the cities to
review. It is outside of the exact context of what this Board would review, but it could add
implications on the future land use and LDR. If there are any thoughts towards encouraging
manufacturing that would be good for this community, you can gather further information at
the Regional Planning Counsel website.
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Mr. Burdge asks when allowing “comments from the public” was approved by the Board.

Chairman Weaver states that there is a public law to that effect, but will let Ms. Grohall
answer.

Mr. Walker states that at the past session of the Legislature, there was a measure
championed by Senator Negron which provided that reasonable opportunity be given to
members of the public speaking to agenda items. The Board remains to establish
parameters defining that access.

Mr. Burdge states that he does not want the Planning Board to end like the beginning of the
City Commission. It is agreed that the public should have the opportunity to speak on
agenda items and they would be able to do that under the public hearing.

Chairman Weaver states that there has been some push back on the tolerance of
conversations by the members of the Board outside of the scope of the items on the
agenda, but what is being said is recognized. It is a legitimate concern and whoever is
Chair at the time, as these public comments come forward, should do their best to keep
them within the parameters of the agenda items that the Board is considering.

Mr. Burdge states that the Board should take a definitive stand on whether the Board wants
this to happen or not since there is the availability for the public to speak at any time during
the hearings. The Board needs to express the intentions and desires over particular issues
that affect the City, at times maybe with latitude of the Chair, but surely items that affect the
City as a whole especially under the safety aspect. Item #8 is out of order. It has not been
approved by the Board that it be placed on the agenda.

Chairman Weaver states that staff has probably presented what they felt was the
appropriate type, location and measure of input that the public can comment to.

Ms. Grohall states yes. To be in compliance of the state laws, staff put it on the agenda.
Certainly parameters for what the public comments can entail as well as how long it can
last are appropriate matters for the Board. It is not believed that the Planning Board will
receive what has taken place at the City Commission.

Mr. Burdge states that once people hear that they can come to the Planning Board and
take their three, five or ten minutes that people will start showing up and the board will have
the fiasco that the City Commission has where they can’t stop it.

Chairman Weaver asks if the matter could be discussed at the next meeting as far as the
number of minutes each person is allowed for public comment and a predetermination of
which agenda items the individuals are intended to speak on.

Ms. Grohall answers yes.

Chairman Weaver states that perhaps the Board members could have their input ready for
the next meeting.
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Mr. Burdge makes a motion and seconded by Mr. Poitier — to remove the ‘Comments
from the Public’ from the Planning Board agenda.

Chairman Weaver states that this motion would put the Board in violation of the public
comment law that was recently passed.

Mr. Walker states that Mr. Burdge may be correct in his assertion that the rules as currently
drafted provide for fair latitude to members of the public to speak on agenda items
specifically through our rules 10c and 10d, however there is no rule as such that addresses
public participation. If the Board wanted to study the question of revising its rules in some
manner to address that subject, it would be free to do so. If there was interest in
considering or addressing that topic at the next meeting, that is a possibility for the purpose
of facilitating that consideration to furnish to the members of the Board a copy of the act
that was adopted by the legislature last year so that the Board can consider that in light of
the current rule to determine whether an actual amendment of the rule should indicated or
not.

Chairman Weaver states that Board has two options: either allow staff to come back with
some comments or to knock it off the agenda. The Chair has historically had some
discretion on allowing members of the public to speak as well and it is unsure how
removing the item from the agenda may impact that. Mr. Burdge’s motion will not be
supported by the Chair.

Ms. Slep asks if it is understood that Mr. Burdge wishes the public to not have the
opportunity to speak.

Mr. Burdge states that the intent is to allow the public to have their say during the agenda
items that come before the Board. With this type of latitude, the Board would be
entertaining comments from the public where they can talk about anything they wanted to
and the Board would have to allow that. Mr. Walker suggested that his office could explain
the public comment law better. It is not opposed to allow the public to come and speak on
any item on the agenda, however to allow someone at the podium to personally attack any
of the Board members is not suggested.

Ms. Baker states that comments from the public on agenda items that are not public
hearings are not required. It would be at the discretion of the Chair. It is agreed that
comments from the public on agenda items should be allowed, but they are not at this point
codified. A free-for-all should not be allowed; on the other hand the Board should codify the
fact that public comments can be heard on agenda items that are not public hearings. It
would have to be discussed and carefully thought out.

Ms. Grohall states that the City Commission is working on a draft of those same principles
including no personal attacks, addressing the Commission as a whole etc. If there are
inappropriate comments or comments that do not pertain to planning matters, the Chairman
can shut that down. If the person is out of order, that can be addressed too.

Ms. Baker states that there have been Commission meetings where people have had to be
forcibly removed by police. Having been verbally and physically attacked the consequences
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of having a free-for-all and comments from the public that are not related to the agenda are
known. It is unwanted for the Planning Board’s public comments to dissolve into an
alternate to the City Commission for people who have been restrained in some way.

Mr. Walker states that the procedure that is in place states: “Procedure for discussion’ The
following procedure will normally be observed: a.) The committee and staff presents report;
makes recommendation, b.) The Board may ask questions regarding the committee or staff
report, c.) Proponents of the agenda item make presentation, d.) Opponents make
presentation.”

Anyone who is either for or against any agenda item has the ability to speak to this Board in
connection with that.

Chairman Weaver asks if there is a difference in opinion from staff and the City attorney’s
office about the necessity of the stand-alone comments from the public item.

Mr. Walker states that he has not spoken to the necessity for that. That is solely a matter to
be judge by this Board. Whether or not the Board feels as if this language in question and
the present rules are sufficient or not is a matter that should be deferred to the Board. It is
unsure if staff has expressed any contrary view.

Chairman Weaver states that he is still seeking guidance in light of the new law that passed
by Senator Negron that prompted staff to bring this to the Board’s attention in addition to
the existing input that the public can give. Staff has proposed to install it in the agenda. The
Board is in no position to review the requirements of the new law. It is believed it is the City
attorney’s responsibility to give feedback on whether the attorney feels that the Board is
obligated to have this separate.

Mr. Walker states that had the City attorney’s office concluded that there was any conflict
that statute and the rule in its current form, it would have been brought to the attention of
the Board.

Ms. Castro states that at the City Commission meetings, public comment is given before
the agenda items which in some cases can prolong the meeting significantly. What Mr.
Burdge has brought to the attention to the Board is agreed with; that people stick to the
agenda items and people can speak with respect to that. If someone has an item that they
would like to discuss with staff, could staff then place it on the agenda to be discussed?

Ms. Grohall states that typically nothing is placed on the agenda that is not an application
or ordinance of some type. If someone wants to come in and discuss anything that they
think is a planning matter and could be addressed, they could come in and see staff.

Ms. Baker states that at a previous meeting the Board has asked Mr. Walker to ask for
various items that were not agenda items, but were of interest to the Planning Department
to be brought before the Board. The idea that the Board is open for discussion of
extraneous matters is still available. No discourse or legitimate comments from the public is
being cut off. The motion on the floor would simply prevent the type of spectacle that
transpires at the City Commission meetings.
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Mr. George states that at the last meeting the Board had a good opportunity to see when
the public came to the podium for comments and congratulate the Board on a job well
done. Opening to the public will give them the opportunity to speak whether it is good or
bad for 1 or 2 minutes.

Chairman Weaver states that there are concerns on whether the Board will be in
compliance with the new law. Anything that is taken off the agenda tonight is not going to
impact the discretion shown to Chair in allowing people to approach the podium under the
right circumstances. It is preferred to have more speech than less speech.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Ms. Baker and Mr.
Burdge.

Those opposed: Chairman Weaver, Ms. Slep and Ms. Cummings Mr. George.

Motion passes 6-4.

Chairman Weaver states that staff had good intentions to open the meeting up with a little
public comment. It doesn’t necessarily have to end at this juncture. It would be favorable for
staff to come back with a series of parameters that may allow a little bit more public
comment.

Chairman Weaver passes the gavel.

Mr. Weaver makes a motion and is seconded by Mr. George - to ask staff to come back
with parameters on how public comments might be better incorporated then it currently is.

Mr. O’Connell asks if the motion is for a new rule set for comments [from the public] or is it
going to be specifically for the items that are being discussed.

Mr. Weaver states that staff could come back and the Board may have the opportunity to
talk about the subject in generality and specifics and probably be some background that will
include a copy of the law and the new ordinance the City Commission is drafting and the
Board will have a chance to think it through and make a decision there after.

Chairman Burdge states that the motion on the floor is that staff recommend to the Board, if
staff decides that they would want to get involved, staff may decide that it may be better left
to the Board to decide issues and procedures by the Board versus staff making
recommendations other than those that would require legal recommendations which would
come from Mr. Walker. He has already expressed to the Board that if there was any
violation it would have been brought forward.

Mr. Walker states that the only thing that is transpiring at the moment is that staff is going to
offer a draft that will merely service the template for discussion and whether an amendment
is adopted by this Board in which form or with what language or provisions is a matter that
will be strictly up to the Board after its review of the recommended language and materials
that are offered in furtherance thereof.
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Chairman Burdge asks if it is believed that the matter is strictly for the Board’s discussion or
is the intent to allow public to enter in discussion which is already available on items that
are on the agenda. What is being asked is that the additional item of discussion strictly
reserve to the public rather than strictly reserved to the public during the course of the
meeting which would include an additional agenda item that would open the meeting to
anyone who wants to speak before the Board on supposedly an time that is on the agenda
which they are currently allowed to do.

Mr. Weaver states that the request is to give staff the opportunity to come back with
something that the Board could live with that could give the public more of an opportunity to
speak.

Chairman Burdge states that he is embarrassed that the item is even on the agenda
because the Board was never approached. If individual members of the Board were
approached and it was suggested by someone then that is fine, however the Board went
through a number of meetings before the Board members had “Comments from the Board”.
The agenda that was presented to the Board this evening was a decision someone made
to have comments from the public, but the Board never approved it.

Ms. Grohall states that it was her decision to place the item on the agenda to further
comply with the State statute.

Chairman Burdge states that staff should have approached the City attorney to see if it
complied with State statute. The attorney has already expressed that the Board is allowing
people to have public input during the course of the meeting.

Ms. Baker states that the Board wants to have more public participation, but the Board
does not want to have disruption. Staff could develop a separate program in which the
public is invited to come to the Planning Board and present their ideas, problems and
concerns about planning issues in the City of Fort Pierce.

Ms. Castro asks if Ms. Baker is suggesting that it would be separate meeting that would
happen perhaps twice a year.

Ms. Baker answers yes.

Mr. Weaver amends his previous motion — to ask staff to come back with
recommendations with how the Board may better handle the public comments situation.

Chairman Burdge states that a motion for staff input may not be needed. It would not have
to be voted on. A Board member can always request items from staff unless there is overall
opposition by Board members.

Those in favor: Mr. Weaver, Ms. Cummings and Mr. George.

Those opposed: Mr. O’Connell, Ms. Castro, Ms. Slep, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Ms. Baker,
and Chairman Burdge.

P.O0.B0ox 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3729
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Motion fails 3-7.

Mr. Burdge asks Mr. Walker to come back and inform the Board if it is in any violation of the
State statute.

Mr. Walker states that it has been addressed. When the bill was enacted, it was reviewed
in light of the question of whether the Board’s rules were in compliance. It was felt that the
Board’s rules, with particular attention to the subparts under rule 10 that have been
discussed, gave ample scope for public to interact with the Board, therefore it is not
believed to be any legal issue of compliance. The City attorney’s office would be happy to
supply the Board members with a copy of that statute.

The next item considered — Item #10 Adjournment.

Poitier makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Cummings — to adjourn.

P.O0.B0ox 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3729



ORDINANCE NO. 14-003

AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FORT

PIERCE, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO CHANGE THE DESIGNATION OF

PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT 1110 NORTH 29™ STREET,

FROM RM, MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL, TO RH, HIGH DENSITY

RESIDENTIAL; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS THEREOF

IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE

DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Fort Pierce has adopted a Comprehensive Plan known
as the City of Fort Pierce Comprehensive Plan adopted by Ordinance No. L-136, as
subsequently amended; and

WHEREAS, changing the future land use designation requires an amendment to
the Comprehensive Plan, pursuant to Section 163.3187, Florida Statutes; and

WHEREAS, the Fort Pierce City Planning Board having been duly designated as
the Local Planning Agency pursuant to section 163.3174 et seq., Florida Statutes, and
having held a public hearing thereon, has considered this proposed amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan and submitted its recommendations thereon to the City
Commission; and

WHEREAS, two (2) public hearings with due notice have been held by the City
Commission to inform the public and receive comments and objections; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fort Pierce desires to hereby formally adopt this
amendment to the City's Comprehensive Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Commission of the City of
Fort Pierce, Florida as follows:

SECTION 1. The preceding "whereas" clauses are ratified and incorporated as
the legislative intent of this ordinance.

SECTION 2. The Comprehensive Plan of the City of Fort Pierce is hereby
amended as follows:

From and after the effective date hereof, the following property legally described

as:

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

shall be and the Future Land Use Designation is hereby changed from RM, Medium

Density Residential, to RH, High Density Residential; said property being generally



Ordinance No. 14-003
Page 2

located at 1110 North 29™ Street in Fort Pierce, Florida, known as Pine Creek Village
Apartments.

SECTION 3. Severability. The Provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be
severable and if any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance shall for any
reason be held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity
of the remaining sections, sentences, clauses, and phrases of this Ordinance but they
shall remain in effect, it being the legislative intent that this Ordinance shall stand
notwithstanding the invalidity of any part.

SECTION 4. Conflicts. All ordinances or parts of ordinances, resolution or parts
of resolutions, in conflict herewith, are repealed to the extent of such conflict.

SECTION 5. Effective Date. This Ordinance is and the same shall become
effective immediately upon final passage hereof, or as otherwise provide for by law.

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

Robert V. Schwerer, Esq.
City Attorney

STATE OF FLORIDA)
ST. LUCIE COUNTY)>S

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, Mayor Commissioner and the City Clerk of the City of
Fort Pierce, Florida, do hereby certify that the foregoing and above Ordinance No. 14-
003 was duly advertised by title only in the St. Lucie News Tribune on February 3, 2014;
copy of said ordinance was made available at the office of the City Clerk to the public
upon request; said ordinance was duly introduced, read by title only, and passed on first
reading by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, on February 18,
2014; and was duly introduced, read by title only, and passed on second and final

reading on March 3, 2014, by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida.

IN WITNESS HEREWITH, we hereunto set our hands and affix the Official Seal
of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, this the 3rd day of March, 2014.

Linda Hudson,
Mayor Commissioner

Linda W. Cox,
City Clerk
(CITY SEAL)



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda ltem # 10. b.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Pinecreek Village Apartments: Future Land Use and Zoning Map
Amendments - 1110 N 29th Street

Submitted For: Rebecca Grohall, Planning & Zoning Manager, Planning & Zoning

SUBJECT:

Ordinance No. 14-004 - Rezoning of property located at 1110 North 29th Street, Pinecreek
Village Apartments. FIRST READING

SUMMARY:

* Constructed between 1970 and 1971.

e Consists of twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one 12-unit multi-family building for
total of 108 residential units and a newly constructed club house.

* The Zoning Atlas and Future Land Use Amendment is to reflect the existing density.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future Land Use Map Amendment.

ALTERNATIVES:
Deny the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future Land Use Map Amendment.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Clarissa Davis, Planner

COORDINATED WITH:
Ryan Sweeney, MSP & Rebecca Grohall, AICP

Fiscal Impact
Budgeted Y/N:
Fiscal Year:
Account:
Amount:
OTHER INFORMATION:
No fiscal impact.

Attachments
Cover Page
Staff Report
Zoning Map
Rezoning Application



Planning Board Minutes 11-12-2013
Ordinance 14-004 (Rezoning)

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Manager Robert Bradshaw 02/07/2014 11:28 AM
Form Started By: Clarissa Davis Started On: 02/06/2014 11:51 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/11/2014



CITY OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA

City Commission Meeting
Agenda Item # 79

Commission Meeting February 18, 2014

To : The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
Through : Robert J. Bradshaw, City Manager
From : Rebecca Grohall, AICP, Planning Manager
Re : Ordinance No. 14-003 and 14-004
Application for a change in Zoning and Future Land Use
Classification:
Pine Creek Village Apartments - 1110 N 29'" Street

Date : February 5, 2014

ISSUE(S): Approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM,
Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential
and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) from R-4, Medium
Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential.

SUMMARY: e Constructed between 1970 and 1971.

e Consists of twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one
12-unit multi-family building for total of 108 residential
units and a newly constructed club house.

e The Zoning Atlas and Future Land Use Amendment is to
reflect the existing density.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future
Land Use Map Amendment.

ALTERNATIVES: Deny the Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) and Future
Land Use Map Amendment.

RESPONSIBLE STAFF: Clarissa Davis, Planner

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report, Future Land Use/ Zoning Map, Property Record
Cards, Minutes of the January 14" Planning Board Meeting,
Applications.

City of Fort Pierce, P.O. Box 1480, Ft. Pierce, FL 34954-1480 — 772.467.3000



CITY OF FORT PIERCE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REBECCA GROHALL, AICP, PLANNING MANAGER
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING ¢ DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION ¢ URBAN DESIGN ¢ URBAN FORESTRY ¢ ZONING

TO: The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
THROUGH: Rebecca Grohall, AICP, Planning Manager
FROM: Clarissa Davis, Planner

SUBJECT: Pinecreek Village Apartments: Future Land Use and Zoning Map Amendments

DATE: February 4, 2013
STAFF REPORT
Owner/Applicant: SP Pine Creek Village LP
Mr. Scott Seckinger, Vice President
2430 Estancia Boulevard, Suite 101
Clearwater, Florida 33761
Representative: Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.
Mr. Dennis J. Murphy
2980 South 25" Street
Fort Pierce, Florida 34981
Requested Action: Approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM,
Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential
and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) from R-4, Medium
Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential in order to
reflect the existing density of the site.
Location: 1110 North 29" Street
Parcel Ids: 2404-608-0120-000/9
Current Future Land Use: RM, Medium Density Residential
Proposed Future Land Use: RH, High Density Residential
Current Zoning: R-4, Medium Density Residential
Proposed Zoning: R-5, High Density Residential
Surrounding FLU & Zoning: North East South West
RM/R-4 RM/R-4 RL/R-3 RM/R-4

100N.U.S.1 ¢ P.O.B0x1480 ¢ FORTPIERCE, FL 34954 -1480 ¢ 772-467-3000 ¢ FAX 772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM



DECEMBER 3, 2013
PAGE 2

Parcel(s) Size: 6.61 acres

Utilities: Within the FPUA Retail Service Area

Staff Analysis:

The applicant is requesting the approval of a Future Land Use Map Amendment from RM, Medium
Density Residential to RH, High Density Residential and a Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning)
from R-4, Medium Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential.

The subject site was originally constructed between 1970 and 1971 and predated the 1981 Land
Development Code. Currently, the site consists of thirteen multi-family buildings and a newly
constructed community clubhouse. There are twelve 8-unit multi-family buildings and one 12-unit
multi-family building for total of 108 residential units. The site was recently purchased and all
thirteen residential structures have been fully renovated with new kitchens, new bathrooms, new
roofs and facade improvements. Additionally, considerable site improvements have been
completed including enhanced site circulation, landscaping and sidewalk improvements.

Table 1 demonstrates pertinent existing and proposed data for the subject site.

Table 1: Existing and Proposed Site Data

Existing Proposed
Zoning R-4 R-5
Future Land Use (FLU) RM RH
Existing Density 16.4 units / acre 16.4 units / acre
Maximum Density Permitted 12 units / acre 18 units / acre

Given the existing density and the current zoning designation of the site, the site is considered to be
nonconforming with regard to density. Per Article VII of the City Code, the site could not be rebuilt to
its current density should it be damaged or destroyed to an extent amounting to more than 50
percent of the replacement value at the time of damage.

Given the substantial investment that has recently been made in purchasing and improving the site,
the owner/applicant would like to protect their investment by amending the Future Land Use
designation and the current zoning designation in order to reflect the actual density of the site. Said
amendments will allow the owner to have vested rights for the current number of units that are on
the ground today. It should be noted that the requested amendments would actually allow 8
additional units, over-and-above the current site density.

Staff has informed the applicant that additional approvals (Site Plan, Design Review, etc.) would be
required in order to rebuild the site should it become damaged or destroyed. Furthermore, the
applicant has been informed that the site layout and overall style of a replacement project would
most likely differ from that of the current configuration.

P.0.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000
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TRC Recommendation:

All affected departments have reviewed and approved the applications. No significant increase in
traffic or other impacts to public facilities is expected to be generated by the proposed
amendments.

Planning Board Recommendation:

At the January 14", 2014 meeting, the Planning Board gave a recommendation of approval with
the original Staff recommendation with the condition that the property owner shall enter into a
Developer's Agreement so as to cap the maximum residential density of the existing parcel at a
total of 108 residential units (what currently exists).

During the vote there was a suggestion from a Planning Board member to not place the cap and
discussion, however, the vote included the original staff recommendation of including the
Developer's Agreement.

Staff Comments:

Before an amendment may be approved, the following standards must be satisfied per Section 22-
131 of the City Code:

@ The amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan;
2 The amendment will not have an adverse affect on the ability of the city to:

a. Satisfy land and water use needs; and

b. Meet transportation demands and provide community facilities and services; and
3 The amendment will promote and protect the public health, safety and general welfare.

As the proposed amendments meet the above standards and as the proposed amendments serve
to administratively cure an existing nonconforming situation, Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve without the condition that the property owner enter into a Developer’s
Agreement. Without a Developer’'s Agreement, the maximum density on that parcel would allow for
116 units rather than the 108 units currently existing. Staff's recommendation is that the 8
additional units which would have a minimal impact on the parcel in terms of level of service, and is
adequately served by schools, parks, roads, water and wastewater, etc. Additionally, Staff
recommends that the Commission approve without the condition of a Developer's Agreement as a
business friendly approach.

P.0.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000
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CITY OF FORT PIERCE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING  DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION O URBAN DESIGN O URBAN FORESTRY ¢ ZONING

Application for — Change in Zoning — R4 to R5

[] Zoning Atlas Map Amendment [ Future Land Use Map Amendment — Large Scale (>10 acres/> 10 du/ac)

[] Future Land Use Map Amendment — Small Scale (<10 acres/< 10 du/ac)

Application Fee:

Rezoning- $ 2,115 (base) plus $40 for each acre.
Land Use Map- $ 3,960 (base) plus $40 for each acre.

Application submission shall include the following:
One (1) original and 14 paper copies of the application and support documents and provide one (1)
electronic copy of the application packet.

Packets shall include:

e St Lucie County’s Property Appraiser Card with full legal description;
Aerial map with the subject property depicted;

Traffic impact report and environmental report;

Historical report, if applicable; and

Conceptual development plan.

1. Name of Owner(s) SP Pine Creek Village LP

Signature of Owner(s)

Mailing address: (Street) 2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101
City Clearwater State Florida Zip 33761
(Phone)
(e-mail)
2. Name of Applicant(s) SP Pine Creek Village LP

Signature of Applicant(s)

Mailing address: (Street) 2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101

City Clearwater State Florida Zip 33761
(Phone)

(e-mail)

100N.U.S. 1 ¢ P.O.Box1480 ¢ FORTPIERCE, FL 34954 -1480 0 772-460-2200 EXT.232 ¢ FAX772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT

Page 2 of 7
3. Name of Representative Culpepper & Terpening, Inc. (attn: Dennis J. Murohy)
Signature of Representative  Dennis J. Murphy
Mailing address: (Street) 2980 South 25" Street
City Ft. Pierce State Florida Zip 34981
(Phone) 772-464-3537
(e-mail) dmurphy@ct-eng.com
4. Legal Description Certain property situated in the County of St. Lucie. State of Florida, and

more particularly described as fallows:

From the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 5.
Township 35 South, Range 40 East, St. Lucie County, Florida, run South
0°- 27' West 329.91 Feet, thence run South 89" 20' East 25 feet to the Point
of Beginning: thence continue South 89" 20' East 613.01 feet. thence run
South 0° 28' West 495.10 feet, thence run N 89°19'15" West 612.86 feet,
thence run N 0° 27' East 494.86 feet to the Point of Beginning.

LESS AND EXCEPT the North 25 feet thereof.

Overall parcel contains 6.614 Acres, more or less.

5. Property Tax ID Numbers: 2404-608-0120-000/9
6. Parcel Acres 6.614 (per survey) 7. Amendment Acres 6.614 (per survey)
8. Property Location/ Address

SW corner of the intersection of Avenue L & North. 27th St.

9. Existing Future Land Use Proposed Future

RM 10. Land Use RH (see LU application)
1. Existing Zoning R4 12. Proposed Zoning R5
13. Are any other_applications being submitted concurrent Accompanying this application, under separate cover, is
with this application? a petition for a change in Future Land Use from the RM
(Residential Medium Density) to the RH (Residential
High Density).

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 3 of 7

14. Describe the existing improvements and structures on
the amendment lands

15. Proposed Use of the amended lands:

There are at present 13 residential structures, with 108
residential units on the property. There is also an on-
site recreational clubhouse for the use of the community
residents.

To maintain the current residential use and site density
of the existing residential community known as Pine
Creek Villages.

16. The reason for making this request: See above.

OFFICE USE:

File Number: Check No: Receipt No:
LPA Review: Transmittal to DEO: Adoption:
Ordinance No: Date Approved:

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT

Page 4 of 7
Rezoning/Amendment to the
Official Zoning Atlas Application Supplement
On a separate sheet provide the following information.
1. If you are requesting an amendment to the Official Zoning Maps of the City of Ft. Pierce, state whether

the proposed amendment is in conflict with any portions of the City Zoning Ordinances.

See response to item #2 below.

2. Please give a statement describing any changed conditions that would justify a rezoning:

The petitioned property is located at the SW corner of the intersection of Avenue L and North 27th Street, in the
Northwest part of the City of Ft. Pierce.  The petitioned property includes 108, multi-family units that were originally
constructed in the 1970/71 time period. The petitioned property totals 6.6-acres in area, just as it did in the early-
1970’s. This residential community is now referred to as the Pine Creek Village Apartments.

The existing number of residential units found on this site is 108. The current site density (expressed as units per
acre) is 16.2 du/ac, which is 1.8 du/ac less than ‘could’ have been located on this property based on sites original
zoning classifications that were in effect in the early-1970’s. At the time these units were initially constructed, all
construction was in accord with all applicable City zoning regulations (as the City did not yet have an adopted
Comprehensive Plan in effect) including site density, which at that time permitted up to 18 residential units to the acre
on this site.

In 1990, the City of Ft. Pierce, and as subsequently amended through 2012, adopted a revised Local Comprehensive
Plan pursuant to the requirements of Section 163.3161, et seq., Florida Statutes. That Comprehensive Plan replaced
the original Comprehensive Plan for the City that was adopted in the 1980 time period. As part of the adoption of this
Comprehensive Plan, the City adopted a new Future Land Map applicable to all properties inside the city limits. Thru
the adoption of this Future Land Use Map, (along with all subsequent amendments thereto), a Future Land Use Map
designation of RM (Residential Medium) was applied to the petitioned property. The RM Future Land Use designation
has a maximum unit density of 12 du/ac.

Recently, the City has authorized the renovation of all 108 units on this site. At a cost of approximately 2.5-million
dollars, the current property owners have provided extensive rehabilitation to each of the dwelling units in this
community, along with making changes and improvements to the sites recreation amenities and overall site
landscaping. However, in permitting the renovations to all of the existing dwelling units on this site, the City has not
addressed how the nonconforming aspect of this property is to be addressed, since it is neither the intention, or
objective, of the property owners to remove 28 units from this site.

The problem that the current property owners face with the sites current zoning designation is that if as many as 28
units (25% of the total number of units on the site) were deemed to be destroyed or otherwise vacated for a period in

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200




APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 5 of 7

excess of twelve (12) months, those units, under a strict interpretation of the existing City Code, code not be repaired,
replaced or reoccupied.

After considerable discussion with City staff on this particular issue, it has been concluded by the applicant that the
only way in which we may seek to preserve and maintain the integrity of the Pine Creek property is to request that the
Future Land Use (see associated application) and Zoning classification on the site be amended from its current RM
(Residential Medium) Future Land Use classification to a RH (Residential High) Future Land Use classification and a
change in zoning from the R4 to R5 zoning district. This reclassification would change the unit per acre density from
12 to 18, and would, from a gross residential density perspective, permit a maximum of 120 units on the site, subject to
meeting all other applicable City design codes and regulations. Noting that under this scenario the gross unit density
would exceed the site density that the property owner presently enjoys, the property owners are prepared to enter into
a specific, and separate, development agreement with the City, limiting the maximum development density on this site
to 108 units, which is nothing more than is what presently exists on the site. This development agreement, which
would be entered into consistent with the provisions of Section 163.3220 - .3243, Florida Statutes.

3. Please state why there is a need for the proposed rezoning:

See response to item #2 below. This Change in Zoning is necessary in order to move this property from a
nonconforming use position (site density only) to a conforming zoning position in order to validate long-term finance of
the property for continuing maintenance and restorative actions.

4, Please state whether and how the proposed rezoning is consistent with the St. Lucie County
Comprehensive Plan:

See attached petition for a change in Future Land Use from the RM (Residential Medium Density) to the RH
(Residential High Density) Classification.

5. Please give a statement outlining the extent to which the proposed amendment:
A) Is compatible with existing land uses;

The Pine Creek Village property is used for residential uses, just as the properties that surround it. The requested
change in zoning will not change the use of this property.

B) Affects the capacities of public facilities, including but not limited to transportation, sewage,
water supply, parks, drainage, schools, solid waste, mass transit, and emergency medical
service;

The Pine Creek Village property is used for residential uses, just as the properties that surround it. The change in
zoning will not change the use of this property. The requested change in zoning will not permit development activities

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200



APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 6 of 7

that will place any greater demand on the capacities of public facilities in the area, including but not limited to
transportation, sewage, water supply, parks, drainage, schools, solid waste, mass transit, and emergency medical
service, than otherwise currently exists on the site property.

C) Affects the natural environment; (If no adverse impacts expected, please state why.)

The petitioned properties are presently fully developed for urban use. There are no unique soils, topography,
vegetation, or natural resources (wetlands, native habitats. ..etc) on this site.

D) Will result in an orderly and logical development pattern;
Yes.

E) Will adversely affect the property values in the area;
No.
6. Please explain the applicant's interest in the subject property;

SP Pine Creek Village LP is the owner of the property. At a cost of approximately 2.5-million dollars, the current
property owners have provided extensive rehabilitation to each of the dwelling units in this community, along with
making changes and improvements to the site’s recreation amenities and overall site landscaping.

7. Please include such other information or documentation that may be deemed necessary or
appropriate to a full and proper consideration and disposition of this particular application.

See attached petition for a change in Future Land Use from the RM (Residential Medium Density) to the RH
(Residential High Density) Classification.

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200




APPLICATION FOR REZONE/FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT
Page 7 of 7

| certify that: (Check One)

I (we) do hereby certify that | (we) own in fee simple the above referenced described
property for which a change in Future Land Use is requested.

xxx__ | (we) are not the owner of the above described property; however, the owners
signature below authorizes the applicants the authority to act as agent for the owner(s) of record.

Derris . Muwefohoy 08/09/13
Applicant’s Signature Date
2980 South 25" Street Ft. Pierce, Florida 34981
Address State Zip
(772) 464-3537 \dmurphy@ct-eng.com

Phone Fax E-mail Address

Property Owners Acknowledgements: - This application will not be considered complete
without the signature of all property owners of record, which shall serve as an acknowledgement
of the submission of this application for a change in future land use. The property owner's
signature below shall also authorize the Applicant (if other than the property owner) and/or Agent
to act in his/her behalf for the purposes of seeking this change to the City’'s Comprehensive Plan
for the property described herein.

Property Owner's Name (Please Print) Phone
Address State Zip
Property Owner’s Signature Date

STATE OF FLORIDA)
ST LUCIE COUNTY)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 20 , by
who is personally known to me or has produced as

identification.

Signature of Notary (seal)

P.O.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-460-2200
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CITY OF FORT TIERCE

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MATTHEW G. MARGOTTA, AICP, DIRECTOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING O DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION 0 URBAN DESIGN O URBAN FORESTRY ¢ ZONING

Property address or Location___ 1110 North 29th St
Parcel 1D #(s) 2404-608-0120-000-9
Project description__Pine Creek Village Apartments

SP Pine Creek Village LP Patrick J. Ferland, PE, Culpepper & Terpening, Iric.
Praperty Owner(s) Applicant/Representative, Title, Company

2430 Estancia Blvd., Ste 101 20980 South 25th St
Street Address . Street Address

Clearwater FL 33761 Fort Pierce FL 34981

City State Zip City ) State Zip

727-669-3660 772-464-3537
Phone Number Phone Number

sseckinger@sphome.com pferland@ct-eng.com
Email Address Email Address

Property Owner(s} Acknowledgements: - This application will not be considered complete without the signature of all property owners of record, which shall
serve gs on acknowledgement of the submission of this application. The property owner's signature below shall also authorize the Applicant (if other than the
propf/rLK ogfr) apd/or Representative to act in his/her behalf for the purposes of seeking approval for the application described herein.

L Sres Lm0
i)

} \ ol —
Property Owner(s} Signature(s)

STATE OF FLORIDA -- COUNTY kS M/\ TV
efore me this Q«)% \J\/{/} LSV AW

day of

T:Q?rgg?‘}g iﬁtiutﬁﬁfgaogiﬁ Eqrb who is personally known to
AL M A=

Sig| tL(é Notary

ced SUZANNE M. WERNER
2 Notary Public - State of Florida ff
§ My Comm. Explres Feb 5, 2014 &

Commission # DD 930500

as identification.

INTAKE MEETINGS ARE REQUIRED FOR ALL SUBMITTALS. CALL (772) 460-2200 x247

To0 BE COMPLETED BY STAFF

~ Zoning

Connbutmg Individual

Non-Contributing None

Pre-Application Meeting Date Fees__ _ Control ¥ B. Permit #___

Intake Planner
Planner Assigned
Approved By Date
Comments

. Intake Date Stamp

100N.U.S.1 ¢ P.O.Box 1480 O FORT PIERCE, FL34954-1480 O 772-460-2200 ¢ FaX 772-466-5808
WWW.CITYOFFORTPIERCE.COM



kI MAP AMENDMENT

Submit one (1) original & seven
(7) hard copies and one (1) CD of
the following. Additional copies
will be required of subsequent
submittals.
8 Complete notarized
application.
& Ag-fult Survey
¥ Warranty deed
Agent letter
6 Coneuxnency subxnitkals
& SLCProperty Record Card
Project Narrative
B gavirsponentat Sutvey
CD
Kl Trafli knpact Repogt
Fee .
W Suppert Racumentation

Application Type:

&  Amending the Zoning Atlas Map

Amending the Future Land Use Map

Site Information:

Existing

Zoning /FLU

R4/RM

Structure

no change

Size (sq. ft.)

no change

Height

no change

Use

Res

Residential Units

107

Proposed

RS/RH

no change

no change

no change

Res

107

Surrounding Zoning & Future Land Uses:

Application Outlook

Pre-Application N
Meeting

Yeadaesday Afternonns

Application
Intake KMeeting

Cali 1o schedule

Technical
Review
Committee

3rd
Thorsday

Planning
Board

2nd
Tuesday




June 6, 2013

City of Fort Pierce

RE: Pine Creek Village
Future Land Use Map Amendment & Zoning Map

Please be advised that SP Pine Creek Village LP hereby authorizes Culpepper &
Terpening, Inc. to act as its agents relative to the above referenced property and

project.

Sincerely,

SP Pine Creek Village LP )
Piac Cricde Al [7? ﬂ( 1{3 (/j/dc;f NoES e T

By /{é// L f}"f‘ﬁ A <“ s E(‘;s/\! o (/5 cd. Ej:'z’\-fiﬁ" (‘L/“x% 5@’5’/}5

nature Print name ) Title Date

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF ST. LUCIE

oie me this Q 8 \) Uﬂd

The fore tr. t was acknowledged be R
2013 by fﬁ !\gHﬁ gﬁ? , as \/% | %( “U’\ who is
personall}t_lfnown to me on fr}half of s (520000 W “’HK a

a2

[Notary Seal or Stamp] \(}v?’}/ Wi w /}y (/Ub\/ul/\\‘”ﬁ

ota Public-State of Florida

PnntName &)Q{[ /W M (,ng [
My Commission Expires: b A% ‘T’Y/ 306%

SUZANNE M. WERNER (
‘-_ Notary Public - State of Florida |




2013 FLORIDA PROFIT CORPORATION ANNUAL REPORT

DOCUMENT# P11000102054

Entity Name: SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE GP, INC.

Current Principal Place of Business:
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 101

CLEARWATER, FL 33761

Current Mailing Address:
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FEI Number: 45-3949856

Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

TRUSTEE AND CORPORATE SERVICES INC.
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FILED
Mar 25, 2013
Secretary of State

Certificate of Status Desired: No

The above named entity submits this statement for the purpose of changing its registered office or registered agent, or both, in the State of Florida.

SIGNATURE: JEFFREY C. STEINERT

03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Registered Agent

Officer/Director Detail Detail :

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

PSTD
PAGE, J. DAVID

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

VP
SECKINGER, SCOTT

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

Title
Name

Address

City-State-Zip:

Date

VP
MOLINARI, MICHAEL

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

VP
LEACH, PETERH

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

CLEARWATER FL 33761

| hereby certify that the information indicated on this report or supplemental report is true and accurate and that my electronic signature shall have the same legal efiect as if made under
oath; that | am an officer or director of the corporation or the receiver or trustee empowered to execute this report as required by Chapter 607, Florida Statutes; and that my name appears

above, or on an attachment with all other like empowered.

SIGNATURE: J. DAVID PAGE

PRESIDENT 03/25/2013

Electronic Signature of Signing Officer/Director Detall

Date



2013 FLORIDA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP ANNUAL REPORT FILED
DOCUMENT# A11000000897 Mar 25, 2013
Entity Name: SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE LP Secretary of State

Current Principal Place of Business:

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD
SUITE 101
CLEARWATER, FL 33761

Current Mailing Address:

2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD
SUITE 114
CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

FEI Number: 37-1655498 Certificate of Status Desired: No

Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

TRUSTEE AND CORPORATE SERVICES INC.
2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD

SUITE 114

CLEARWATER, FL 33761 US

The above named entity submits this statement for the purpose of changing its registered office or registered agent, or both, in the State of Florida.

SIGNATURE: JEFFREY C. STEINERT 03/25/2013
Date

Electronic Signature of Registered Agent

General Partner Detail Detail :
Document#  P11000102054

Name SP PINE CREEK VILLAGE GP, INC.
Address 2430 ESTANCIA BOULEVARD, SUITE
101

City-State-Zip: CLEARWATER FL 33761

| hereby cerlify that the information indicated on this report or supplemental report is true and accurate and that my electronic signature shall have the same legal effect as if made under
oath; that | am a general partner of the limited partnership or the receiver or frustee empowered to execute this report as required by Chapter 620, Florida Statutes; and that my name

appears above, or on an attachment with all other like empowered.
SIGNATURE: J. DAVID PAGE PRESIDENT

Electronic Signature of Signing General Partner Detail Date

03/25/2013




JOSEPH E.

SMITH, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT - SAINT LUCIE COUNTY

FILE # 3759147 OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2263, Recorded 10/17/2012 at 04:51 PM

Doc Tax:

$35000.00

D & g0 90

Ge. b8

P20, 025 50

Prepared by and return to:
Amber F. Williams

Pepple Cantu Schmidt PLLC
2430 Estancia Blvd., Suite 114

Clearwater, FL 33761
. WARRP Y

THIS INDENTURE is made effective on Oclober Z(ﬂ , 2012, by My Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a
Florida limited liability company, formerly known as Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a Florida limited liability
company (“Grantor”), whose mailing address is 43 Wall Street, Worcester, MA 01604, and SP
Pine Creek Village LP, a Florida limited partnership (“Grantee”), whose mailing address is
2430 Estancia Boulevard, Suite 101, Clearwater, FL 33761.

WITNESSETH:

Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of TEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and
other valuable consideration to it in hand paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, has
granted, bargained, sold and conveyed, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, and

Grantor covenants with Grantee that at the time of delivery of this deed with respect to the
Property, Grantor's interest is free from all fiens and encumbrances except for the matters
shown in Exhibit B atlached hereto and made a part hereof, none of which shall be reimposed
hereby, and that Grantor will warrant the title to the Propetty and will defend the same, against
the lawfui claims of all persons claiming by, through or under Grantor, but against none other.

[Signatures on following page]

) do@ E

a




OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2264

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has executed this deed the day and year above
written.

Signed in the presence of: GRANTOR:

nted RName

g
Sigpature
vip o/ ]
Printed-Name—"
STATE OF FLORIDA )
COUNTY OF DUVAL )
This foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this H day of October, 2012 by

Stephen H. Schneider, as Managing Member for My Fort Pierce, L.L.C., a Florida limited liability

company, on behalf of the company. He [is personally known to me] [has produced
NM&E&@QW\“‘& as identification).
iver (Reorge




OR BOOK 3443 PAGE 2265

EXHIBIT A
to
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

Legal Description




OR BOOK 3443

PAGE 2266

EXHIBIT B
to
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

Permitted Exceptions

leases.




Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

it Sannnd

Page 1 of 1

810000 Acres: 6.66

Site Address: 1110 N 28th St ParcaliD: 2404-608-0120-000-9
Sec/Town/Range: 05:35S :40E Account #: 16788
Map 1D: 24/058 Use Type: M-F >= 10U
Zoning: R4 City/Cnty: Fort Pierce
Owner: SP Pine Creek Village LP GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
Address: 2430 Estancia Blvd Ste 101 OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)
Clearwater FL 33761
Date Price Code Deed Book/Page 2012 Final: 2608800 Land Value
10/11/2012 5000000 0001 SP 344372263 Assessed: 2608800  Building Value: 1798800
9/18/2000 3100000 01 WD 132970116  Ag.Credit: 0 Finished Area: 81452 SqgFt
9/14/2000 3100000 00 WD 1329/0106 Exempt:
9/24/1992 605000 00 DE 0808 /2008 Taxable:
Taxes: 64297.54

2703

4
B n i
3 84 =
H (1484) ;
i 7 BAS g
T g b

boas opad’
72y (72)

View. -

RoofCover:
ExtType: LITC - Lithc Apart YearBit:
Grade: c-C EfYrBiL
StoryHght: 0020 - 2 Story No.Uniis:
BadRooms: 214 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%Heated:

%AIC:

Type YIS Qty. Units Qual. Cond.

ASP2 - ASP2 LOW Y 1 67000 AV AV
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 10500 AV AV
FENS - CHAINLINK 6 Y 1 1800 AV AV

Yriit.
1971

1971
1971

FS - Fibrglss Shg RoofStruct:
1971 Frame:

1971 PrimeWalk
107 SecWall
MX - MAXIMUM Prmintwall:
FHA - FredHotAir AvgHUFL
ELEC - Electric Prm.Flors:
100 %Sprinkled:
Land iy

No. Use Type Type
1 0300-M-F >= 10U 107 -Unit

GA - Gable

BP - Conc Block

DW - Drywall

CU - Carpet
0

Measure
108

Depth

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/pasle/pre.asp?prelid=240460801200009

5/6/2013
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CITY OF FORT PIERCE

PLANNING BOARD

Planning Board Minutes
OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE FORT PIERCE CITY PLANNING BOARD HELD
ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER 10", 2013, IN FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, COMMISSION
CHAMBERS, 100 NORTH US HIGHWAY 1, FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA.

Chairman Weaver called the meeting to order.

The next item considered -- Item #2 Roll Call

Upon Roll Call, those present were: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell,
Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Ganzi, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman
Weaver.

Those not present: Mr. Paul.

Staff Present: Ryan Sweeney, Senior Planner; Clarissa Davis, Planning Specialist; Rebecca
Grohall, Planning Manager; James Walker, Assistant City Attorney.

The next item considered — Item #3 Consideration of Absences

Ms. Castro was excused from her previous absence. Mr. Paul’s absence was excused.

The next item considered — Item #4 Certification of Alternate Member Voting Status
All regular seated Board members were present.
The next item considered — Item #5 Approval of the November 12" 2013 Minutes.

Mr. Clancy made a motion and was seconded Mr. Poitier- To approve.

A voice vote is taken.

P.O.B0x 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000



PLANNING BOARD MEETING NOVEMBER 12, 2013 PAGE 2

Motion passes unanimously.

The next item considered — Item # 6 Future Land Use Map Amendment (LPA Hearing) -
1110 North 29th Street - Pine Creek Village: A request for approval to change the Future
Land Use designation from RM, Medium Density Residential to RH, High Density
Residential. The owner is SP Pine Creek Village LP, represented by Dennis Murphy of
Culpepper & Terpening, Inc. The Planning Board, as the Local Planning Agency, to review
and provide a recommendation.

Ryan Sweeney: This presentation for item 6 will also be for item 7. The subject site is
located at 1110 North 29" street, southeast of the intersection of 29" and Avenue L. The
site currently has a Future Land Use designation of RM, Medium Density Residential and is
zoned R-4, Medium Density Residential. The subject site was originally constructed in 1970
and 1971. It pre-dates the former Land Development Code which was adopted in 1981.
Currently the site consists of 13 multifamily buildings. 12 of which are 8 unit buildings and 1
is a 12 unit building with a centralized community club house. The total density is 108
dwelling units. The site has been recently purchased and completely renovated with
improvements to the interior and exterior of all of the multifamily buildings as well as
considerable site improvements around the exterior of the site. Based on the existing
zoning and the existing units, the site is considerably nonconforming with regards to
density, therefore the applicant would like to amend the Future Land Use designation and
the zoning of the site in order to reflect what’s actually on the ground. Additionally, the
applicant would like to have the ability to rebuild at its current density should the site
become damaged or destroyed 50% or more than the replacement value. The applicants
also indicated that they would be amiable to entering into a developer’s agreement to cap
the overall density of the site at its current density of 108 dwelling units. That instrument
would be separate and would be approved by the City Commission.

Before an amendment can be approved, the following standards per Section 22-131 of the
City Code must be met: The amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, the
amendment will not have an adverse effect on the ability to satisfy land and water use
needs and to make transportation demands and provide community facilities and services,
and the amendment will promote and protect the public health, safety and general welfare.
As the proposed amendments meet the above standards and as the proposed
amendments serve to administratively cure an existing nonconforming situation, staff
recommends that the Planning Board forward a recommendation of approval with the
condition that the property owner shall enter into a developers agreement so as to cap the
maximum residential density of the existing parcel at a total of 108 residential units.

Ms. Castro states that the property record card states that it was purchased over a year
ago for $5 million. Then the improvements were done and yet it's assessed at $3.44 million.
It is not understood why the variance between purchasing it at this time and having it
assessed at such a significantly low rate.

Mr. Sweeney states that values are certified with a affective date of January 1%. The
improvements were not done until after January 1. They were done in this calendar year.
It is assumed a significant increase will occur for the assessed value by January 1%. The
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improvements that were done were a considerable investment. It was roughly a $2 million
dollar renovation that was done this year.

Chairman Weaver asks what the range is for RM and for RH. What is the maximum density
for each?

Mr. Sweeney states that R-4 and RM are 12 units per acre while R-5 and RH are 18 units
per acre. The current site density is roughly 16 and a half. The applicant is considerably
over the existing zoning and is not much below the maximum density of the proposed land
use and zoning change.

Dennis Murphy (applicant representative): We have talked to staff about the application
process and have been at this for quite some time. Basically, we’re trying to restore, retain
or at least hold the current value that we have in terms of unit numbers on the property. We
have made a considerable investment in the property and it does look better than it was.
We think it is helping the entire neighborhood. | will entertain any questions the Board may
have.

Ms. Baker asks if it is the intention of the developer and the new owner to have this
completely residential.

Mr. Murphy states that at the best of his knowledge there are no commercial intentions on
the property.

Ms. Baker asks if there may be a long-term facility or other type of housing.
Mr. Murphy states that at the best of his knowledge it is strictly going to be regular housing.

Mr. Poitier states that whoever bought it did a very good job with it. It needed the
improvement 30 years ago. They did a very good job.

Mr. Murphy states that he will pass that along.

Chairman Weaver asks if the driving force behind the land use and future land use change
is for insurance purposes and rebuild ability.

Mr. Murphy states that is correct. If something were to happen to the property today, since
it is technically a nonconforming use, under the rules the owner would not be able to
restore what is there today. Financing and improvements have been made predicated upon
a certain number of dwelling units on the property. This would be to protect that investment.
That is why the applicant is not opposed to entering into the developer agreement which
would cap the unit numbers on the property as of today.

Chairman Weaver asks Mr. Murphy how long he has been in the process since the
applicant has made the first application.
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Mr. Murphy states that the application was submitted in the middle of the summer. Around
5 months; this is about right for this kind of a process. It gives time to prep the applications
and then there’s the process itself.

Mr. Clancy makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Poitier - to approve the land use
map amendment with staff's recommendation.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr.
Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman Weaver.

Those opposed: None.

Motion is approved unanimously.

The next item considered — Item # 7 Zoning Atlas Amendment (Rezoning) — 1110 North
29th Street - Pine Creek Village: A request for approval to change the zoning designation
from R-4, Medium Density Residential to R-5, High Density Residential. The owner is SP
Pine Creek Village LP, represented by Dennis Murphy of Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.

Ryan Sweeney: Meeting the Section 22-131, the three criteria listed, the zoning atlas
amendment does meet the standards, therefore staff is recommending that the Planning
Board forward a recommendation for approval with the condition that the property owner
shall enter into a developers agreement so as to cap the maximum residential density of
the existing parcel at a total of 108 units.

Chairman Weaver asks if the Planning Board is in a circumstance where there has to be
‘give and take’ where the overall build out capacity has to give somewhere else in order for
the taking of just a few residential credits at this location. It is known that in the coastal high
hazard area there would be ‘give and take’ if some density credits were taken from one
area. Is there anything that would apply to that overall in the city?

Mr. Sweeney states that the City currently does not have a transfer development rights
system in place for the mainland or a formal system at all.

Mr. Poitier states that the people Dennis Murphy represent are doing a wonderful job.
Ms. Castro asks if the property is primarily a Section 8 rental property.

Mr. Murphy states that he unsure if it is. He is working strictly from the point of view of this
residential development.

Ms. Ganzi states that she did not have a chance to visit the property, but was able to view
an aerial. It seems as if development is encouraged, especially in this type of circumstance
where a neighborhood is fixed up. It seems almost like a hindrance to have the applicant go
through putting together the developer’s agreement. How much more time would it take
now for this applicant to go through a developer’s agreement to just sell out a few more
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units that they don’t seem like they’re intending to put there anyway? Would it be easier if
the Board made the recommendation of approval without the developer’s agreement?

Mr. Sweeney states that it is not going to take much more time at all. The developer’s
agreement does have to be drafted, but this ordinance is going to require two readings and
also will have to be transmitted to DEO. It will not be a considerable amount of additional
time.

Ms. Ganzi asks if this is an extra clause to say that they will be capped at the 108 units
versus not including that language for the potential of it slightly going up, should they want
to add a few more units or forbid something happened there then they would rebuild to the
highest density possible.

Chairman Weaver states that a developer’s agreement at the least would take 4 -6 hours of
the City attorney’s time. Can the Planning Board accomplish the same thing as the
developer’s agreement if the Board structures a motion as such?

Mr. Sweeney states that the only thing the Planning Board is considering at the moment is
the amendment.

Mr. Walker states that when a zoning action is expressly made contingent on that, then the
Board will open the door to concerns about contract zoning.

Mr. Clancy makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Poitier - to approve the zoning
atlas amendment with staff’'s recommendation.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Ms. Cummings, Ms. Slep, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr.
Poitier, Mr. George, Ms. Baker, Mr. Burdge and Chairman Weaver.

Those opposed: None.

Motion is approved unanimously.

The next item considered — Item #9 Comments from the Board

Chairman Weaver states that the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel is currently
considering a template draft manufacturing encouragement ordinance for the cities to
review. It is outside of the exact context of what this Board would review, but it could add
implications on the future land use and LDR. If there are any thoughts towards encouraging
manufacturing that would be good for this community, you can gather further information at
the Regional Planning Counsel website.
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Mr. Burdge asks when allowing “comments from the public” was approved by the Board.

Chairman Weaver states that there is a public law to that effect, but will let Ms. Grohall
answer.

Mr. Walker states that at the past session of the Legislature, there was a measure
championed by Senator Negron which provided that reasonable opportunity be given to
members of the public speaking to agenda items. The Board remains to establish
parameters defining that access.

Mr. Burdge states that he does not want the Planning Board to end like the beginning of the
City Commission. It is agreed that the public should have the opportunity to speak on
agenda items and they would be able to do that under the public hearing.

Chairman Weaver states that there has been some push back on the tolerance of
conversations by the members of the Board outside of the scope of the items on the
agenda, but what is being said is recognized. It is a legitimate concern and whoever is
Chair at the time, as these public comments come forward, should do their best to keep
them within the parameters of the agenda items that the Board is considering.

Mr. Burdge states that the Board should take a definitive stand on whether the Board wants
this to happen or not since there is the availability for the public to speak at any time during
the hearings. The Board needs to express the intentions and desires over particular issues
that affect the City, at times maybe with latitude of the Chair, but surely items that affect the
City as a whole especially under the safety aspect. Item #8 is out of order. It has not been
approved by the Board that it be placed on the agenda.

Chairman Weaver states that staff has probably presented what they felt was the
appropriate type, location and measure of input that the public can comment to.

Ms. Grohall states yes. To be in compliance of the state laws, staff put it on the agenda.
Certainly parameters for what the public comments can entail as well as how long it can
last are appropriate matters for the Board. It is not believed that the Planning Board will
receive what has taken place at the City Commission.

Mr. Burdge states that once people hear that they can come to the Planning Board and
take their three, five or ten minutes that people will start showing up and the board will have
the fiasco that the City Commission has where they can’t stop it.

Chairman Weaver asks if the matter could be discussed at the next meeting as far as the
number of minutes each person is allowed for public comment and a predetermination of
which agenda items the individuals are intended to speak on.

Ms. Grohall answers yes.

Chairman Weaver states that perhaps the Board members could have their input ready for
the next meeting.
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Mr. Burdge makes a motion and seconded by Mr. Poitier — to remove the ‘Comments
from the Public’ from the Planning Board agenda.

Chairman Weaver states that this motion would put the Board in violation of the public
comment law that was recently passed.

Mr. Walker states that Mr. Burdge may be correct in his assertion that the rules as currently
drafted provide for fair latitude to members of the public to speak on agenda items
specifically through our rules 10c and 10d, however there is no rule as such that addresses
public participation. If the Board wanted to study the question of revising its rules in some
manner to address that subject, it would be free to do so. If there was interest in
considering or addressing that topic at the next meeting, that is a possibility for the purpose
of facilitating that consideration to furnish to the members of the Board a copy of the act
that was adopted by the legislature last year so that the Board can consider that in light of
the current rule to determine whether an actual amendment of the rule should indicated or
not.

Chairman Weaver states that Board has two options: either allow staff to come back with
some comments or to knock it off the agenda. The Chair has historically had some
discretion on allowing members of the public to speak as well and it is unsure how
removing the item from the agenda may impact that. Mr. Burdge’s motion will not be
supported by the Chair.

Ms. Slep asks if it is understood that Mr. Burdge wishes the public to not have the
opportunity to speak.

Mr. Burdge states that the intent is to allow the public to have their say during the agenda
items that come before the Board. With this type of latitude, the Board would be
entertaining comments from the public where they can talk about anything they wanted to
and the Board would have to allow that. Mr. Walker suggested that his office could explain
the public comment law better. It is not opposed to allow the public to come and speak on
any item on the agenda, however to allow someone at the podium to personally attack any
of the Board members is not suggested.

Ms. Baker states that comments from the public on agenda items that are not public
hearings are not required. It would be at the discretion of the Chair. It is agreed that
comments from the public on agenda items should be allowed, but they are not at this point
codified. A free-for-all should not be allowed; on the other hand the Board should codify the
fact that public comments can be heard on agenda items that are not public hearings. It
would have to be discussed and carefully thought out.

Ms. Grohall states that the City Commission is working on a draft of those same principles
including no personal attacks, addressing the Commission as a whole etc. If there are
inappropriate comments or comments that do not pertain to planning matters, the Chairman
can shut that down. If the person is out of order, that can be addressed too.

Ms. Baker states that there have been Commission meetings where people have had to be
forcibly removed by police. Having been verbally and physically attacked the consequences
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of having a free-for-all and comments from the public that are not related to the agenda are
known. It is unwanted for the Planning Board’s public comments to dissolve into an
alternate to the City Commission for people who have been restrained in some way.

Mr. Walker states that the procedure that is in place states: “Procedure for discussion’ The
following procedure will normally be observed: a.) The committee and staff presents report;
makes recommendation, b.) The Board may ask questions regarding the committee or staff
report, c.) Proponents of the agenda item make presentation, d.) Opponents make
presentation.”

Anyone who is either for or against any agenda item has the ability to speak to this Board in
connection with that.

Chairman Weaver asks if there is a difference in opinion from staff and the City attorney’s
office about the necessity of the stand-alone comments from the public item.

Mr. Walker states that he has not spoken to the necessity for that. That is solely a matter to
be judge by this Board. Whether or not the Board feels as if this language in question and
the present rules are sufficient or not is a matter that should be deferred to the Board. It is
unsure if staff has expressed any contrary view.

Chairman Weaver states that he is still seeking guidance in light of the new law that passed
by Senator Negron that prompted staff to bring this to the Board’s attention in addition to
the existing input that the public can give. Staff has proposed to install it in the agenda. The
Board is in no position to review the requirements of the new law. It is believed it is the City
attorney’s responsibility to give feedback on whether the attorney feels that the Board is
obligated to have this separate.

Mr. Walker states that had the City attorney’s office concluded that there was any conflict
that statute and the rule in its current form, it would have been brought to the attention of
the Board.

Ms. Castro states that at the City Commission meetings, public comment is given before
the agenda items which in some cases can prolong the meeting significantly. What Mr.
Burdge has brought to the attention to the Board is agreed with; that people stick to the
agenda items and people can speak with respect to that. If someone has an item that they
would like to discuss with staff, could staff then place it on the agenda to be discussed?

Ms. Grohall states that typically nothing is placed on the agenda that is not an application
or ordinance of some type. If someone wants to come in and discuss anything that they
think is a planning matter and could be addressed, they could come in and see staff.

Ms. Baker states that at a previous meeting the Board has asked Mr. Walker to ask for
various items that were not agenda items, but were of interest to the Planning Department
to be brought before the Board. The idea that the Board is open for discussion of
extraneous matters is still available. No discourse or legitimate comments from the public is
being cut off. The motion on the floor would simply prevent the type of spectacle that
transpires at the City Commission meetings.
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Mr. George states that at the last meeting the Board had a good opportunity to see when
the public came to the podium for comments and congratulate the Board on a job well
done. Opening to the public will give them the opportunity to speak whether it is good or
bad for 1 or 2 minutes.

Chairman Weaver states that there are concerns on whether the Board will be in
compliance with the new law. Anything that is taken off the agenda tonight is not going to
impact the discretion shown to Chair in allowing people to approach the podium under the
right circumstances. It is preferred to have more speech than less speech.

Those in favor: Ms. Castro, Mr. O’Connell, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Ms. Baker and Mr.
Burdge.

Those opposed: Chairman Weaver, Ms. Slep and Ms. Cummings Mr. George.

Motion passes 6-4.

Chairman Weaver states that staff had good intentions to open the meeting up with a little
public comment. It doesn’t necessarily have to end at this juncture. It would be favorable for
staff to come back with a series of parameters that may allow a little bit more public
comment.

Chairman Weaver passes the gavel.

Mr. Weaver makes a motion and is seconded by Mr. George - to ask staff to come back
with parameters on how public comments might be better incorporated then it currently is.

Mr. O’Connell asks if the motion is for a new rule set for comments [from the public] or is it
going to be specifically for the items that are being discussed.

Mr. Weaver states that staff could come back and the Board may have the opportunity to
talk about the subject in generality and specifics and probably be some background that will
include a copy of the law and the new ordinance the City Commission is drafting and the
Board will have a chance to think it through and make a decision there after.

Chairman Burdge states that the motion on the floor is that staff recommend to the Board, if
staff decides that they would want to get involved, staff may decide that it may be better left
to the Board to decide issues and procedures by the Board versus staff making
recommendations other than those that would require legal recommendations which would
come from Mr. Walker. He has already expressed to the Board that if there was any
violation it would have been brought forward.

Mr. Walker states that the only thing that is transpiring at the moment is that staff is going to
offer a draft that will merely service the template for discussion and whether an amendment
is adopted by this Board in which form or with what language or provisions is a matter that
will be strictly up to the Board after its review of the recommended language and materials
that are offered in furtherance thereof.
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Chairman Burdge asks if it is believed that the matter is strictly for the Board’s discussion or
is the intent to allow public to enter in discussion which is already available on items that
are on the agenda. What is being asked is that the additional item of discussion strictly
reserve to the public rather than strictly reserved to the public during the course of the
meeting which would include an additional agenda item that would open the meeting to
anyone who wants to speak before the Board on supposedly an time that is on the agenda
which they are currently allowed to do.

Mr. Weaver states that the request is to give staff the opportunity to come back with
something that the Board could live with that could give the public more of an opportunity to
speak.

Chairman Burdge states that he is embarrassed that the item is even on the agenda
because the Board was never approached. If individual members of the Board were
approached and it was suggested by someone then that is fine, however the Board went
through a number of meetings before the Board members had “Comments from the Board”.
The agenda that was presented to the Board this evening was a decision someone made
to have comments from the public, but the Board never approved it.

Ms. Grohall states that it was her decision to place the item on the agenda to further
comply with the State statute.

Chairman Burdge states that staff should have approached the City attorney to see if it
complied with State statute. The attorney has already expressed that the Board is allowing
people to have public input during the course of the meeting.

Ms. Baker states that the Board wants to have more public participation, but the Board
does not want to have disruption. Staff could develop a separate program in which the
public is invited to come to the Planning Board and present their ideas, problems and
concerns about planning issues in the City of Fort Pierce.

Ms. Castro asks if Ms. Baker is suggesting that it would be separate meeting that would
happen perhaps twice a year.

Ms. Baker answers yes.

Mr. Weaver amends his previous motion — to ask staff to come back with
recommendations with how the Board may better handle the public comments situation.

Chairman Burdge states that a motion for staff input may not be needed. It would not have
to be voted on. A Board member can always request items from staff unless there is overall
opposition by Board members.

Those in favor: Mr. Weaver, Ms. Cummings and Mr. George.

Those opposed: Mr. O’Connell, Ms. Castro, Ms. Slep, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Poitier, Ms. Baker,
and Chairman Burdge.
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Motion fails 3-7.

Mr. Burdge asks Mr. Walker to come back and inform the Board if it is in any violation of the
State statute.

Mr. Walker states that it has been addressed. When the bill was enacted, it was reviewed
in light of the question of whether the Board’s rules were in compliance. It was felt that the
Board’s rules, with particular attention to the subparts under rule 10 that have been
discussed, gave ample scope for public to interact with the Board, therefore it is not
believed to be any legal issue of compliance. The City attorney’s office would be happy to
supply the Board members with a copy of that statute.

The next item considered — Item #10 Adjournment.

Poitier makes a motion and is seconded by Ms. Cummings — to adjourn.
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ORDINANCE NO. 14-004

AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FORT
PIERCE, FLORIDA, REZONING THE PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED AT 1110 NORTH 29™ STREET, FROM R-4, MEDIUM
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ZONE, TO R-5, HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
ZONE; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS THEREOF IN
CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, a

municipal corporation, as follows:

SECTION 1. From and after the effective date hereof, the following property
legally described as:

GARDEN CITY FARMS 05 35 40 TRACT79-LESS N 25 FT- AND N 1/2
OF TRACT 82-LESS RD R/W- (OR 3443-2263)

shall be and the same is hereby rezoned from R-4, Medium Density Residential Zone,
to R-5, High Density Residential Zone; said property being generally located at 1110
North 29" Street in Fort Pierce, Florida, known as Pine Creek Village Apartments.
SECTION 2. All ordinance or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby
repealed.
SECTION 3. This Ordinance is and the same shall become effective
immediately upon final passage thereof.

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

Robert V. Schwerer, Esq.
City Attorney

STATE OF FLORIDA)
ST. LUCIE COUNTY)®®

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, Mayor Commissioner and the City Clerk of the City of
Fort Pierce, Florida, do hereby certify that the foregoing and above Ordinance No. 14-
004 was duly advertised by title only in the St. Lucie News Tribune on February 3, 2014;
copy of said ordinance was made available at the office of the City Clerk to the public
upon request; said ordinance was duly introduced, read by title only, and passed on first
reading by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, on February 18,
2014; and was duly introduced, read by title only, and passed on second and final

reading on March 3, 2014, by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida.
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IN WITNESS HEREWITH, we hereunto set our hands and affix the Official Seal
of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, this the 3rd day of March, 2014.

Linda Hudson,
Mayor Commissioner

Linda W. Cox,
City Clerk
(CITY SEAL)



City Commission Regular Meeting Agenda Item # 10. c.
Meeting Date: 02/18/2014

Re: Ordinance 14-005 - Annexation of 3700 Okeechobee Road - Indian River Oil
Submitted For: Rebecca Grohall, Planning & Zoning Manager, Planning & Zoning

SUBJECT:

Ordinance No. 14-005 - Annexation of 3700 Okeechobee Road - Indian River Qil - FIRST
READING

SUMMARY:

* The Property Owner and Applicant have voluntarily requested annexation into the Fort
Pierce City Limits

e The Parcel shall receive a zoning classification and future land use (FLU) designation
compatible with the current assignments in St. Lucie County; in this case, C-3, General
Commercial and GC, General Commercial.

e All Departments, including St. Lucie County Growth Management, have reviewed the
annexation request and provided approvals.

e The Planning Board voted unanimously to recommend approval at the January 14, 2014
meeting.

¢ Pursuant to Policy Section 4.1.1 of the Joint Planning Agreement, notice was provided to
St. Lucie County on January 10, 2014.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval

ALTERNATIVES:
Denial

RESPONSIBLE STAFF:
Kori Benton, Historic Preservation Officer

COORDINATED WITH:
N/A

Fiscal Impact

Budgeted Y/N:
Fiscal Year:
Account:
Amount:

OTHER INFORMATION:

Current assessed value: $35,600
Estimated municipal ad valorem taxes: $235



Staff Report
Proposed Ordinance 14-05

Proposed Ordinance 14-05 Exhibits

Site Aerial

Site Zoning Map

Property Record Card
Application

Boundary Survey

Planning Board Minutes 1-14-14

Attachments

Inbox Reviewed By
City Manager Robert Bradshaw
Form Started By: Kori Benton

Final Approval Date: 02/07/2014

Form Review

Date
02/07/2014 11:24 AM
Started On: 02/04/2014 10:15 AM
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION ¢ URBAN DESIGN ¢ URBAN FORESTRY () ZONING
TO: Rebecca Grohall, AICP, Planning Manager
FROM: Kori Benton, Historic Preservation Officer
RE: Indian River Oil
Voluntary Annexation
3700 Okeechobee Road
DATE: February 4, 2014
STAFF REPORT

Owner: Indian River Oil Co

3700 Okeechobee Rd

Fort Pierce FL 34947-4558
Applicant: Robert Fender, Jr.

1026 Hispana Avenue

Fort Pierce, FL 34982
Requested Action: Approval to annex the subject property into the City of Fort Pierce
Location: 3700 Okeechobee Road
Parcel ID: 2417-331-0010-000-6
Zoning: CG, Commercial General - St. Lucie County
Surrounding Zoning: North East South West

CN C-3 CG C-3

Future Land Use: COM, Commercial
Parcel Size: 1.73 acres
Utilities: Located within the FPUA Retail Service Area

100N.US.1 ¢ P.O.Box1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000 ¢ FAX772-466-5808
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Staff Analysis:

The property owner and applicant are requesting approval for the annexation of Parcel ID# 2417-331
0010-000-6 (3700 Okeechobee Road).

The subject property is currently zoned CG, Commercial General within St. Lucie County. Annexation of
the property will render a zoning of C-3, General Commercial for the site once in the City of Fort Pierce.
The C-3, General Commercial District is intended to provide for a broad variety of business activities
including consumer good stores, convenience goods and service establishments, offices and
tourist/entertainment facilities. With the proper site features, this district is suitable for uses requiring
a high degree of accessibility to vehicular traffic, low intensity uses on large tracts of land, most repair
services and small warehousing and wholesaling operations.

The site has been utilized for decades as a retail and light wholesale location for the sale of various
petroleum products such as diesel fuel, hydraulic fluid, etc. The existing petroleum storage tanks on site
are limited in size and visual scale based on their magnitude and location on the property in relation to
Okeechobee Road and the customer parking area. The longstanding use of the property is consistent
with City Code Sections 22-22. - Allowed Uses and 22-78. - Existing Conditional Uses. In the event that
the property owner and applicant seeks to expand the operation, for example, with the addition of
storage containers, further presentation of product stock outside, etc., further conditional use approval
is required.

Comprehensive Plan

The City shall evaluate proposed annexations within the urban service boundary based upon City
Comprehensive Plan Objective 1.11 and Policies, 1.11.5 and 1.11.6 which affirm the following criteria:

1. The ability of the City to provide public services at a level equal to or better than
that available from the current service providers;

2. The ability of the City to provide public services at the City’s adopted levels of
service;

3. Whether the annexation would eliminate an unincorporated island or could be
expanded to eliminate an unincorporated island; and

4. Whether the annexation would eliminate an irregularity or irregularities in the
City’s boundaries, thereby improving service delivery.

Properties annexed shall receive a future land use designation compatible with the SLC future land use
designation assigned, unless otherwise approved by the City Commission. In addition, general City
policy is that annexed properties shall receive a zoning classification consistent with the SLC zoning
classification; if the City Code does not provide such a classification, the SLC classification will remain
until the request is made by the property owner for a zoning change to a City classification. The
presented annexation provides for the application of equivalent zoning and future land use
designations for the transition.

Pursuant to the Future Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, annexations are reviewed for
fiscal impacts, the effect upon adopted level of service standards for public facilities, and the elimination
of the municipal boundary irregularities to improve service delivery. The annual fiscal impact of
annexation of the subject parcel encompasses an estimated $235 in ad-valorem taxes and $250 in
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stormwater management & maintenance fees. The revenue from solid waste collection cannot be
approximated at this time. The annexation of the property will not have an adverse impact on adopted
level of service standards for public facilities. The subject site borders two parcels currently within the
City limits, therefore the annexation of this property furthers the goal of eliminating municipal
boundary irregularities in an effort to improve service delivery.

Planning Board Recommendation:

The Planning Board, at their January 14th, 2014 meeting, unanimously to recommend approval of the
annexation.

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends the City Commission approve the request to annex Parcel # 2417-331-0010-000-6

(3700 Okeechobee Road) into the Fort Pierce City Limits as it furthers the goals, objectives and policies
of the Comprehensive Plan.

P.0.Box 1480 ¢ FORT PIERCE, FL 34954-1480 ¢ 772-467-3000



ORDINANCE NO. 14-05

AN ORDINANCE EXTENDING THE TERRITORIAL LIMITS OF THE CITY
OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA, TO INCLUDE PROPERTY LOCATED AT
3700 OKEECHOBEE ROAD, SHOWN ON EXHIBIT A; DIRECTING THE
ST. LUCIE COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER TO ASSESS SAID
PROPERTY AND PLACE IT ON THE CITY TAX ROLLS AS OF JANUARY
1, 2015; DIRECTING THE ST. LUCIE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR TO
COLLECT TAXES ON THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY;
CERTIFYING PUBLICATION OF THIS ORDINANCE; ESTABLISHING
THE ZONING DESIGNATION; ESTABLISHING THE LAND USE
DESIGNATION; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS OF
ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWTIH; AND PROVIDING FOR THE
EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, Part I, Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, set forth a procedure for Municipal

Annexation;

WHEREAS, in Chapter 171.044 F.S., the owner or owners of real property in an
unincorporated area of a county which is contiguous to a municipality and reasonably compact
may petition the governing body of said municipality that said property be annexed to the

municipality, and,;

WHEREAS, the owner or owners have submitted an application petitioning the City of

Fort Pierce to be annexed to the municipality;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISION OF THE CITY
OF FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. The territorial limits of the City of Fort Pierce, Florida, be and they
are hereby extended to annex to the said City:

3700 Okeechobee Road, Parcel ID 2417-331-0010-000-6
Legal Description:
17 35 40 BEG 25FT W OF NE COR OF SW 114 OF SW 1/4 RUN W 233.23FT, THSLY Il TO
TOTTEN RD 523.5 FT TON R/W OF OKEE RD, THNEL Y ALGR/W TOPT 25 FT W OFE
LI OFSW 114 OF SW 1/4, TH ALG LI Il TOAND 25 FT W OF E LI OF SW 114 OF SW 114
375.7 FT TO POB-LESS N 120FT THEREOF AND LESS RD R/W- (80) (1.73 AC) (OR 197-
1143).

SECTION 2. That the St. Lucie County Property Appraiser and the St. Lucie
County Tax Collector are directed to place upon and add to the assessment roll, and to collect
taxes on the land described in Exhibit A hereof as of January 1, 2015 and subsequent years, and
to enter the same at such valuation that it will bear an equal and just proportion of taxes as of that
date and subsequent years.

SECTION 3. That the City Clerk shall cause notice of this annexation to be
published once each week for two consecutive weeks prior to final passage in the St. Lucie
Tribune in Fort Pierce, Florida.

SECTION 4. That upon this ordinance becoming effective, the land herein
described on Exhibit A and annexed to the territorial limits of the City of Fort Pierce shall be and
the same is zoned C-3, General Commercial, and assigned a future land use designation GC,
General Commercial, as shown on Exhibit B.

SECTION 5. All ordinances or parts thereof that may be determined to be in
conflict herewith are hereby repealed.



SECTION 6. This Ordinance shall be and become effective immediately upon
final passage.

STATE OF FLORIDA)
ST. LUCIE COUNTY) SS

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, Mayor Commissioner and the City Clerk of the City of Fort
Pierce, Florida, do hereby certify that the foregoing and above Ordinance No. 14-05 was duly
advertised in accordance with Section 171.044(2) of the Florida Statues in the St. Lucie News
Tribune on , and on ; copy of said Ordinance was made available
at the office of the City Clerk to the public upon request; said ordinance was duly introduced,
read by title only, and passed on first reading by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce,
Florida on February 18", 2014; and was duly introduced, ready by title only and passed on
second and final reading on March 3", 2014, by the City Commission of the City of Fort Pierce,
Florida.

IN WITNESS HEREWITH, we hereunto set our hands and affix the Official Seal of the
City of Fort Pierce, Florida, this the

Mayor Commissioner

Linda W. Cox, City Clerk
(CITY SEAL)



EXHIBIT A to ORDINANCE No. 14-05

Parcel ID and Legal Description of Parcel Included in Annexation

Parcel ID: 2417-331-0010-000-6

Legal Description:
17 3540 BEG 25 FT W OF NE COR OF SW 1/4 OF SW 1/4 RUN W 233.23FT, TH SLY // TO TOTTEN RD

523.5 FT TO N R/W OF OKEE RD, TH NELY ALG R/W TO PT 25 FT W OF E LI OFSW 1/4 OF SW 1/4,
TH ALG LI // TOAND 25 FT W OF E LI OF SW 1/4 OF SW 1/4 375.7 FT TO POB-LESS N 120 FT
THEREOF AND LESS RD R/W- (80) (1.73 AC) (OR 197-1143)



EXHIBIT B to ORDINANCE No. 14-05

Maps

Proposed Annexation Area
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EXHIBIT B to ORDINANCE No. 14-05

Existing Zoning
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EXHIBIT B to ORDINANCE No. 14-05

WJF REVISED CORPORATE LIMITS:
| PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE
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Property Appraiser - St.Lucie County, FL

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

Indian River Oil Co Record: 1 of 1 <<Prev Next >> Spec.Assmnt Taxes
Property Identification

Site Address: 3700 OKEECHOBEE RD ParcellD: 2417-331-0010-000-6
Sec/Town/Range: 17 :35S :40E Account #: 26503

Map ID: 24/17S Use Type: OFCE BLDG

Zoning: CG City/Cnty: Saint Lucie County

Ownership and Mailing
Owner:

Address:

Indian River Oil Co

3700 Okeechobee Rd

Fort Pierce FL 34947-4558

Sales Information

Book/Page

Legal Description

Page 1 of 1

Exemptions Permits Home Print

\WCIE
£l
b4 2

17 3540 BEG 25 FT W OF NE COR OF SW 1/4 OF SW 1/4 RUN W
233.23FT, THSLY // TO TOTTENRD 523 5FT T

More...

Assessment 2013

2013 Final: 35600
Assessed: 35600
Ag.Credit: 0
Exempt:

Taxable:

Taxes: 720.98

BUILDING INFORMATION

Date Price Code Deed
1/1/1900 0
::"? 3 ?:JJ“

Exterior Features

View: - RoofCover:

ExtType: LROF - OFFICE YearBlt:

Grade: Y_D+ - Commer D+  EffYrBIt:

StoryHght: 0010 - 1 Story No.Units:
Interior Features
BedRooms: 0 Electric:
FullBath: 0 HeatType:
1/2Bath: 0 HeatFuel:
%A/C: 75 %Heated:
Special Features and Yard Items
Type Y/S Qty. Units Qual. Cond.
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 3198 AV AV
LGT1 - SINGLE LIGHT Y 1 2 AV AV
FEN6 - CHAINLINK 6' Y 1 1035 AV AV
BARB - BARB WIRE Y 1 1035 AV AV
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 2122 AV AV
CNC2 - CONCRETE LOW Y 1 1710 AV AV

YrBIt.

1950
1980
1980
1980
1970
1970

Total Land and Building

Land Value:

26400 Acres: 1.73

Building Value: 9200
Finished Area: 3745 SqFt

TG - Tar & Gravel
1950

1950

1

MX - MAXIMUM
FHA - FrcdHotAir
ELEC - Electric
75

Land Information
No. Use Type

1 1700-OFCE BLDG

RoofStruct:
Frame:
PrimeWall:
SecWall:

PrmintWall:
AvgHt/FI:
Prm.Flors:
%Sprinkled:

Type
333 -Sq Feet

FS - Flat/Shed

BP - Conc Block

PT-PT

VT - Vinyl Tiles
100

Measure
75359

Depth

THIS INFORMATION IS BELIEVED TO BE CORRECT AT THIS TIME BUT IT IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND IS NOT WARRANTED.

http://www.paslc.org/paslc/prc.asp?prclid=241733100100006

2/4/2014



CiITY OF FORT PIERCE

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 0 DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION 0 URBAN DESIGN O URBAN FORESTRY {0 ZONING

APPLICATION FOR ANNEXATION

Annexation applications will require the adoption of an ordinance which will require a public meeting
before the Planning Board and two public hearings before the City Commission.

Application submission shall include the following:

« TRC (*Initial Submission): One (1) original and (8) paper copies of the application and support documents
and provide one (1) electronic copy of the application packet as described below.

» Planning Board: One (1) original and (16) paper copies of the application and support documents and
provide one (1) electronic copy of the application packet as described below.

« City Commission: One (1) original and (11) paper copies of the application and support documents and
provide one (1) electronic copy of the application packet as described below.

In addition to a complete application, packets shall include:

o  Warranty Deed
o Current Survey (completed within the last 12 months)

Address:_ 3 JOO  leechrheo P\O&C{) fock P\QR_G) ¥rills 3#9 82.,

2.  Legal description of real property for which annexation is being requested:
See. sSurN e)]z

/
Property Tax ID: 24[7-33\-cO\0- ooO/é
Size of described property: / &I' 7 '<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>